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State  of   New  York 

No.  15. 

IN    SE^NATE 

January  11,  1909. 


REPORT  OF   THE   PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
FOR  THE  FIRST  DISTRICT. 


New  York,  January  11,  190.9. 

Honorable  Horace  White,  Lieutenant  Governor: 
Honorable  James  W.  Wadsworth,  Jr.,  Speaker  of  the  Assembly: 
Sirs. —  The  Public  Service  Comniissioii  for*the  First  District 
of  the  State  of  New  York  herewith  transmits  to  the  Legislature 
its  annual  report  for  the  year  ending  December  31,  1908. 

Respectfully  yours, 

WILLIAM  E.  WILLGOX, 

Chairman. 

WILLIAM  MoCARROLL, 

EDWARD  M.  BASSETT, 

MILC^  R  MALTBIE, 

JOHN  E.  BUSTIS, 

Commissioners. 
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BESX7ME  OF  PROCEEDINGS  HAD  BEFORE  THE  PUB- 
LIC SERVICE  COMMISSION  FOR  THE  FIRST  DIS< 
TRICT  IN  1907,  A^TD  OPINIONS  OF  COUNSEL  AND 
COMMISSION  RENDERED  IN  SAID  PROCEED- 
INGS. 


Railroad  Corporations,  Street  Railroad  Corporations  and  Com- 
mon Carriers. —  Filing  reports  of  accidents. 

Filing  Order  No.   1,  issued  July  30,  1907,  p.  68^   1907  Rep. 
Opinion  of  Counsel,  August  8,   1907,  p.  581,   1907  Rep. 
Memorandum  on  delays  in  reporting  and  resolution. 
Opinion  of  Counsel,  September  6.  1907.  p.  684,  1907*  Rep. 

JURISDICTION     OP     THE     COMMISSION     FOR     THE     FIRST     DISTRICT  — 
RAILROADS  OTHER  THAN  STREET  RAILROADS. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

I  am  In  receipt  of  your  letter  bearing  date  August  3,  transmitting  a  communi- 
cation from  Ralph  Peters,  president  and  general  manager,  respecting  Qrder  No.  1, 
coTering  the  New  York  and  Rockaway  Beach  Railway  Company,  the  New  York, 
Brooklyn  and  Manhattan  Beach  Railway  Company,  and  the  Glendale  and  East 
River  Railroad  Companv,  In  which  you  note  that  It  seems  significant  that  Mr. 
Peters  has  not  included  the  I^ng  Island  Railroad  in  the  list  of  companies  for 
which  he  has  given  written  acceptance.  You  ask  me  to  suggest  a  proper  answer 
in  this  matter. 

I  would  suggest  that  you  write  to  Mr.  Peters,  that  inasmuch  as  by  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  the  Public  Service  Commlsion  for 
the  First  District  Is  given  Jurisdiction  over  the  Long  Island  Railroad,  in  so  far 
as  concerns  the  construction,  maintenance,  equipments,  terminal  facilities,  local 
transportation  facilities  and  local  transportation  of  persons  or  property  within  the 
First  District,  and  is  directed  to  investigate  the  cause  of  all  accidents  and  to 
require  railroad  corporations  to  give  notice  of  every  accident  happening  upon  any 
line  of  railroad  operated  within  the  territory  over  which  the  Commission  has 
Jurisdiction,  it  will  be  necessary  for  the  Lonpr  Island  Railroad  to  give  written 
acceptance  of  Order  No.  1,  and  to  make  to  this  Commission  the  report  therein 
required. 

Dated  August  8,  1907. 

DELAY    IN    REPORTING    ACCIDENTS. 

*[ Delays  of  from  53  minutes  to  2  hours  and  43  minutes  in  reporting  accidents 
are  in  yfolation  of  an  order  requiring  that  they  be  reported  immediately.] 

The  order  covering  reports  of  accidents,  among  other  things,  provided: 

"  Every  common  carrier,  railroad  corporation  and  street  railroad  corporation 
over  which  this  commission  has  jurisdiction,  is  hereby  required  to  give  notice  to 
this  commission  of  everv  accident  happening  upon  any  line  of  railroad  or  street 
railroad,  owned,  operated  or  leased  by  it,  in  the  following  manner : 

"First.  In  case  of 

"      I.  Accident  resulting  in  death  or  serious  injury  to  persons; 

"    II.  Collision   resalttng  in  serious  damage  to  cars; 

"  III.  Derailment  of  elevated  or  subway  trains  or  railroad  passenger  trains ;  or 

"  IV.  Serious  interference  with  or  stoppage  of  traflie. 

"  Such  notice  shall  be  given  by  telephone,  immediately  after  the  happening  of  the 
accident,  or,  if  the  accident  happens  after  11  o'clock  p.  m.,  then  at  8  o'clock  a.  m. 
of  the  following  day,  and  such  notice  shall  give  the  nature  and  location  of  the 
accident  or  event." 

•The  head  notes  and  other  matter  preceding  oi)Iulons  and  reports  were  not  parts 
of  the  opinions  or  reports  as  made  and  printed  in  the  minutes  of  the  Commission. 
They  have  been  added  for  the  convenience  of  the  reader  and  form  no  part  of  the 
actual  decision  in  any  case. 

There  are  included  with  the  opinions  and  reports  some  of  the  opinions  of  counsel, 
which  have  been  regarded  as  settling  particular  questions  covered  by  such  ooinlons. 
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10         Public  Seeviob  Commission  —  Fikst  Disteiot. 

The  Secretary  offered  a  memorandum  with  regard  to  the  records  of  acci- 
dents by  the  companies  upon  whom  the  order  of  the  Commission  was  served, 
showing  that  certain  companies  made  delays  in  the  telephone  reports  as 
follows : 

"The  average  delay  of  each  company  in  recording  accidents,  covering  the  six 
days,  August  12  to  17,  inclusive,  from  the  exact  time  of  the  happening  of  the  acci- 
dent to  the  telephonic  report  to  this  office  was  as  follows : 

Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company.  1  hour  and  12  minutes. 

Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company,  *1  hour  and  15  minutes. 

Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company,  2  hours  and  15  minutes. 

New  York  Central  aud  Hudson  River  Railroad,  1  hour  and  53  minutes. 

New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company,  53  minutes. 

New  York  City  Railway  Company,  2  hours  and  23  minutes. 

New  York  and  Queens  County  Railroad  Company,  1  hour  and  7  minutes. 

Union  Railwav  of  New  York  City,  2  hours  and  43  minutes." 

The  average  delay  of  all  companies  reporting  was  1  hour  and  41  minutes." 

Thereupon  the  following  resolution,  offered  by  Commissioner  Eustis,  was 
adopted  August  29,   1907: 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  be  directed  to  write  to  the  corporations  that  have 
failed  to  comply  with  Rule  4  In  not  reporting  accidents  immediately,  calling  their 
attention  to  their  delay  and  asking  them  to  explain  why  they  have  been  so 
delinquent.  *- 

ACCIDENTS  —  NOTICE    OF  — RAILROAD    TERMINALS,    ETC.— PUBLIC    SER- 
VICE  COMMISSIONS   LAW,   SECTIONS  47  AND  86. 

Opinion  or  Counsel. 

I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  bearing  date  September  3d,  inquiring  as  to  whether 
you  should  have  the  order  requesting  reports  of  accidents  served  on  the  Pennsvl- 
vanla  Railroad,  Delaware,  Lackawanna  and  Western,  and  railways  of  that  descrip- 
tion which  have  ferry  terminals  or  freight  yards  in  the  First  District. 

I  have  considered  a  provision  of  section  86  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions 
Law,  to  the  effect  that  nothing  in  the  acts  contained  should  be  deemed  to  apply  to 
or  operate  upon  interstate  or  foreign  commerce. 

I  think,  nevertheless,  that  such  railroads  as  you  mention  are  within  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Commission  In  respect  of  their  terminal  facilities;  that  they  are 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  47  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law, 
and  that  the  order  mentioned  should  be  served  upon  them  and  that  reports  pur- 
suant thereto  required  from  them  respecting  accidents  happening  within  the 
territory  of  the  First  District. 

Dated,  September  6,  1907. 


Railroad  Corporations,  Street  Railroad  Corporations  and  Com- 
mon Carriers —  Filing  copies  of  accounts,  records  and  mem- 
oranda —  Uniform  system  of  accounts. 
Filing  Order  No.  2,  issued  July  8,  1907,  p.  683,  1907  Rep. 


Gas  and   Electrical    Corporations. —  Filing  copies  of   accounts, 
records  and  memoranda  —  Uniform  system  of  accounts. 
FUing  Order  No.  3.  issued  July   8,  1907.  p.  683,   1907  Rep. 


Railroad  Corporations,  Street  Railroad  Corporations  and  Com- 
mon Carriers. —  Filing  copies  of  accounts,  records  and  mem- 
oranda, relating  to  movements  of  traffic  and  schedules  and 
other  traffic  data. 
Filing  Order  No.  4,   issued  July  8,   1907,  p.  683,   1907   Rep. 


Resume  of  Peooeedings  of  1907.  11 

Union  Railway  Company  of  New  York  City. — Dangerous  loca- 
tion of  trolley  poles  on  Jerome  avenue  in  the  Broax. 

Complaint  Order  No.  5,  issued  July  18,  1907,  p.  684,  1907  Rep. 
Matters  complained  of  satisfied;  case  closed. 


Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  Company,  Interborougfa  Metropolitan 
Company,  Metropolitan  Securities  Company. —  Investiga- 
tion into  general  condition. 

Order  No.  6,  issued  July  18,  1907,  p.  684,  1907  Rep. 

Order  No.  12,  issued  September  29,  1907,  p.  689,  1907  Rep. 

Order  No.  17,  issued  September  29,  1907,  p.  690,  1907  Rep. 


Union  Railway  Company  of  New  York  City  and  Westchester 

Electric  Railroad  Company. —  Operation  of  Williamsbridge 

cars  to  the  city  limits. 

Complaint  Order  No.  7,  issued  July  29,  1907,  p.  686,  1907  Riep. 
Hearing  Order  No.  20,  issued  September  13,   1907,  p.  690,  1907  Rep. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis. 

Final  Order  No.  46,  issued  October   25,  1907,  p.  706,   1907  Rep. 
Pinal  Order  No.  63,  issued  November  1,  1907,  p.  717,  1907  Rep. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  October  25.  1907.) 
Commissioner  Eustis: 

'*  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  another  matter  to  report  on  a  hearing.  There  was  a 
complaint  made  some  time  ago  by  various  people  in  the  upper  part  of  The  fironz 
against  the  Union  Railway  Company  In  stopping  a  certain  line  of  cars,  the 
Williamsbridge  cars,  at  Two  Hundred  and  Thirty-third  street,  while  formerly  they 
had  continued  them  to  the  city  line  at  Two  Hundred  and  Forty-second  street. 
There  has  been  a  hearing  on  that  matter,  we  have  taken  testimony,  and  believe 
that  the  complaint  is  well  founded,  and  unjust  to  the  people,  and  I  wish  to  submit 
the  following  report  and  order: 

Order  No.  45  was  thereupon  adopted  requiring  the  company  to  operate 
its  Williamsbridge  line  of  cars  to  the  City  line. 


(Separate  final  orders  were  issued  after  Complaint  Order  No.  7  and  Hearing 
Order  No.  20,  vi«. :  Pinal  Orders  Nos.  46  and  62  relating  to  service  on  Bedford 
Park  and  New  Hochelle  Express  Line  and  Final  Orders  Nos.  45  and  63  relating  to 
the  operation  of  Williamsbridge  cars  to  the  city  limits.) 

Union  Railway  Company  of  New  York  City  and  Westchester 

Electric  Railroad  Company. —  Service  on  Bedford  Park  and 

New  Roehelle  express  line  —  Transfers. 

Complaint  Order  No.  7,  issued  July  29,  1907,  p.  685,  1907  Rep. 
Hearing  Order  No.  20,  issued  September   13,  1907,  p.  690,   1907  Rep. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis. 

Final  Order  No.  46,  issued  October  25,  1907,  p.  706,  1907  Rep. 
Vinal  Order  No.  62,  issued  November  1,  1907,  p.  717,  1907  Rep. 
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Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  October  25,  1907.) 

COMMISSIONEB    BUSTIS  : 

**  I  have  also,  Mr.  Chairman,  another  report  to  make  against  the  same  company 
on  the  complaint  made  by  the  people  in  the  upper  part  of  The  Bronx,  against  the 
Union  Railway  Company.  They  run  a  certain  number  of  cars  between  One  Hundred 
and  Twenty-eighth  street  and  New  Rochelle,  on  which  they  charge  a  separate  fare 
and  refuse  to  take  transfers.  This  also  was  considered  by  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  and  I  would,  like  to  make  an  order,  which  is  as  follows : " 

Order  No.  46  was  thereupon  adopted  requiring 

As  to  the  operation  in  the  First  District  on  Webster  avenue,  Olln  avenue  and 
White  Plains  road.  In  the  city  of  New  York,  of  the  Bedford  Park  and  New 
Rochelle  express  cars,  as  follows : 

1.  That  tne  Westchester  EMectrlc  Railroad  Company  shall.  In  the  city  of  New 
York,  Issue  to  its  passengers  on  said  cars  transfer  slips  for  further  transportation 
in  a  continuous  trip  in  the  said  city  upon  the  cars*  of  the  Union  Railway  Company 
at  One  Hundred  and  Ninety-eighth  street,  Bedford  Park,  and  at  the  terminus  of 
the  WllUamsbridge  car  lines  on  White  Plains  road;  that  said  Union  Railway 
Company  shall,  at  said  places,  accept  from  the  said  oassengers  said  transfer  slips 
for  such  further  transportation  In  said  city ;  that  the  said  Union  Railway  Company 
shall,  at  the  said  places,  Issue  to  Its  passengers  transfer  slips  for  further  trans- 

eortation  in  a  continuous  trip  in  said  city  upon  said  Bedford  Park  and  New 
ochelle  express  cars,  and  that  said  Westchester  Electric  Railroad  Company  shall, 
at  said  places,  accept  on  said  Bedford  Park  and  New  Rochelle  express  cars  from 
said  passengers  such  Union  Railway  transfer  slips  for  the  said  further  trans- 
portation in  said  city. 

All  in  the  same  manner  and  to  the  same  extent  as  said  companies  issue  to  and 
accept  from  each  other  transfer  slips  at  said  places  In  respect  of  any  other  car  or 
line  of  cars  and  without  discrimination  against  or  preference  to  any. 


Street  Railroad  Corporations. —  Filing  of  corporate  documents. 

Filing  Order  No.  8,  issued  August  2,  1907,  p.  686,  1907  Rep. 
Opinion  of  Conmiissioner  Bassett. 

PILING   OP   CORPORATE   DOCirMENTS. 

*  [Railroad  companies  will  not  be  relieved  from  the  order  of  the  Commission 
requiring  the  filing  of  copies  of  deeds  in  their  chain  of  title,  although  compliance 
requires  the  filing  of  copies  of  two  thousand  deeds,  but  time  for  compliance  will 
be  extended  as  necessary.] 

The  Commission  had  adopted  an  order  requiring  the  various  street  surface, 
elevated  and  subway  railroads  in  the  disfrict  to  file  copies  of  various  franchise 
documents  including  deeds  and  other  documents  in  the  chain  of  title.  The 
Long  Island  Railroad  Company  asked  to  be  allowed  to  omit  from  among  the 
documents  to  be  supplied  to  the  Commission  deeds  and  other  documents  in 
the  chain  of  title. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 

(Adopted  August  26.  1907.) 
Commissioner  Basrett  : 

On  August  19,  1907,  the  undersigned  was  appointed  a  committee  of  one  to 
Investigate  the  report  upon  the  subject-matter  of  the  letter  dated  August  14,  1907, 
from  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  n  copy  of  which  Is  attached.  I  have 
taken  up  the  matter  personally  with  Messsrs.  Keany  and  liafT  of  the  I^ong  Island 
Railroad  Company.  It  appears  that  the  deeds  to  that  company  within  Greater 
New  York  would  number  about  two  thousand.  These  are  practically  all  deeds  of 
the  fee  simple  of  land.  Probably  this  is  a  larger  number  than  run  to  any  other 
corporation  In  this  city,  certainly  larger  than  any  number  In  the  boroughs  of 
Brooklyn  and  Queens.  After  hearing  their  statement,  I  told  them  that  I  did  not 
think  the  Commission  would  be  willing  to  make  an  exception  in  their  case,  although 
we  appreciated  that  It  placed  an  especially  large  task  upon  thorn.  The  discussion 
was  then  limited  to  determining  an  order  in  which  various  deeds  should  be  pro- 


*  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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Tided,  for  Instance,  deeds  of  lands  now  within  streets*  deeds  of  easements,  etc.,  but 
as  nearly  every  deed  conveys  property  now  within  mapped  street  lines,  even  though 
the  street  may  not  be  opened,  It  would  seem  to  make  an  unnecessary  amount  of 
labor  to  differentiate  between  the  classes  of  deeds.  Most  of  these  deeds  wUl  need 
to  be  procured  from  the  Queens  county  clerk's  office,  which  Is  about  four  months 
behind  In  Its  work.  The  Kings  county  roaster's  office  Is  even  more  behind.  I 
pointed  out  that  the*  respective  clerks  would  charge  as  much  for  preparing  and 
certifying  copies  as  they  would  for  certifying  them  alone.  This  being  the  case  they 
thought  that  It  would  be  best  to  throw  the  entire  task  upon  the  Queens  county 
clerk  and  the  Kings  county  register,  and  pay  the  legal  fees.  If  they  do  this,  it 
will  require  considerably  more  than  a  month  to  comply  with  our  order  In  this 
regard. 

It  was  brought  out  In  the  course  of  the  conference  that  on  Atlantic  avenue  this 
corporation  operates  under  a  lease,  and  has  no  deeds.  The  deeds  will  be  found  to 
run  to  the  Brooklyn  and  Jamaica  Railroad  Company,  beginning  about  1832.  The 
Atlantic  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  now  under  control  of  the  Brooklyn  Rapid 
Transit,  and  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company,  under  the  same  control,  have 
to  do  with  the  title  along  Atlantic  avenue,  and  in  the  course  of  time  request  should 
be  made  upon  these  three  companies  for  information. 

I  therefore  report  that,  in  my  opinion,  the  Commission  should  not  comply  with 
the  request  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  but  should,  from  time  to  time, 
as  it  may  be  found  necessary,  extend  the  time  for  supplying  these  deeds  upon  proof 
being  furnished  that  the  order  of  this  Commission  is  being  complied  with  by  them 
as  rapidly  as  possible. 

The  following  resolution  was  adopted: 

"Resolved,  That  the  report  of  Commissioner  Bassett  be  received  and  the  recom- 
mendations therein  contained  be  adopted." 
August  26,  1907. 


Railroad  and  Street  Railroad  Corporations  and  Common  Carriers. 

—  Filing  corporate  documents. 

Order  No.  8A,  issued  September  12,  1907,  p.  692,  1907  Rep. 
(Published  in  1907  Report  as  Order  No.  22.) 


Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company. —  Petition    for    consent    to 
construct   an  extendon. 
Final  Order  No.  9,  issued  August  13,  1907,  p.  687,  1907  Rep. 


New  York  City  Railway  Company. —  Service    on    Fourth    and 
Madison  avenue  line. 

Hearing  Order  No.  10,  issued  August  29,  1907,  p.  688,  1907  Rep. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie. 

Final  Order  No.  52,  issued  October  28,  1907,  p.  710,  1907  R^p. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907,  see  page  623  herein. 

•  [Wages,  hours  of  labor,  and  conditions  of  employment  of  mptormen  and  con- 
dnctors  are  ander  the  '•ontrol  of  tho  stroot  rail  rod  companies  and  may  be  changed 
by  them  so  as  to  attract  men  to  the  service.  It  is  not,  therefore,  any  excuse  for 
not  rendering  adequate  service  that  under  present  conditions  a  sufficient  number 
cannot  be  secared.] 

*  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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Opinion  of  Commission. 

(Adopted  October  28,   1907.) 
Commissioner  Maltbia: 

Upon  August  29  the  Commission  adopted  an  order  directing  that  an  Inquiry  be 
held  upon  September  16  to  determine  the  adequacy  of  the  service  and  equipment 
of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  upon  the  Hue  currently  called  '*  the  Madison 
avenue  line.*'  In  accordance  therewith  a  hearing  was  held  and  evidence  taken  upon 
September  16,  and  continued  upon  September  23  and  September  26,  at  which  time 
the  Commission  received  notice  that  Mr.  Adrian  H.  Jollne  and  Mr.  Douglas  Rob- 
inson had  been  appointed  receivers  for  the  company  by  Judge  Lacombe  of  the 
United  States  Circuit  Court.  An  adjournment  was  then  taken  for  the  purpose  of 
notifying  the  receivers  of  the  hearing  and  of  giving  them  an  opportunity  to  be 
present  personally  or  by  counsel.  Such  notice,  stating  In  full  the  matters  to  be 
Inquired  Into  and  the  specific  directions  In  which  the  service  might  be  Improved, 
was  served  upon  the  receivers  upon  October  5. 

Upon  October  9  the  hearing  was  resumed  and  the  Counsel  to  the  Commission 
presented  a  communication  from  the  receivers  transmitting  a  memorandum  of  In- 
structions to  the  receivers  Issued  by  Judge  Lacombe.  This  memorandum  (page  140 
of  evidence  of  October  9)  addressed  to  the  receivers,  advised  them  that  It  would  not 
b^  necessary  for  them  to  appear  before  the  Commission.  The  receivers  accepted 
this  view  and  did  not  appear  at  any  of  the  hearings,  although  the  officers  and 
counsel  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  did  appear  and  presented  testi- 
mony. Subsequent  hearings  were  held  upon  October  14  and  October  16,  at  which 
time  the  hearing  was  closed  at  the  request  of  the  company,  full  opportunity 
having  been  given  to  It  to  present  all  of  the  data  It  desired  to  submit  (see  pages 
142,  166  and  200  of  evidence  of  October  9). 

The  evidence  taken  at  the  hearings  was  given  by  Mr.  M.  H.  Ryan  of  the  engineer- 
ing staff  of  the  Commission,  and  Mr.  Oren  Root,  vice-president  and  general  manager 
of  the  New  York  C^ty  Railway  0>mpany.  Mr.  Ryan,  with  the  assistance  of  a 
number  of  other  engineers  from  the  staff  of  the  Commission,  bad  made  a  careful 
and  thorough  Investigation  of  the  service  and  equipment  of  the  line  and  of  the 
vehlclilar  traffic,  extending  over  a  number  of  days  In  July,  August  and  September, 
and  presented  a  summary  of  this  Investigation  In  the  form  of  tables  and  dlagram- 
atlc  charts,  which  were  placed  In  evidence  and  appear  among  the  exhibits.  Ample 
opportunity  was  given  to  the  counsel  for  the  street  railway  company  to  examine 
this  evidence  and  to  cross-examine  Mr.  Ryan,  but  the  opportunity  of  cross-exami- 
nation was  not  availed  of. 

"The  Madison  avenue  line"  extends  from  One  Hundred  and  Thlrty-flfth  street 
and  Madison  avenue,  as  Its  northern  terminal,  to  Ann  street,  Broadway  and  Park 
Row,  as  Its  extreme  southern  terminal.  A  short  branch  runs  from  Fourth  avenue 
west  on  Astor  place  to  Broadway.  From  Its  northern  terminus  the  line  runs  down 
Madison  avenue  to  Forty-second  street,  through  Forty-second  street  to  Fourth 
avenue,  down  Fourth  avenue  and  the  Bowery  to  Broome  street,  through  Broome 
street  to  Centre  street,  down  Centre  street  and  Park  row  to  Ann  street.  The  up- 
town cars  follow  the  same  route,  except  that  thev  pass  through  Grand  street,  from 
Centre  street  to  the  Bowery  and  thence  up  the  Bowery.  During  the  evening  rush 
hours  some  of  the  oars  turn  off  from  Forty-second  street  into  Vanderbllt  place, 
through  Vanderbllt  place  to  Forty-fourth  street  and  through  Forty-fourth  street  to 
Madison  avenue.  Not  all  of  the  cars  upon  this  line  are  run  from  the  extreme 
northern  to  the  extreme  southern  terminus :  a  number  are  switched  back  at  One 
Hundred  and  Sixteenth  street  and  others  at  Eighty-sixth  street.  Certain  runs 
also  terminate  at  Astor  place,  others  at  the  Brooklyn  Bridge,  and  only  a  few  go 
through   to  Ann  street. 

No  other  cars  paf»8  over  this  line  between  One  Hundred  and  Thlrty-flfth  street 
and  Ii\)rty-8econd  street,  except  the  Eighty-sixth  street  crosstown  cars  which  pass 
over  the  same  tracks  between  Eighty-fifth  and  Eighty-sixth  streets.  Three  lines  use 
the  same  tracks  on  Forty-second  street,  between  Madison  and  Fourth  avenues;  two 
other  lines  use  the  Fourth  avenue  tracks  between  Forty-second  street  and  Twenty- 
third   street,   one  branching  off  at  this   point  and  the  other  continuing  down  to 
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Delancey  street,  where  it  tuma  east  to  the  Williamsburg  Bridge.  Two  crosfltown 
Hoes  run  over  the  same  tracks  on  Grand  street.  All  thestf  facts  are  important 
because  of  the  difficulty  of  running  more  cars  over  a  portion  of  the  line  during 
rush  hours. 

The  critical  points  upon  this  line,  from  the  viewpoint  of  a  possible  increase  in 
service,  are  three :  Forty-second  street,  between  Madison  and  Fourth  avenues,  and 
the  intersections  of  Twenty-third  street  and  Fourth  avenue,  and  of  Grand  street 
and  the  Bowery.  The  first  two  points  afTect  all  of  the  cars  run  over  the  line,  the 
last  only  those  running  below  Astor  place. 

Mr.  Root  urged,  as  one  reason  why  a  better  service  had  not  been  given,  that  it 
was  impossible  to  pass  a  greater  number  of  cars  through  these  points  than  had 
been  sent  through,  but  he  afterwards  modified  it  (page  19  of  evidence  of  September 
16),  to  say  that  these  limitations  applied  only  to  the  rush  hours  between  5  and 
6:30  p.  ic. 

The  observations  taken  by  Mr.  Ryan  and  his  assistants  (Exhibits  80  to  35) 
clearly  show  that  even  during  rush  hours  a  much  larger  number  of  cars  could  be 
sent  north  and  south  at  the  Intersection  of  Twenty-third  street  and  Fourth  avenue, 
thus  definitely  removing  this  point  from  consideration  as  a  limiting  factor. 

As  to  Forty-second  street,  between  Madison  and  Fourth  avenues,  Mr.  Ryan's 
evidence  (Exhibits  7.  8  and  9)  shows  that  even  under  present  conditions  it  would 
be  possible  to  pass  many  more  cars  through  Forty-second  street  during  the  rush 
hours,  and  that  during  the  remainder  of  the  day  a  sufficient  number  of  cars  could 
lie  sent  through  to  give  adequate  service.     These  facts  were  not  denied  by  Mr.  Root. 

The  congestion  of  vehicular  and  street  car  traffic  was  greatest  at  the  intersection 
of  Grand  street  and  the  Boweiy.  Mr.  Ryan's  evidence  (EJxbibits  6  and  10)  indicate 
that  no  Ihore  cars  could  be  operated  through  this  Intersection  during  the  evening 
rush  hours.  The  traffic  upon  other  lines  at  this  point  is  very  heavy,  and  relief  Is 
much  more  needed  upon  them  than  upon  the  Madison  avenue  line.  For  this  reason 
I  have  not  recommended  an  increase  in  service  during  the  evening  rush  hours  below 
Astor  place.  It  will  be  necessary  to  consider  this  phase  of  the  problem  more  fully 
and  to  attempt  to  solve  the  congestion  by  rearrangement  of  the  tracks  or  runs. 

To  determine  whether  the  service  was  adequate  or  inadequate,  Mr.  Ryan  and  his 
assistants  made  a  large  number  of  observations  at  different  points  and  upon  different 
days. 

This  evidence  (see  especially  Exhibits  2  to  5,  9,  13  to  15,  25a,  27  to  29.  31  and 
32)   shows  that  the  service  was  inadequate  to  a  greater  or  less  degree  during: 

1.  The  morning  and  evening  rush  hours :  The  number  of  persons  standing  at 
these  hours  was  often  very  large.  The  congestion  was  worse  during  the  evening 
than  in  the  morning  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  rush  period  in  the  evening  is  shorter 
than  in  the  morning. 

2.  The  hours  immediately  preceding  and  following  the  rush  hours:  The  extent 
of  inadequacy  was  not  so  great  as  at  the  height  of  the  rush  hours  and  would  have 
been  much  less  If  the  schedule  in  force  at  the  height  of  the  traffic  had  been  extended 
into  the  periods  immediately  preceding  and  following  it. 

3.  The  early  evening  hours:  An  insufficient  number  of  cars  was  run  to  accom- 
modate the  persons  going  to  and  from  the  theatres  or  to  make  social  calls. 

4.  The  hours  between  noon  and  midnight  upon  Sundays,  particularly  just  after 
noon  and  in  the  late  evening :  No  explanation  was  offered  for  the  inadequacy  of  the 
service  upon  Sunday.  The  number  of  passengers  is  very  much  less  than  upon  any 
week  day,  and  there  is  practically  no  vehicular  traffic  to  interfere  at  any  point 
upon  the  line   (see  page  20  of  the  ^idence  of  September  23). 

The  service  was  also  shown  to  be  unsatisfactory  in  the  following  regards : 

5.  Not  Infrequently  cars  were  switched  back  at  Eighty-sixth  street  which  con- 
tained a  number  of  passengers,  who  were  unable  to  find  seats  In  the  car  following 
(see  Exhibit  17). 

6.  Many  of  the  cars  did  not  bear  a  sign  showing  the  destination  of  the  run. 
This  caused  considerable  Inconvenience  to  the  public  and  not  infrequently  accentu- 
ated the  crowding  In  the  other  cars,  for  persons  would  wait  until  they  found  a 
car  having  the  proper  destination  sign. 


iC         Public  Service  Commission  —  Fiest  District. 

7.  No  "  ran  numbers "  were  displayed  npon  any  of  the  cars,  rendering  It 
Impossible  to  compare  the  actual  operation  of  the  cars  with  the  schedule  (see 
pages  89  and  90  of  the  evidence  of  September  23). 

The  traffic  returns  presented  by  Mr.  Root  (see  Exhibits  20  to  25)  were  not  In 
the  same  form  as  the  returns  presented  by  Mr.  Ryan.  Mr.  Root  reported  for  each 
half  hour  the  total  seating  capacity  of  the  cars  passing  certain  points  and  the 
approximate  number  of  passengers  therein.  The  data  In  this  form  do  not  show  how 
many  persons  were  standing,  or  how  many  cars  were  overloaded,  for  unless  the  total 
hurober  of  vacant  seats  in  all  cars  for  the  whole  period  was  less  than  the  total 
number  of  persons  standing,  the  service  would  appear  to  be  adequate.  But  every 
traffic  manager  knows  and  Mr.  Root  admitted  (see  pages  98  to  101  of  the  evidence 
of  September  23)  that  it  would  be  Impossible  to  run  the  cars  In  such  a  manner 
that  the  seats  would  be  flUed  in  nil  the  cars  without  having  a  large  number  of 
persons  standing  on  many  of  the  cars,  and  also  that  even  where  the  tables  showed 
that  the  number  of  vacant  seats  In  certain  cars  did  not  exceed  the  number  of 
persons  standing  in  others,  there  must  have  Ijeen  a  considerable  number  of  cars 
In  which  there  were  many  persons  standing.  Further,  It  is  true  that  at  the 
beginning  of  a  given  half  hour  there  might  be  a  number  of  vacant  seats  and  at 
the  end  of  the  half  hour  there  might  be  a  large  number  of  persons  standing,  but 
if  the  two  equalixed  each  other  the  diagrams  would  show  the  service  to  be  adequate. 
But  what  satisfaction  Is  It  to  a  passenger  to  know  that  there  Is  a  seat  in  some 
other  ca.r  or  that  there  is  a  sf»at  to  be  had  at  some  other  time  of  the  day.  If  It  Is 
not  available  when  he'  wishes  to  use  it?  Thus  analyzed,  even  the  evidence  pre- 
sented by  Mr.  Root  supports  that  presented  by  Mr.  Ryan  and  demonstrates  that 
for  considerable  periods  during  each  day,  Sundays  as  well  as  week  days,  the  service 
on  the  Madison  avenue  line  was  not  adequate  or  satisfactory. 

.To  remedy  the  inadequacy  of  the  .«<ervlce  so  far  as  possible  under  th^ present 
conditions  in  Forty-second  street,  and  at  Grand  str(»et  and  the  Bowery,  certain 
increases  in  the  number  of  cars  operated  was  sugi?ested  in  the  original  order  for 
the  hearing.  Before  any  evidence  was  taken  It  was  thought  that  the  company 
might  be  unable  to  comply  with  the  order  through  an  insufficiency  of  cars,  but 
Mr.  Root  testified  (page  21  of  the  evidence  of  September  16)  that  the  company 
did  have  sufficient  cars  to  comply  with  the  Increased  service  propbsed,  and  that 
there  was  no  reason,  with  one  exception  which  will  be  noted  later,  why  additional 
service  could  not  be  given  Immediately  if  ordered  by  the  Commission.  I  have 
considered  it  advisable,  therefore,  to  recommend  that  the  order  be  put  Into  effect 
immediately. 

When  the  exhibits  prepared  by  Mr.  Root  nnd  Mr.  Ryan  are  examined  and  com- 
pared with  the  suggested  Increase  in  the  servlco.  two  facts  should  be  kept  in  mind. 
The  observations  made  by  the  Commission's  Inspectors  were  taken  during  the 
BUiT.mer  and  early  part  of  September,  when  tho  traffic  was  lower  than  in  ordinary 
months  and  when  the  open  cars  were  used.  The  seating  capacity  of  an  open  car 
is  flfty-flve  and  of  a  closed  car  thirty-six.  ITence,  In  order  to  give  the  same  seating 
capacity  during  the  late  fall,  winter  and  early  spring  it  would  be  necessary  to 
operate  three  cars  for  every  two  operated  during  the  summer.  In  other  words, 
when  two  or  en  cars  are  taken  off  three  closed  cars  should  be  put  on.  A  still 
further  Increase  of  nbont  30  per  rent  is  neressary  dnrlng  the  fall  months  because 
of  the  much  heavier  traffic  at  that  period  of  the  year  (see  Exhibit  18).  All  in  all, 
then,  nearly  twice  as  many  cars  should  be  operated  during  the  fall  months  as 
during  the  summer  months  upon  the  basis  of  seating  capacity  as  compared  with 
the  number  of  pas^epprers   i-arrled. 

Rei?ardin.sr  the  advIsnMlHy  of  ordering  a  larger  number  of  cars  to  be  run  on 
the  Madison  avenue  line.  Mr.  Root  maintained  that  such  an  increase  would  not 
necessarily  ineren^e  the  carry inp  capacity  of  the  line,  upon  the  theory  that  the 
cars  added  would  Interfere  with  the  maintenance  of  the  headway.  This  point 
does  not  appear  to  me  to  be  vaMd  except  poKsiblv  dnri.isr  the  height  of  the  eve- 
ning rush  hours.  At  oth^^r  times  certainly  the  headway  will  not  be  suffldentLv 
reduced,  even  with  the  additional  cnr»?  ordered,  to  Interfere  materially  with  the 
speed. 

The  one  reason  finally  urffod  by  ^Ir.  Root  why  a  larger  number  of  cars  had  not 
been  run,  and  why  the  service  could  not  be  Ira{»roved.  was  that  sufficient  employees 
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—  motormen  and  conductors  —  could  not  be  secured  (pages  166  to  199  of  the 
evidence  of  October  9,  and  particularly  pages  183,  189  and  191).  It  Is,  perhaps, 
true  that  with  the  present  wages,  hours  of  labor,  method  of  payment,  uniforms 
and  conditions  of  labor,  a  larger  number  of  competent  men  could  not  be  secured, 
but  as  these  conditions  are  self-imposed  and  may  be  altered  by  the  company  at  any 
time,  and  as  the  work  is  not  hazardous  or  calling  for  any  unusual  amount  of  skill, 
It  does  not  seem  that  the  existence  of  condition.^  which  may  be  altered  by  the 
company  itself  should  be  considered  a  bar  to  the  maintenance  of  adequate  service. 
If  the  conditions  were  to  be  made  less  attractive  by  the  company  than  at  present, 
a  smaller  number  of  men  would  work  than  are  now  working,  and  tben  this  fact 
could  be  offered  as  a  valid  reason  why  the  service  should  be  made  less  adequate 
than  at  present.  If  the*  present  conditions  were  bettered,  the  company  would 
doubtless  secure  the  requisite  number  of  competent  men. 

The  orders  which  I  recommend  should  be  adopted  in  conformity  with  the  above 
facts  are  appended  hereto,  likewise  the  evidence  taken  In  the  several  hearings  held. 

The  Commission  tliereupon  adopted  Order  No.  52  requiring  the  running  of 
more  cars  as  recommended  in  the  opinion. 


Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  Company,  Nassau  EILectric  Railroad 
Company,  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  Brookl3m, 
Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railway  Company,  Coney  Is- 
land and  Gravesend  Railway  Company  and  American  Rail- 
way Traffic  Company. —  Removal  of  ashes. 

Hearing  Order  Xo.  11,  issued  August  29,  1907,  p.  688,  1907  Rep. 
Hearing  Order  No.  18,  issued  August  29,  1907,  p.  690,  1907  Rep. 
Opinion  of  CJommissioner  McCarroll. 
Dismissal  Order  No.  71,  issued  November  4,  1907,  p.  719,  1907  Rep. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  November  4,  1907.) 
CoMMissiONEB  MoCabroll  : 

Yoar  Committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  matter  of  the  transportation  of  ashes 
in  the  day  time  by  the  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  Company,  would  respectfully  report : 

The  Committee  understands  that  the  contract  between  the  Brooklyn  Rapid 
Transit  Company  and  the  city,  for  this  service,  was  not  the  subject  referred  to  It, 
but  merely  the  question  of  transportation  of  the  ashes.  The  merits  of  the  contract 
Itself,  therefore,  were  not  formally,"  though  they  were  Incidentally,  considered  by 
your  Committee. 

Two  hearings  were  given,  the  first  one  being  adjourned  after  notice  of  appear- 
ance at  the  request  of  the  counsel  of  the  company,  so  that  the  city  might  be  made 
a  party  and  beard.  At  the  second  hearing,  the  testimony,  and  particularly  that 
of  Commissioner  Bensel  of  the  Street  Cleaning  Department,  and  President  Winter, 
disclosed  that  the  city  had  repeatedly  modified  the  terms  of  the  contract  regarding 
the  transportation  of  the  ashes  and  assented  to  the  same'  being  done  In  the  day 
time.  Indeed  the  contract  specifies  that  the  work  Is  to  be  carried  on  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  city  in  general. 

It  was  also  disclosed  that  the  Rtroct  Cleaning  Department  was  unable  to  deliver 
the  ashes  to  the  railway  company  at  such  stated  times  and  In  such  ways  as  would 
enable  It  to  transport  the  same  excluHlvoly  in  the  day  time.  Indeed,  it  seemed  to 
be  established  that  for  the  railroad  company  to  hold  the  gatherings  by  the  Street 
Cleaning  Department  at  its  various  stations  through  the  day  time,  so  as  to  accumu- 
late for  transportation  by  night  only,  might  be  physically  Impossible  (certelnly  so 
with  the  present  equipment)  and  would  create  conditions  prejudicial  to  health.  At 
the  present  time  about  one-third  of  the  work  Is  done  at  night,  and  It  was  testified 
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that  there  was  more  complaint  on  the  part  of  the  public  becanae  of  the  nl^t  work 
than  because  of  the  transportation  by  day. 

From  a  consideration  of  the  testimony  and  the  statements  made  by  Commissioner 
Bensel,  your  Committee  is  of  opinion  that  no  action  should  oe  taken  by  the  Com- 
mission in  this  matter  and  would  recommend  that  the  order  submitted  herewith  be 
adopted. 

Dismissal  Order  No.  71  was  thereupon  adopted. 
Order  No.  12.     (See  Order  No.  6,  page  11  herein.) 


Interborough    Rapid    Transit    Company. —  General   increase    of 

service. 

Hearing  Order  No.  13,  issued  August  29,  1907,  p.  689,  1907  Bcp. 
Final  Order  No.  33,  issued  October  9,  1907,  p.  696,  1907  Rep. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Increase  of  service  be- 
tween West  Farms  and  stations  on  Second  and  Third  avenue 
elevated  lines. 
Hearing  Order  No.  14,  issued  August  29,  1907,  p.  689,  1907  Rep. 


New  York  City  Railway  Company. — Service  on  Broadway  line. 

Hearing  Order  No.  15,  issued  August  29,  1907,  p.  689,  1907  Rep. 
Final  Order  No.  43,  issued  October  23,  1907,  p.  701,  1907  Rep. 


Hearing  Order  No.  16.     (See  Order  No.  11,  page  17  herein.) 


Order  No.  17.     (See  Order  No.  6,  page  11  herein.) 


Union  Railway  Company  of  New  York  City. —  General  Increase 

of  service. 

Hearing  Order  No.  18,  issued  September  13,  1907,  p.  690,  1907  Rep. 
Final  Order  No.  107,  issued  November  22,  1907,  p.  727,  1907  Rep. 


Coney   Island   and    Brooklyn   Railroad    Company. — Additional 

Equipment  and  Appliances. 

Hearing  Order  No.  10,  issued  August  21,  1907,  p.  690,  1907  Rep. 
Final  Order  No.  21,  issued  September  13,  1907,  p.  691,  1907  Rep. 
Final  Order  No.  60,  issued  October  30,  1907,  p.  716,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907,  see  page  589  herein. 


Order  No.  20.      (See  Order  No.  7,  page  11  herein.) 
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Order  No.  21.     (See  Order  No.  19,  page  18  herein.) 


Gas  and  Electrical  Corporations. —  Filing  of  corporate  documents. 

Filing  Order  No.  22,  issued  August  20,  1907,  p.  686,  1907  Rep. 
(Published  in  1907  Report  as  Order  No.  8-A.) 


New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company;  New 

New  York  and  Putnam  Railroad  Company;  New  York  and 

Harlem  Railroad  Company. —  Inadequate  local  service  in  the 

Bronx. 

Complaint  Order  No.  23,  issued  September  18,  1907,  p.  693,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in.  1907,  see  page  467  herein. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. — ^Additional  stairways  at 

137th  street   and  Broadway  station  and   145th  street  and 

Broadway  station. 

Order  No.  21,  issued  September  18,  1907,  p.  693,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907,  see  page  339  herein. 


Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanville  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue 

Railway  Company. —  Inadequate  service  on  Boulevard  and 

Broadway  lines.  ' 

Hearing  Order  No.  25,  issued  September  25,  1907,  p.  693,  1907  Rep. 

Opinion  of  Commisbioner  Maltbie. 

Final  Order  No.  44,  issued  October  23,  11)07,  p.  703,  1907  Rep. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  October  23,  1907.) 

COMMISSIONBB   MALTBIB  : 

Upon  Angnst  29th  the  Commission,  adopted  an  order  directing  that  an  ingairy  be 
held  upon  September  16th,  to  determine  the  adequacy  of  the  service  and  equipment 
of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  upon  the  Broadway  line  and  upon  certain 
other  lines  in  connection  therewith.  Accordingly  a  hearing  was  held  and  evidence 
taken  upon  September  16th.  The  bearing  was  continued  upon  September  23d,  at 
which  time  the  Commission  received  notice  that  the  cars  upon  Broadway  whose 
southern  destination  was  Houston  street  —  the  ones  primarily  affected  by  the 
order — were  operated  by  the  Forty-second  Street,  Manhattan  and  St  Nicholas 
Avenue  Railway  Company,  and  not  by  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company.  This 
was  the  first  notice  the  Commission  had  had  of  this  fact,  and  as  the  original  notice 
for  a  hearing  had  been  served  upon  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  it  be- 
came necessary,  in  order  to  make  the  procedure  valid,  to  adjourn  it  and  serve  a 
new  notice  upon  the  compiCny  which  was  actually  operating  the  cars. 

A  new  order  for  a  hearing  upon  October  7th,  running  against  the  Forty-second 
Street,  Manhattanville  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway  Company,  was  adopted 
by  the  Commission  on  September  25th.     Upon  this  date  —  October  7th  —  the  hear- 
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ing  relating  to  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  was  also  reopened  and  th<i 
agreement  between  the  two  companies  entered  upon  the  records  of  each  hearing. 
The  documents  submitted  showed  that  the  agreement  had  expired  but  that  it  was 
being  continued  by  mutual  consent.  Upon  October  9th  the  two  hearings  were 
merged  and  further  evidence  taken.  Further  hearings  were  held  upon  October 
14th  and  October  16th,  when  the  case  was  closed,  at  the  request  of  the  railway 
company. 

In  the  meantime  the  Commission  had  received  notice  that  receivers  had  been 
appointed  for  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  by  Judge  Lacombe  of  the 
United  Btates  Circuit  Court,  and  that  the  operation  of  the  road  was  entirely  In 
their  hands.  Notice  of  the  hearing  was  served  upon  Messrs.  Joline  and  Robinson, 
the  receivers,  and  of  the  increase  of  the  service  proposed,  but  they  did  not  appear 
either  personally  or  by  counsel. 

The  evidence  presented  by  the  inspectors  of  the  Commission  and  Mr.  Oren  Root, 
general  manager  of  the  company,  shows  that  the  service  between  6  a.  m.  and  7 
p.  M.  has  not  been  sufficient  to  provide  seats  for  the  passengers ;  that  many  cars 
have  been  switched  back  at  Houston  street  which  should  l;e  sent'  through,  at  least 
as  far  as  Murray  street,  to  accommodate  the  traffic ;  that  approximately  one-quarter 
of  the  cars  switched  baqk  at  Houston  street  should  be  sent  further  down  town,  at 
least  to  Murray  street;  that  the  cars  which  have  been  run  through  to  South  Ferry 
have  borne  no  destination  signs  indicating  this  fact;  and  that  the  congestion  upon 
other  cars  has  been  increased  because  of  this  fact. 

Sufficient  dala  are  not  available  «t  this  moment  to  Indicate  whether  the  service 
upon  the  lines  run  In  connection  with  the  Broadway  line  is  inadequate.  Further 
observations  will  not  be  taken,  but  an  order  may  be  issued  without  delay  In 
relation  to  the  service  on  Broadway  south  of  Houston  street,  and  I  beg  to  recom- 
mend the  adoption  of  the  order  accompanying  this  report,  aild  to  say  further 
that  the  company  has  been  complying  with  it  for  sometime,  so  far  as  the  increase 
of  service  is  required. 

The  evidence  taken  in  these  hearings,  including  the  numerous  exhibits,  is  also 
submitted  herewith. 

Thereupon  Final  Order  No.  44  was  issued. 
See  proceedings  under  Order  No.  10. 


Richmond   Light    and   Railroad   Company. —  Operation  of  cars 

around  Fort  Wadsworth  curve. 

Hearing  Order  Xo.  20,  issued  September  27,  1907,  p.  604,  1907  Rep. 
Final  Order  Xo.  50,  issued  October  25,  1007,  p.  709,  1907  Rep. 


Gas  Corporations. —  Gas  meter  testing. 
Order  No.  27,  issued  September  30,  1907,  p.  «04,  1907  Rep. 


Gas  and  Electrical  Corporations. —  Notice  of  accidents. 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie. 

Filing  Order  No.  28.  issued  October  4,  1007,  p.  605,  1907  Rep. 

"^  Opinion  of  Commission. 

(Adopted  Octobor  4,   1007.) 
Commissioneh  Maltbie  :  . 

As  the  Committoo   to   whom   was  referred  the  question  of  accident  reports  from 
gas  and  electric  companies,  I  beg  to  submit  the  following  report: 
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Under  the  statutes  in  force  prior  to  July  1,  1907,  the  Commission  of  Gas  and 
Electricity  —  our  predecessors  —  required  every  gas  and  electricity  corporation  to 
report  regularly  every  accident  resulting  in  loss  .of  life  or  any  injury  to  person 
In  connection  with  the  operation  of  their  plants.  The  statutory  provisions  under 
which  the  Commission  exercised  this  function  were  incorporated  In  the  Public 
Service  Commissions  Law  of  1907,  but  since  July  1st  of  this  year  no  gas  or  elec- 
tricity corporation  has  regularly  reported  accidents,  although  the  Commission  of 
Gas  and  Electricity  had  adopted  a  form  of  report  which  had  not  been  revoked  prior 
to  July  Ist,  and  for  which  no  form  has  since  been  substituted  by  this  Commission. 

After  thoroughly  considering  the  question,  It  seems  to  your  Committee  that 
accidents  should  be  promptly  reported,  and  that  a  form  for  such  reports  should  be 
adopted  by  the  Commission.  The  preparation  of  such  reports  will  not  be  a  hardship 
upon  any  corporation,  and  the  reports  will  give  considerable  information  which  can 
be  utilized  by  the  Commission  in  preparing  orders  to  prevent  recurrence  of  accidents. 

I  recommend,  therefore,  that  the  following  resolution  be  adopted  by  the  Com- 
mission : 

Thereupon  Filing  Order  No.  28  was  issued. 


New  York,   New  Haven  and  Hartford  Railroad  Company. — 

Smoke  nuisance,  Harlem  river  yards. 

Complaint  Order  No.  29,  issued  October  4,  1908,  p.  696,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907 ;  see  page  582  herein. 


Union  Railway  Company  of  New  York  City;  Interborough  Rapid 
Transit  Company  and  New  York  City  Interborough  Rail- 
way Company. —  Discrimination  in  fares  between  West- 
chester and  points  in  Xew  York  city. 

Complaint  Order  No.  30,  issued  October  9,  1907,  p.  696,  1907  Rep. 
Hearing  Order  No.  57,  issued  October  30,  1907,  p.  715,  1907  Rep. 
Complaint  Order  No.  58,  issued  October  30,  1907,  p.  715,  1907  Rep. 
Final  Order  No.  146,  issued  December  9,  1907,  p.  736,  1907  Rep. 


Interborough    Rapid   Transit    Company. —  Inadequate    stairway 
'  facilities,  Cortlandt  street  station,  Ninth  avenue  "  L." 

Complaint  Order  No.  31,  issued  October  9,  1907,  p.  696,  1907  Rep. 


Coney   Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company. —  Service  on 

Smith  street  line. 

Hearing  Order  No.  32,  issued  October  9,  1907,  p.  696,  1907  Rep. 
Final  Order  No.  101,  issued  December  11,  1907,  p.  744,  1907  Rep. 


Final  Order  No.  33.      (See  Order  No.  13,  page  18  herein.) 
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Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company — Inadequate  ser- 
vice—  Additional  station  signs  and  stairway-s. 
Complaint  Order  No.  34.  issued  October  11,  1907,  p.  699,  1907  Rep. 
Complaint  Order  No.  36,  issued  October  11,  1907,  p.  700.  1907  Rep. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 

Hearing  Order  No.  89,  issued  November  13,  1907,  p.  722,  1907  Rep. 
Final  Order  No.  156,  issued  December  16,  1907,  p.  742,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907;  see  page  634  herein. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  November  7,  1907.) 

COMMISSIONEB  BASSBTT  : 

This  complaint,  dated  September  13,  1907,  was  made  up  of  about  thirty  different 
Items.  Upon  its  receipt  it  was  referred  to  me  for  analysis.  I  reported  that  some 
of  the  items  should  be  held  in  abeyance  and  for  further  Investigation ;  that  others 
should  be  forwarded  to  Mr.  Ivlns,  and  that  the  remainder  should  be  forwarded  as 
complaints  to  the  operating  company ;  this  was  done  and  the  Brooklyn  Union 
Elevated  Railroad  Company  duly  answered,  forwarding  a  copy  of  its  answer  to  the 
complainant.     The  complainant  replied ;  the  answer  and  reply  were  referred  to  me. 

The  answers  of  the  operating  company  express  compliance  with  six  of  the  Items, 
viz.: 

Opening  the  side  doors  at  all  times  on  the  bridge  cars. 

Operation  of  more  cars  on  Broadway  elevated  line. 

More  trains  on  Sundays  and  holidays. 

Extension  of  platforms. 

Operating  Gates  avenue  short  line  cars  to  Manhattan  Junction  on  the  Lexington 
avenue  line. 

Sfic  car  trains  Instead  of  five  car  trains  on  the  Lexington  avenue  line. 

It  seems  desirable  that  a  hearing  should  be  had  on  some  of  the  items  of  com- 
plaint with  which  the  operating  company  does  not  express  compliance;  these  items 
are  the  following: 

That  at  least  150  additional  elevated  station  signs  be  prepared  and  placed  by 
said  company,  properly  distributing  them  among  their  various  elevated,  surface 
and  depressed  road  stations. 

To  provide  more  or  wider  stairways  at  the  Gates  avenue  and  Halsey  street  stations 
of  the  Lexington  avenue  line. 

In  case  there  Is  further  work  of  reinforcing  the  elevated  structure  on  Broadway, 
not  to  decrease  the  present  headroom. 

To  remove  the  Tillary  street  station  and  platform. 

To  repair  and  keep  in  first  class  order  the  Lafayette  avenue  station  of  the  B\ilton 
street  elevated  road,  even  if  the  same  shall  not  be  put  into  present  use. 

To  operate  midnight  trains  on  all  elevated  lines  with  not  over  fifteen  minutes 
headway  at  least  until  1  o'clock  a.   m. 

I  have  asked  the  counsel  to  prepare  an  order  for  a  hearing  on  the  last  mentioned 
Items,  and  submit  the  proposed  order  for  hearing  herewith. 

There  are  various  other  items  with  w^hich  the  operating  company  does  not  express 
compliance,  and  which  are  not  Included  in  the  order  for  hearing.  The  reason  for 
this  is  that  they  are  the  same  as,  or  are  Included  in  investigations  and  hearings 
now  under  way,  which  have  been  initiated  from  other  sources. 

Thereupon  Hearing  Order  No.  89  was  issued. 


Brookl3m  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  and  Brooklyn 
Heights  Railroad  Company. —  Transfers  from  Nostrand 
avenue  trollej  line  to  Fulton  street  elevated. 

Complaint  Order  No.  3G,  issued  October  11,  1907,  p.  700,  1907  Rep. 

Case  not  closed  in  1907;  see  page herein. 


*  See  footnote,  imge  9. 
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Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. — Violation  of  Eight  Hour 

Law. 

Complaint  Order  No.  37,  issued  October  11,  1907,  p.  700,  1907  Rep. 
Hearing  Order  No.  59,  issued  October  30,  1907,  p.  715,  1907  Rep.   ' 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis. 
Dismissal  Order  No.  112,  issued  November  27,  1907,  p.  729,  1907  Rep. 

♦[The  towermen  employed  by  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  are  not 
within  the  provisions  of  L.  1907,  Ch.  627.] 

L.  1907,  Ch.  027  is  in  part  as  follows: 

"  1 7-a.  Refulatlon  of  honrs  of  labor  of  block  system  telegraph  and  telephone 
operators  and  signalmen  on  surface,  subway  and  elevated  railroads. —  The  provisions 
or  section  seven  of  this  chapter  shall  not  be  applicable  to  employees  mentioned 
herein.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  corporation  or  receiver,  operating  a  line  of 
railroad,  either  surface,  subway  or  elevated,  in  whole  or  In  part,  in  the  state  of 
New  York,  or  any  officer,  agent  or  representative  of  such  corporation  or  receiver 
to  require  or  permit  any  telegraph  or  telephone  operator  who  spaces  trains  by  the 
use  of  the  telegraph  or  telephone  under  what  is  known  and  termed  the  '  block  sys- 
tem *  (defined  as  follows)  :  Reporting  trains  to  another  office  or  offices  or  to  a 
train  dispatcher  operating  one  or  more  trains  under  signals,  and  telegraph  or  tele- 
phone levermen  who  manipulate  interlocking  machines  in  railroad  yards  or  on  main 
tracks  out  on  the  lines  or  train  dispatchers  in  Its  service  whose  duties  substan- 
tially, as  hereinbefore  set  forth,  pertain  to  the  movement  of  cars,  engines  or  trains 
on  its  railroad  by  the  use  of  the  telegraph  or  telephone  in  dispatching  or  report- 
ing trains  or  receiving  or  transmitting  train  orders  as  Interpreted  in  this  section, 
to  be  on  duty  for  more  than  eight  hours  In  a  day  of  twenty-four  hours,  and  it 
is  hereby  declared  that  eight  hours  shall  constitute  a  day  of  employment  for  all 
laborers  or  employees  engaged  in  the  kind  of  labor  aforesaid.     •     *     •  ** 

Complaint  was  made  to  the  Commission  that  certain  towermen  were  work- 
ing more  than  eight  hours  a  day  in  violation  of  this  law. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  November  27,  1907.) 

COMUISSIONKB   EOSTIS  : 

"  In  the  case  of  the  trial  coming  on  upon  the  complaint  of  Grant  Smith  against 
the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company,  I  wish  to  read  the  following  decision : 

The  questions  of  fact  and  law  arising  upon  the  complaint  and  answer  herein 
having  come  on  for  trial  before  me,  I  find  that  the  questions  of  fact  alleged  in  the 
complaint  have  been  sustained.  In  fact,  the  defendant's  chief  witness  conceded 
that  several  of  the  employees  worked  the  number  of  hours  specified  in  the  *  com- 
plaint. 

This  complaint  was  made  under  chapter  627  of  the  Laws  of  1907,  which  went 
into  effect  on  the  first  day  of  October,  and  it  seems  to  have  been  passed  for  the 
purpose  of  protecting  the  public  from  the  danger  that  arises  from  telegraph  and 
telephone  operators,  who  operate  switches,  being  overworked.  The  men  complained 
of  by  the  complainant  are  tower  switchmen,  but  the  evidence  shows  that  they  are 
not  telegraph  or  telephone  operators  in  any  sense  in  connection  with  their  regular 
work  as  switchmen.  The  proof  is  not  clear  that  they  all  have  even  telephones  in 
their  booths,  but  they  probably  do,  as  the  general  manager  of  the  road  said  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  management  to  have  telephones  in  all  such  places,  so  that 
in  case  of  emergency  the  men  could  be  reached,  or  the  men  could  reach  other 
officers  of  the  road  without  leaving  their  station. 

The  only  way  that  this  Commission  could  hold  the  defendant  guilty  of  violation 
of  this  law  would  be  to  say  that  the  towerman  employed  by  them  at  the  various 
towers,  designated  in  the  complaint,  are  telegraph  or  telephone  levermen,  and  as 
the  evidence  was  very  clear  that  they  did  not  use  the  telegraph  or  telephone  in 
any  manner  in  connection  with  their  work,  it  would  be  a  forced  construction,  and 
as  this  is  a  penal  statute,  it  should  be  construed  literally,  and  1  am  therefore  of 
the  opinion  that  the  complaint  herein  should  be  dismissed.** 

An  order  for  dismissal  was  thereupon  presented  by  Commissioner  Eustis  and 
adopted  by  th«  Commission. 


*  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  and  Brookl)^!  Union  Ele- 
vated Railroad  Company. —  Increase  of  service  on  Jamaica 
avenue  line  and  on  Lexington  avenue  line. 

Hearing  Order  No.  38,  issued  October  11,  1907,  p.  70Q,  1907  Rep. 
Final  Order  No.  99,  issued  November  18,  1907,  p.  724,  1907  Rep. 
Final  Order  No.  165,  issued  December  20,  1907,  p.  747,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907,  see  page  413  herein. 


Brooklyn   Heights   Railroad   Company. —  Improper  maintenance 
of  stringers  and  ties  on  Brooklyn  bridge. 
Complaint  Order  No.  39,  issued  October  11,  1907,  p.  700,  1907  Rep. 


Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company. —  Repair  of  switches,  curves 

and  cross-overs. 
Complaint  Order  No.  40,  issued  October  11,  1907,  p.  700,  1907  Rep. 


New  York  and  Harlem  Railroad  Company;  New  York  Central 
and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company. — Construction  of  loop 
at  Grand  Central  station. 
Complaint  Order  No.  41,  issued  October  )(5,  1907,  p.  700,  1907  Rep. 


Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company ;  Sea  Beach  Railway  Com- 
pany.—  Failure  to  issue  transfers  at  Bay  Ridge  avenue  and 
Fifth  avenue,  Brooklyn. 
Complaint  Order  No.  42,  issued  October  21,  1907,  p.  701,  1907  Rep. 


Order  No.  43.      (See  Order  No.  15,  page  18  herein.) 


Order  No.  44.      (See  Order  No.  25,  page  19  herein.) 


Order  No.  45.      (St/e  Order  No.  7,  page  11  herein.) 


Order  No.  40.      (See  Onler  No.  7,  page  11  heroin.) 


Kesume  of  Proceedings  of  1907.  25 

Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company. —  Establishment  of  trolley 
station  on  Flatbush  avenue,  between  Dorchester  and  Cortel- 
you  roads. 

Complaint  Order  No.  47,  issued  October  26,  1907,  p.  708,  1907  Rep. 
Letter  received  from  Company  stating  that  arrangements  for  establishment 
of  station  had  been  made. 


Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  and  Brooklyn  Union  Ele- 
vated Railroad  Company. —  Superintendent  of  operation  of 
trains  on  Brooklyn  bridge. 

Hearing  Order  No.  48,  issued  October  25,  1907,  p.  708,  1907  Rep. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Ba&sett. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  December  11,  1907.) 

COMMISSIONBB  BASSBTT  : 

On  October  25,  1907,  the  Commission  appointed  the  undersigned  to  conduct  a 
hearing  on  the  question  of  the  need  of  a  superintendent  at  the  Brooklyn  Bridge 
terminals  under  Order  No.  48.  After  hearing  the  evidence  given  by  the  inspectors 
of  the  Public  Service  Commission  and  by  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad 
Company,  I  find  that  the  facts  are  substantially  as  follows : 

That  a  person  performing  the  duties  of  superintendent  is  now  in  charge,  and 
there  la  a  system  of  communication  between  him  and  the  other  employees  at  the 
terminals.  That  a  somewhat  Intricate  system  exists  for  communicating  from  one 
part  of  the  station  to  another,  and  that  the  main  need  in  rush  hours  is  that 
announcements  from  time  to  time  should  be  made.  The  operating  company,  pending 
the  coarse  of  this  hearing,  have  perfected  a  method  of  making  announcements  and 
intend  to  place  one  or  two  more  men  at  the  bridge  terminals  for  the  purpose  of 
assisting  in  the  handling  of  crowds  especially  in  times  of  accidents.  I  hesitate  to 
advise  an  order  that  a  specific  man  shall  be  put  oif  duty  with  specific  duties  regard- 
ing this  intricate  situation.  The  purpose  of  the  hearing  was  more  to  investigate 
possibilities  of  improvement,  and  as  the  company  has  already  made  progress  in  this 
direction,  I  recommend  that  no  final  order  be  made  against  the  operating  company 
In  this  behalf.  As  the  Investigation  began  In  our  Commission  it  is  not  necessary 
that  any  order  of  dismissal  should  be  made. 


Brookl3m    Union    Elevated    Railroad    Company — Operation    of 
trains  on  Saturday  afternoons  over  Brooklyn  Bridge. 

Complaint  Order  No.  49,  issued  October  25,  1907,  p.  708,  1907  Rep. 


Order  No.  60.     (See  Order  No.  26,  page  20  herein.) 


Nassau    Electric    Railroad    Company. — Inadequate    service    on 
Fifth  avenue  surface  line,  Brooklyn. 
Ck)niplaint  Order  No.  51,  issued  Oclobor  25,  1007,  p.  710,  1907  Rep. 


Order  No.  52.      (See  Order  No.  10,  page  13  herein.) 


26         PuBi/io  Sebviob  Commission  —  Fiest  District. 
Railroad  Corporations.— riling  of  tariff  schedules. 

Filing  Order  No.  63,  issued  October  28,  1907,  p.  713.  1907  Rep. 


Express  Corporations,  Joint  Stock  Associations,  Firms  and  Indi- 
viduals Doing  Express  Business.—  Filing  of  t&riff  schedules. 
Filing  Order  No.  54,  issued  October  24,  1907,  p.  714,  1907  Rep. 


Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company. —  Excessive  speed,  Flat- 
bush  avenue  hill. 
Complaint  Order  No.  55,  issued  October  28.  1907,  p.  715,  1907  Rep. 


Brookl)m  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. —  Inadequate  ser- 
vice on  Culver  line  to  points  beyond  Kensington. 
Complaint  Order  No.  56,  issued  October  28,  1907,  p.  715,  1907  Rep. 


Order  No.  57.     (See  Order  No.  30,  page  21  herein.) 


Order  No.  58.     (See  Order  No.  30,  page  21  herein.) 


Order  No.  59.     (See  Order  No.  37,  page  23  herein.) 


Order  No.  60.     (See  Order  No.  19,  page  18  herein.) 


Brookl3m  Heights  Railroad  Company. —  Improper  use  of  "  T  " 
rail  on  Brighton  Beach  division^  at  Avenue  C. 
Complaint  Order  No.  61,  issued  October  30,  1907,  p.  718,  1907  Rep. 


Order  No.  62.     (See  Order  No.  7,  page  11  herein.) 


Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. —  Dripping  water, 

terminal  of  Brooklyn  Bridge  at  Sands  street. 

Complaint  Order  No.  62ir^,  issued  November  1,  1907,  p.  718,  1907  Rep. 
Letter  received   from  Company  explaining   that  matter   complained  of  had 
been  called  to  attention  of  Department  of  Bridges. 


Order  No.  63.     (See  Order  No.  7,  page  11  herein.) 
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Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. —  Defective  condi- 
tion of  ties  and  guard  rails  on  Brooklyn  Bridge. 
Complaint  Order  No.  63%.  issued  November  1,  1907,  p.  718,  1907  Rep. 


Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company. —  Defective  equip- 
ment on  Smith  street  line. 

Complaint  Order  No.  64,  issued  November  4,  1907,  p.  718,  1907  Rep. 
Hearing  Order  No.  104,  issued  November  20,  1907,  p.  726,  1907  Rep. 
Final  Order  No.  164,  issued  December  20,  1907,  p.  746,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907 ;  see  page  587  herein. 


Brookljrn    Union    Elevated    Railroad    Company. —  Overloading 
trains  on  Sundays,  Lexington  avenue  and  Ridgewood  lines. 

Complaint  Order  No.  65,  issued  November  4.  1907,  p.  718,  1907  Rep. 


Brookljrn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. —  Enlargement  of 

Cypress  Hills  station. 

Hearing  Order  No.  66,  issued  November  4.  1907,  p.  718,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907 ;  see  page  639  herein. 


New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company. —  Inadequate 

shelter  at  181st  street  and  St.  Nicholas  avenue  and  speed  of 

cars  crossing  Washington  bridge. 

Complaint  Order  No.  07,  issued  November  6,  1907,  p.  718,  1907  Rep. 
Hearing  Order  No.  101,  issued  November  20,  1907,  p.  726,  1907  Rep. 
Final  Order  No.  183,  issued  December  31,  1907,  p.  767,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907 ;  see  page  663  herein. 


Brookljrn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. —  Transfers  at  Cy- 
press Hills  station. 

Complaint  Order  No.  68.  issued  November  6,  1907,  p.  719,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907 ;  see  page  639  herein. 


BrooUyn  Heights  Railroad  Company. —  Careless  operation  of  sur- 
face cars  at  Manhattan  terminal  of  Brooklyn  bridge. 
Complaint  Order  No.  69,  issued  November  6,  1907,  p.  719,  1907  Rep. 
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BrookI)m  Heights  Railroad  Company. —  Failure  of  trolley  wires 
to  follow  curvature  of  tracks  on  South  roadway  of  Brooklyn 
Bridge,  Manhattan  terminal 
Complaint  Order  No.  70,  issued  November  6,  1907,  p.  719,  1907  Rep. 


Order  No.  71.     (See  Order  No.  11,  page  17  herein.) 


Brookl3m,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad  Company. — 

Dangerous  switch  at  Cypress  Hills  station. 
Complaint  Order  No.  72,  issued  November  8,  1907,  p.  720,  1907  Rep. 


Brookl3m  Heights  Railroad  Company. —   Defective  condition  of 
"  Gypsy  pit"  at  Manhattan  terminal  of  Brooklyn  hridge. 
Complaint  Order  No.  73,  issued  November  8,  1007,  p.  720,  1907  Rep. 


Brookl)m  Heights  Railroad  Company. —  Defective  draw  bars. 
Complaint  Order  No.  74,  issued  November  8,  1007,  p.  720,  1907  Rep. 


Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company. — ^Inadequate  service  and 

equipment. 

Hearing  Order  No.  75,  issued  November  8,  1907,  p.  720,  1907  Rep. 
Opinion  of  counsel.  ^ 

Case  not  closed  in  1907 ;  see  paffe  48G  lierein. 

Opinion  op  Codnsbi/. 

October  25,  1907. 

Hon.  Wm.  McCareoll,  Commissioner,  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District: 

Dear  Sir  : —  In  answer  to  your  verbal  request  for  a  memorandum  of  law  on  the 
question  of  procedure  in  chan^ng  the  grade  crossing  at  Clifton,  Staten  Island,  I 
submit   the   following: 

The  doubletraeks  of  the  Staten  Island  Rnpid  Transit  Railroad  Company,  a  steam 
railroad,  across  Bay  street,  Clifton,  at  grade.  The  double  tracks  of  the  Richmond 
Light  and  Railroad  Company,  an  electric  street  railway  company,  lie  on  Bay  street 
and  also  across  the  tracks  of  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Company 
at  this  point  at  prrade. 

Under  section  0«  of  the  Railroad  Law  (L.  1807,  Ch.  754),  your  Commission 
as  successor  of  the  failroad  commissioners,  whon.  in  your  opinion,  public  safety 
requires  it,  may.  on  your  own  motion.  Institute  proceedings  for  an  alteration  In  the 
grade  crossing  upon  notice  of  not  less  than  ten  days  to  the  Staten  laland  Rapid 
Transit  Railroad  Company,  to  tbe  city  of  New  York  and  the  Richmond  Light  and 
Railroad   Company   and   other  persons  interested.   Including  adjoining  land  owners. 

The  proceedings  shall  \>o  conducted  as  provUle<l  in  section  62  of  the  Railroad 
Law    (L.   1S07,   Ch.   754). 

Section  r>2  of  the  Railroad  Law  requires  your  Commission  to  give  the  notice  as 
above  provided  and  in  addition  to  cause  notice  of  said  hearing  to  be  advertised  in 
at  least  two  newspapers  published  in   the  locality. 

After  this  hearing  your  Commission  shall  determine  what  alteration  or  changes, 
if  any,  shall  be  made  and  your  determination  shall  be  communicated  within  twenty 
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days  after  final  healing  to  all  parties  to  whom  notice  of  hearing  was  given  or  who 
appeared.     Any  person  aggrieved  by  your  decision  may  appeal. 

Section  63  of  the  Railroad  Law  (L.  1897,  Ch.  754),  provides  for  the  acquisition 
of  land  by  the  railroad  company  and  the  city  Jointly  or  for  condemnation  by  the 
■  city. 

**^*J?5L.^^-**'^*^®  Railroad  Law  provides  that  in  a  case  such  as  this  fifty  per 
cent  (50%)  of  the  expense  of  the  change  shall  be  borne  by  the  railroad  corporation, 
twenty -five  (25%)  per  cent,  by  the  city  and  twenty-five  (25%)  per  cent  by  the 
State.     This  section  also  provides  in  detail  how  the  work  should  be  done. 

Thla  section  also  makes  the  action  by  the  Commission  conditional  upon  there 
being  a  SUte  appropriation  sufl3clent  to  defray  the  State's  share  of  the  wcpense. 

Yours  very  truly, 
(Signed)  ABEL  E.  BLAC:KMAR, 

Counsel  to  the  Oommission. 


Staten  Island  Midland  Railway  Company. —  Inadequate   service 

and  equipment. 

Hearing  Order  No.  76,  issued  November  8,  1907,  p.  720,  1907  Rep. 
Ca^e  not  closed  in  1907 ;  see  page  564  herein. 


Staten  Island  Railway  Company.— Inadequate  service  and  equip- 
ment. 

He.iriiig  Order  No.  77,  issued  November  8,  1907.  p.  720,  1907  Rep. 
Final  Order  No.  174,  issued  December  27,  1907,  p.  754,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907;  see  page  393  herein. 


Staten  Island    Rapid    Transit    Railway  Company. — ^Inadequate 

equipment  and  service. 
Opinion   of  counsel. 

Hearing  Order  No.  78,  issued  November  8,  1907,  p.  721,  1907  Rep. 
Final  Order  No.  175,  issued  December  27,  1907,  p.  757,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907 ;  see  pages  390,  735  herein. 
(See  opinion  of  counsel  in  proceedings  after  Order  No.  75,  page  28.) 


Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company. —  Improper  system  of  sig- 
naling at  Manhattan  terminal,  Brooklyn  bridge. 
Complaint  Order  No.  79,  issued  November  11,  1907,  p.  721.  1907  Rep. 


Brookljrn  Heights  Railroad  Company  and  Brooklyn  Union  Ele- 
vated Railroad  Company. —  Inadequate  service  on  Brooklyn 
Bridge. 

Complaint  Order  No.  80,  issued  November  11,  1907,  p.  721,- 1907  Rep. 
Bearing  Order  No.  108,  issued  November  25,  1907,  p.  729,  1907  Rep. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 
Dismiasal  Order  No.  168,  issued  December  27,  1907,  p.  749.  1907  Rep. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  December  27,  1907.) 
CoMuissioNKt  Basbbtt: 

The  undersigned  has  held  a  number  of  hearings  in  accordance  with  Order  No.  80, 
made  upon  the  complaint  of  Robert  B.  Anthony  against  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Rail- 
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road  Company  touching  the  operation  of  elevated  trains  across  the  Brooklyn  Bridge 
in  rush  hours.  The  evidence  shows  that  the  system  of  changing  from  through  trains 
to  bridge  trains  and  back  again  is  very  nearly  perfect,  and  that  when  it  operates 
without  accidents  the  public  are  carried  about  as  rapidly  and  conveniently  as  the 
circumstances  of  an  over-crowded  structure  will  permit.  Break-downs  have  been  too 
frequent  due  to  poor  equipment  on  the  bridge  cars.  These  cars  are  owned  by  the 
city  and  operated  by  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company.  As  their 
use  is  soon  to  be  discontinued  they  have  not  been  kept  in  perfect  condition  with 
the  result  that  draw-bars  pull  out  and  other  accidents  frequently  happen.  This 
Commission  has  Issued  orders  in  these  respects  which  have  been  complied  with. 
On  the  recommendation  of  our  experts  minor  changes  have  been  made  during  the  msh 
hours  that  have  resulted  In  an  Improvement.  These  have  to  do  with  the  prompt 
starting  of  trains,  better  policing,  more  intelligent  management  of  the  crowds  and 
the  lessening  of  intervals  between  trains  while  changing  from  the  bridge  local  cars 
to  the  through  service.  On  the  whole  the  investigation  based  upon  this  order  has 
been  beneficial,  but  It  is  impossible  or  unjust  to  direct  the  specific  fulfillment  of 
any  of  the  items  of  the  complainant's  complaint.  On  this  account  I  recommend 
that  the  complaint  be  dismissed. 

Dismissal  Order  No.  168  was  thereupon  adopted. 

Brookln  Heights  Railroad  Company. —  Improper  use  of  stairway 
facilities  on  Brooklyn  Bridge  elevated  platform. 
Complaint  Order  No.  81,  issued  November  11,  1907,  p.  721,  1907  Rep. 


Dry  Dock,  East  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company;  New 
York  City  Railway  Company. —  Service  on  Sth  street  cross- 
town  line  and  Avenue  B  line  of  horse  cars. 

Complaint  Order  No.  82,  issued  November  18,  1907,  p.  721,  1907  Rep. 
Complaint  Order  No.  130,  issued  December  4,  1907,  p.  732,  1907  Rep. 
Complaint  Order  No.  154,  issued  December  16,  1907,  p.  741,  1907  Rep. 


New    York    City    Railway    Company. —  Inadequate    service   on 

Avenue  B  line  to  Chatham  square. 

Complaint  Order  No.  83,  issued  November  18,  1907,  p.  721,  1907  Rep. 
Complaint  Order  No.  129.  issued  December  4,  1907,  p.  732,  1907  Rep. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company.— Lack  of  through  ser- 
vice on  Second  avenue  elevated  road  to  the  Bronx, 

Complaint  Order  No.  84,  issued  November  13,  1907,  p.  721,  1»0J  Rep. 
uSg  Order  No.  157,  issued  December  16,  1907,  p.  744,  1907  R«p. 
.Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis. 
Dismissal  Order  No.  178,  issued  December  30.  1907,  p.  761,  1907  Rep. 

The  following  opinion  relates  to  the  complaint  of  John  Davis  against  th€ 
Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  for  additional  service  on  the  Second 
Avenue  and  Third  Avenue  elevated  roads  between  the  Borough  of  the  Bronx 
and  South  Ferry,  and  also  to  the  complaint  of  Rev.  Otto  GraeBser  a^ainet  the 
wmeTS>any  fir  additional  through  trains  from  the  Bronx  to  point,  wuth 
of  Chatham  Square. 
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Opinion  or  Commission. 
(Adopted  December  27,  1907.) 

COMMISSIONBB   BUSTIS  : 

Theie  cases  were  heard  together,  as  they  Involved  the  same  principle  and  subject 
matter. 

The  complainant  In  the  first  case  is  a  resident  of  the  Bronx,  and  resides  near 
One  Hundred  and  Forty-third  street,  so  that  in  going  to  |)a8iness  he  takes  the 
elevated  at  One  Hundred  and  Forty-third  street  station.  His  office  is  located  near 
Hanover  square,  so  that  in  order  to  arrive  at  the  nearest  place  to  his  office  he 
alights  at  Hanover  square  station  of  the  elevated  road,  and  is  so  situated  that  if 
he  takes  a  Third  avenue  "  L  *'  in  the  Bronx  he  would  be  carried  to  the  City  Hall, 
unless  he  changed  cars  at  Chatham  square,  which  would  require  walking  over  the 
bridge.  If  he  goes  down  Second  avenue  and  takes  a  Second  avenue  car  in  the 
Bronx,  which  runs  for  a  short  time  in  the  morning  and  evening,  as  far  as  Canal 
street,  when  he  would  then  have  to  change  cars  either  at  One  Hundred  and  Twenty- 
ninth  street  or  Canal  street,  he  feels  that  for  his  convenience,  and  that  of  many 
others  situated  as  he  is,  the  Second  avenue  cars  should  be  run  from  some  section 
of  the  Bronx  to  South  Ferry,  especially  during  the  rush  hours  morning  and  night, 
when  business  people  are  going  to  their  business  or  returning  to  their  homes. 

The  complainant  in  the  second  case  is  a  minister  who  has  a  church  in  the 
neighborhood  of  Second  avenue  and  Ninth  street,  and  it  appears  that  a  great  many 
of  his  parishioners  have  moved  to  the  Bronx,  and  that  he  is  called  there  frequently 
during  the  middle  of  the  day,  making  calls,  attending  various  church  duties,  such 
as  funerals,  weddings,  etc.,  and  finds  that  the  "Second  avenue  line  is  the  one  most 
eonvenlent,  but  in  order  to  get  to  the  Bronx  he  is  compelled  to  make  a  transfer 
of  trains  at  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-ninth  street  from  the  Second  avenue  to 
Third  avenue,  as  both  of  those  roads  converge  at  the  Harlem  river  and  use  the 
same  trackage  northerly  therefrom.  His  contention  Is  that  a  certain  number  of 
trains  of  the  Second  avenue  line  should  be  continued  into  theP  Bronx  during  the 
day  BO  that  people  living  along  the  line  of  Second  avenue  could  go  to  the  Bronx 
by  continuous  passage  without  change  of  cars. 

The  railroad  company  claims,  on  the  other  hand,  that  the  operation  of  those  two 
lines  Is  a  matter  that  requires  a  great  deal  of  care  and  arrangement,  that  it  would 
be  exceedingly  dangerous  to  alternate  into  the  Bronx  during  the  day  time  one  train 
from  the  Third  avenue  and  another  from  the  Second  avenue,  and  that  they  are 
able  to  give  better  service  to  a  larger  number  of  people  by  running  a  certain  line 
continuously  between  definite  terminations,  and  therefore  they  have  arranged  a 
Third  avenue  line  from  the  City  Hall  to  the  Bronx  continuously,  and  they  have 
another  line  from  South  Ferry  to  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-ninth  street  via  Third 
avenue,  and  also  a  line  from  South  Ferry  to  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-ninth  street 
via  Second  avenue;  and  they  also  testified  that  from  their  data  to  make  a  change 
as  required  by  these  complainants  would  Inconvenience  three  times  as  many  people 
as  It  would  accommodate,  as  the  people  using  the  Third  avenue  line  are  so  much 
more  numerous,  and  if  those  trains  that  are  not  now  running  to  the  Bronx  were 
discontinued  in  order  to  allow  some  of  the  Second  avenue  trains  to  take  their  place 
It  would  be  a  very  great  hardship  as  well  as  adding  to  the  confusion  and  trouble 
In  getting  their  trains  through  on  time,  especially  during  the  rush  hours  when  the 
headway  is  very  short. 

After  giving  the  matter  considerable  thought,  hearing  the  evidence  and  personally 
investigating  the  action  of  the  trains  in  those  congested  sections,  I  am  of  the 
opinion  that  more  people  will  be  accommodated  by  the  present  arrangement  and 
leas  danger  Incurred  than  it  would  be  to  make  the  change,  and  I  therefore  recom- 
mend an  order  that  the  complaints  in  both  of  these  matters  be  dismissed. 

Thereupon,  Dismissal  Orders  Nos.  177  and  178  were  issued. 


Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Ccxnpany. —  Improper  operation  of 
gates  on  trolley  cars  at  Manhattan  terminal  of  Brooklyn 
Bridge.  ' 

Complaint  Order  No.  86,  ittued  Kovember  18,  1007,  p.  722,  1007  Rep. 
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Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company. —  Improper  operation  of 
trains  immediately  after  change  from  bridge  local  service 
to  through  service  from  Manhattan  end  of  Brooklyn  Bridge. 

Complaint  Order  No.  86,  issued  November  13,  1907,  p.  722,  1907  Rep. 


Brookl3m  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. — Erection  of  gates 

on  the  Eidgewood-Lutheran  cemetery  line. 

Complaint  Order  No.  87,  issued  November  13»  1907,  p.  722,  1907  Rep. 
Final  Order  No.  163,  Issued  December  11,  1907,  p.  740,  1907  Rep. 
Final  Order  No.  172,  issued  December  27,  1907.  p.  752,  1907  Rep. 
See  page  367. 


Coney    Island    and    Brooklyn    Railroad    Company. — ^Additional 

equipment  —  Automatic  circuit  breakers. 

Hearing  Order  No.  88,  issued  November  13,  1907,  p.  722,  1907  Rep. 
Final  Order  No.  134,  issued  December  4,  1907,  p.  733,  1907  Rep. 
Rehearing  Order  No.  106,  issued  December  20,  1907,  p.  749,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907  j  see  page  723. 


Order  No.  89.     (See  Order  No.  35,  page  22  herein.) 


Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company. —  Inadequate  service,  Wind- 
sor terrace. 
Complaint  Order  No.  90,  issued  November  15,  1907,  p.  722,  1907  Rep. 


New  York  City  Railway  Company. —  Defective  equipment,  Sixth 

avenue  surface  line. 

Complaint  Order  No.  91,  issued  November  15,  1907,  p.  722,  1907  Rep. 
Complaint  Order  ^o.  128,  issued  December  4,  1007,  p.  732,  1907  Rep. 


Forty-second  Street,   Manhattanville  and  St.   Nicholas  Avenue 
Railway  Company;   New  York  City  Railway  Company. — 

Inadequate  service  and  "  Car  Behind  "  nuisance,  Broadway 

line. 

Comphiint  Order  No.  92,  issued  November  15,  lf'07,  p.  723,  1907  Rep. 
Complaint  Order  No.  127.  issued  December  4,  1907,  p.  732,  1907  Rep. 
Complaint  Order  No.  155,  issued  December  16,  1907,  p.  741,  1907  Rep. 
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New  York  City  Railway  Company. —  F^lure  to  operate  cars  over 
route  covering  part  of  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-fifth 
street,  part  of  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-fifth  street  and 
Lenox  avenue. 

Complaint  Order  No.  l>3,  issued  November  15,  1907,  p.  723,  1907  Rep. 
Complaint  Order  No.  126,  issued  December  4,  1907,  p.  732,  1907  Rep. 


Union  Railway  Company  of  New  York  City. —  Lack  of  proper 
designation  signs  on  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-fifth  street 
line. 
Complaint  Order  No.  94,  issued  November  15,  1907,  p.  723,  1907  Rep. 


Brookl3m  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. —  Dangerous  con- 
dition of  platform  and  lack  of  shelter  at  Thirty-sixth  street 
and  Fifth  avenue,  Brooklyn. 

Complaint  Order  No.  95,  issued  November  15,  1907,  p.  723,  1907  Rep. 
Hearing  Order  No.  147,  issued  December  0,  1907,  p.  739,  1907  Rep. 
Final  Order  No.  173,  issued  December  27,   1907,  p.  853,  1907,  Rep. 


New  York  Central  and   Hudson  River  Railroad   Company.— 

Blocking  of  crossing  at  Twelfth  avenue  on  West  Seventy- 
'    ninth  street. 

Complaint  Order  No.  96,  issued  November   15,  1907,  p.  723,  1907  Rep. 


Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company. —  Inadequate  service,  Bergen 

street  line. 
Complaint  Order  No   97,  issued  Noveml:er  IS,  1007,  p.  723,  1907  Rep. 


Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company. —  Lack  of  desti- 
nation sign?   on   Smith  street  cars. 
Complaint  Order  No.  OS,  issued  November  18,  1907,  p.  723,  1907  Rep. 


Order  No.  99.      (Sec  Order  No.  38,  page  24  herein.) 

Vol.  TI.— 2. 
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Long  Island  Railroad  Company.-*  Inadequate  service  between 

East  New  York  and  Long  Island  City. 

Hearing  Order  No.  100,  issued  November  20.  1907,  p.  726,  1907  Rep. 
Final  Order  No.  181,  issued  December  31,  1907,  p.  764,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907 ;  see  page  450  herein. 


Order  No.  101.     (See  Order  No.  67,  page  27  herein.) 


Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company;  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated 
Railroad  Company. —  Lack   of  proper  destination  signs   on 
elevated  and  surface  cars. 
Complaint  Order  No.  102,  issued  November  20,  1907,  p.  726,  1907  Rep. 


Brookl3m  Heights  Railroad  Company. —  Defective  overhead  trol- 
ley wires  at  Manhattan  terminal,  Brooklyn  hridge. 
Complaint  Order  No.  103,  issued  November  20,  1907,  p.  726,  1907  Rep. 


Order  No.  104.     (See  Order  No.  64,  page  27  herein.) 


Coney  Island  and  Brookljm  Railroad  Company. —  Exaction  of 
two  fares  for  continuous  trip  between  Church  avenue  and 
Avenue  S,  on  Coney  Island  avenue  line. 
Complaint  Order  No.  105,  issued  November  22,  1907,  p.  726,  1907  Rep. 


Brookl3m  Heights  Railroad  Company. —  Failure  to  properly  sand 
rails  on  Manhattan  approach  to  Brooklyn  Bridge. 

Complaint  Order  No.  106,  issued  November  22,  1907,  p.  727,  1907  Rep. 


Order  No.  107.     (See  Order ^No.  18,  page  18  herein.) 


Order  No.  108.     (See  Order  No.  80,  page  29  herein.) 


Brooklyn   Heights   Railroad   Company. —  Improper   location   of 
transfer  point  at  Xostrand  avenue  and  Malbone  street. 
Complaint  Order  No.  109,  issued  November  27,  1907,  p.  729,  1907  Rep. 
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Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. —  Inadequate  stair- 
way  facilities    at    Gates    avenue    and    Broadway    elevated 
station. 
Complaint  Order  No.  110,  issued  November  27.  1907,  p.  729,  1907  Rep. 


Interborough     Rapid    Transit     Company. — Additional     subway 

service. 

Hearing  Order  No.  Ill,  issued  November  27,  1907,  p.  729,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907;  see  page  339  herein. 


Order  No.  112.      (See  Order  No.  37,  page  23  herein.) 


New    York    City   Interborough   Railway    Company. —  Proposed 

change  in  route  and  running  time  of  cars. 

Complaint  Order  No.  113,  issued  November  27,  1907,  p.  730,  1907  Rep. 
Hearing  Order  No.  158,  issued  December  16,  1907,  p.  744,  1907  Rep. 
Final  Order  No.  176,  issued  December  27,  1907,  p.  760,  1907  Rep. 
See  page  553. 


New   York   City   Reuiway   Company.— •  Increase   of   service   on 

Eighth  avenue  line. 

Hearing  Order  No.  114,  issued  November  27,  1907,  p.  730,  1907  Rep. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Mattbie. 

Final  Order  No.  171,  issued  December  27,  1907,  p.  750,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907;  see  page  548  herein. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 

(Adopted  December  27,  1907.) 
COMIIISSIONEH  Maltbib  : — 

Upon  November  27th  the  CommlssioD  adopted  an  order  directing  that  an  Inquiry 
be  held  upon  December  11th,  to  determine  the  adequacy  of  the  service  and  equip- 
ment of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  upon  the  line  currently  called  the 
•*  Eighth  Avenue  Line."  The  company  being  in  the  hands  of  a  receiver,  a  notfce 
of  the  hearing  was  served  upon  Mr.  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Mr.  Douglas  Robinson, 
receivers  for  the  company,  appointed  by  Judge  Lacomhe  of  the  United  States  Circuit 
Court,  as  well  as  upon  the  secretary  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company.  The 
receipt  of  this  notice  was  duly  ocknowledged  by  the  receivers  and  by  the  secretary 
of  the  company. 

Upon  December  11th  the  hearing  was  held  and  evidence  taken,  but  no  one  repre- 
senting the  company,  or  the  receivers,  appeared  or  offered  to  present  any  evidence 
to  show  that  it  would  not  **  be  Just,  reasonable,  proper  and  adequate  to  direct  that 
the  service  of  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  and  the  receivers  of  said 
company  aforesaid,  be  increased  and  supplemented  at  the  points  and  times  and  in 
the  particulars  prescribed  in  the  order  for  the  hearing." 

The  "  Eighth  Avenue  Line  "  has  two  northern  terminals  —  one  at  Eighth  avenue 
and  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-ninth  street,  the  other  at  McComb's  lane  and  One 
Hundred  and   Fifty-fourth   street.     From   these  two  terminals  the   line  runs  south 
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along  McComb's  lauo,  Flight h  avoniio  and  Central  Park  WoRt  to  about  Twelfth  street; 
thence  down  Hudson  street  to  Canal  street  ;  through  Canal  street  to  West  Broad- 
way;  down  West  Rronchvay,  (Jreonwich,  Fulton,  Church,  Trinity  Place,  Battery  Place 
and  State  street  to  South  Kerry.  The  cars  f?oing  north  run  through  Whitehall 
street  and  Battery  IMace  to  Greenwich  street,  and  from  thence  follow  the  route  Just 
given,  except  that  they  go  through  Barclay  street  from  West  Broadway  to  Church 
street,  instead  of  through  Fulton  street.  There  is  also  a  short  branch  of  line 
extending  from  Greenwich  street,  through  Dey  street,  Washington  street  and 
Cortlandt  street  to  the  Cortlandt  Street  Ferry,  returning  through  Cortlandt  street 
to  Greenwich  street,  ordinarily,  all  of  the  cars  used  upon  this  line  pass  over  the 
section  between  Thirteenth  and  One  IIundre<l  and  Forty-ninth  streets,  but  occasion- 
ally a  few  are  switched  back  at  One  Hundred  and  Seventeenth  street  and  Fiftieth 
Btrect. 

No  cars  from  other  lines  run  over  the  tracks  used  by  the  Eighth  avenue  cars 
north  of  Canal  street.  The  section  on  Canal  street  Is  used  by  certain  crosstown 
cars.  The  portion  between  Canal  street  and  Battery  Place  is  used  by  the  Sixth 
and  Amsterdam  avenue  carq,  and  a  short  section  at  the  Battery  Is  used  as  well  by 
certain  cars  going  down   Broadway. 

The  only  section  of  this  line  which  is  congested  by  vehicular  and  street  car 
traffic  is  that  on  West  Broadway,  between  Canal  street  and  Cortlandt  street ;  but 
as  the  present  service  is  adequate  upon  this  section  of  the  route,  and  as  It  is  not 
proposed  to  recommend  that  more  cars  be  run  below  Thirteenth  street,  the  fact  of 
congestion  upon  West  Broadway  does  not  interfere  with  the  proposed  increase  of 
service  above  Thirteenth  street.  In  other  words,  there  is  no  congestion  of  traffic 
upon  any  portion  of  the  line  which  will  interfere  with  the  execution  of  the  order 
recommended  in  this  report   (see  pages  15-17  of  evidence). 

The  evidence  taken  at  the  hearing  was  given  by  Mr.  M.  H.  Ryan  of  the  engineer- 
ing staff  of  the  Commission,  who  had  made  a  careful  and  thorough  Investigation  of 
the  service  and  equipment  of  the  line.  The  observations  taken  covered  ten  days  in 
November  and  December,  and  wore  made  by  Mr.  Ryan  and  seventeen  assistants,  all 
employees  of  the  Commission.  The  counsel  also  presented  as  a  part  of  the  evidence 
certain  information  prepared  by  Mr.  Oren  Root,  general  manager  under  the  re- 
ceivers, at  my  request. 

Summarizing  the  evidence  presented,  the  following  facts  clearly  appear  (see 
especially  Exhibits  2-5)  : 

1.  The  service  upon  the  portion  of  the  line  south  of  Thirteenth  street  is  adequate. 

2.  During  the  hours  between  midnight  and  six  In  the  morning,  the  operating 
schedule  of  the  company  calls  for  a  20-minute  headway  most  of  the  time.  Although 
this  schedule  has  been  sufficient  to  give  every  passenger  a  seat,  in  my  opinion  such 
a  service  is  not  adequate  for  the  district  above  Thirteenth  street.  Persons  ought 
not  to  be  required  to  wait  twenty  minutes  upon  a  street  corner,  especially  during 
the  winter,  for  a  car  to  take  them  home.  If  there  were  stations  or  some  sort  of 
structures  to  protect  persons  from  the  inclemency  of  the  weather,  it  might  be  in- 
advisable to  require  more  cars  to  be  run,  but  In  view  of  the  present  circumstances, 
I  have  recommended  that  at  least  six  cars  an  hour  be  run,  reducing  the  headway 
from  20  to  10  minutes,  above  Thirteenth  street.  Below  Thirteenth  street  the  dis- 
trict is  almost  wholly  a  business  district  and  the  traffic  is  so  very  light  during  the 
night  that  it  does  not  seem  reasonable  to  require  an  increased  service  even  though 
the  present  schedule  calls  for  a  2()-mInute  headway. 

3.  Upon  Sundays  the  service  north  of  Thirteenth  street  is  more  or  less  in- 
adequate from  10  A.  M.  to  11  r.  m.,  and  there  seems  to  be  no  reason,  except  in 
occasional  instances  which  cannot  be  foreseen,  why  a  sufficient  number  of  cars 
should  not  be  run  to  provide  seats  for  all  passengers. 

4.  The  south-bound  service  upon  week  days  is  inadequate  during  the  morning 
rush  hours  and  in  the  early  part  of  the  evening,  when  persons  are  going  to  the 
theatres  or  making  social  calls.  The  order  rerommendod  for  adoption  calls  for 
certain  reasonable  increases  in  the  number  of  cars  run  l)etween  7  and  10  a.  m.  and 
between  6  :30  and  8  :30  r.  M. 

5.  The  north -l.)Ound  service  is  inadequate  botween  4:30  and  0:30  P.  M. —  the 
evening  rush  hours—  and  between  10  and  11  :30  r.  m..  when  persons  arc  returning 
from  the  tbeatros.     Tho  in<'roased  scM'vice  required  in  the  order  is  not  large  in  either 
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of  these  cases,  but  will  be  sufficient  to  reduce  the  number  of  passengers  standing  to 
an  inconsiderable  amount. 

The  order  submitted  herewith  for  adoption  differs  somewhat  from  the  order  upon 
which  the  hearing  was  held,  but  In  each  case  the  Increases  in  service  called  for  in 
the  order  submitted  herewith,  are  less  than  those  in  the  order  for  the  hearing,  it 
would  be  unwise  to  require  unnecessary  increases  in  the  service  and  in  my  opinion 
the  increases  now  recommended  will  be  sufficient,  provided  the  company  carefully 
distributes  the  additional  number  of  cars  required  so  as  to  provide  the  additional 
facilities  at  the  times  when  most  needed.  However,  if  the  Increases  recommended 
shall  prove  not  to  be  sufficient,  another  order  may  be  issued  at  any  time. 

Thereupon  Order  No.  171  requiring  an  increase  in  the  number  of  ears 
operated  was  then  adopted. 

Union  Railway  Company  of  New  York  City. —  Refusal  to  accept 

transfers  on  Jerome  avenue  cars. 

Complaint  Order  No.  115,  issued  November  27,  19u7,  p.  730,  1907  Rep. 
Hearing  Order  No.  159,  issued  December  16,  1007,  p.  744,  1907  Rep. 
Final  Order  Xo.  1S2,  issued  December  31,  1907,  p.  <06,  1907  Rep. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Inadequate  service  on 

Second  and  Third  avenue  elevakd  roads  to  points  south  of 

Chatham  square. 

Complaint  Order  No.  110,  issued  November  27,  1907,  p.  730,  1907  Rep. 
Hearing  Order  No.  160,  issued  December  10,  1907,  p.  744,  1907  Rep. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis.     See  page  31  herpin. 
Dismissal  Order  No.  177,  issued  December  30,  1907,  p.  761,  1907  Rep. 


Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company;  Brooklyn,  Queens  County 
and  Suburban  Railroad  Company. —  Improper  maintenance 
of  streets. 

Complaint  Order  No.  117,  issued  November  20,  1907,  p.  730,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907;  see  page  674  herein. 


Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company. —  Improper  maintenance  of 

streets. 

Complaint  Order  No.  118,  issued  Novembt^r  29,  1907,  p.  731,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907;  see  page  675  herein. 


Brookl3m  City  Railroad  Company  i  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad 

Company ;  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad 

Company. —  Failure  to  make  repairs  on  Driggs  avenue. 

Complaint  Order  No.  119,  issued  November  20,  1907.  p.  731,  1907  Rep. 
Letter  received  from  Conii>any  stating  "  l^epairs  have  been  made." 
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Brookl3m  City  Railroad  Company;  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad 

Company. —  Improper  maintenance  of  streets. 

Complaint  Order  No.  120,  issued  November  21,  1907,  p.  731,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907 ;  see  page  667  herein. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Block  system,  subway 

local  tracks. 
Hearing  Order  Ko.  121,  issued  December  2,  1907,  p.  731,  1907  Rep. 


Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company —  Announcement  of 
trains,  Brooklyn  Bridge  terminals. 
Complaint  Order  No.  122,  issued  December  2,  1907,  p.  731,  1907  Rep. 


Union  Railway  Company  of  New  York  City. —  Inadequate  ser- 
vice on  Jerome  avenue  in  The  Bronx. 

Complaint  Order  No.  123,  issued  December  2,  1907,  p.  731,  1907  Rep. 
Hearing  Order  No.  170,  issued  December  27,  1907,  p.  760,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907 ;  see  page  497  herein. 


South    Brooklyn    Railway   Company. —  Dangerous   condition   of 

platforms  on  Culver  line. 

Complaint  Order  No.  124,  issued  Dccc'mber  4,  1907,  p.  731,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907;  see  page  665  herein. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Inadequate  service  on 
Third  avenue  and  South  Ferry  Line. 

Complaint  Order  No.  125,  issued  December  4,  1007,  p.  731,  1907  R<p. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907;  see  page  438  herein. 


Order  No.  126.     (See  Order  No.  93,  page  33  herein.) 


Order  No.  127.     (See  Order  No.  92,  page  32  herein.) 


Order  No.  128.     (See  Order  No.  91,  page  32  herein.) 


Order  No.  129.      (See  Order  Xo.  83,  page  30  herein.) 


Order  No.  130.      (Sec  Order  No.  82,  page  30  herein.) 
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Coney    Island    and    Brooklyn    Railroad    Company. —  Defective 

condition  of  rails  and  cross-overs. 

Complaint  Order  No.  131,  issued  December  4,  1907,  p.  732,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907;  see  page  622  herein. 


New  York  and  Queens  County  Railway  Company. —  Failure  to 
run  through  cars  between  Jamaica  and  Long  Island  City  via 
Flushing  — ^  Headway. 

Complaint  Order  No.  132,  issued  December  4,  1907,  p.  732,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907 ;  see  page  537  herein. 


New   York   Central   and   Hudson   River   Railroad   Company.— 

Improper  maintenance  of  cross-over  switch  at  One  Hundred 
and  Thirty-first,  street. 
Complaint  Order  No.  133,  issued  December  4,  1907,  p.  732,  1907  Rep. 


Order  No.  134.     (See  Order  No.  88,  page  32  herein.) 


Inte]1x)rough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Inadi-quate  service  on 
Ninth  avenue  elevated  road. 

Hearing  Order  No.  135,  issued  December  6,  1907,  p.  734,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907 ;  see  page  438  herein. 


Railroad  and  Street  Railroad  Corporations  and  Common  Carriers. 

—  Stockholding  in  other  similar  corporations. 
Filing  Order  No.  136,  issued  December  6,   1907,  p.  734,  1907  Rep. 


Gas  and  Electrical  Corporations. —  Stockholding  in  other  isimilar 

corporations. 
Filing  Order  No.  137,  issued  December  6,  1907,  p.  734,  1907  Rep. 


New   York   Central    and   Hudson   River   Railroad   Company.— 

Noise  in  operating  in  Park  avenue  at  Eighty-ninth  street 
between  2  and  3  a.  m. 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis. 

Dismissal  Order  No.  138,  issued  December  6,  1907,  p.  735,  1907  Rep. 
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Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  December  6,   1907.) 
COMMISSIONSB  EnsTis : — 

A  copy  of  the  complaint  in  the  above  matter  was  sent  to  the  railroad  company^ 
and  they  made  reply,  and  after  the  reply  was  received  it  was  referred  to  the  under- 
signed to  Investigate  and  report. 

The  reply  of  the  New  York  Central  Railroad  admits  the  making  of  considerable 
noise  in  the  vicinity  mentioned  by  the  complainant  at  the  time  named,  two  to  three 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  but  says  that  the  same  is  caused  in  a  large  degree  by  the 
regular  operation  of  their  road  in  that  section,  as  large  numbers  of  trains  pass 
both  north  and  south,  and  that  the  traffic  upon  said  lines  during  the  day  time  is 
■o  great  that  all  of  their  repair  work  upon  the  four  tracks  in  that  section  must  be 
done  in  the  night  time  as  far  as  possible. 

And  the  defendant  further  alleges  that  the  noises  are  not  unnecessary  but 
Incident  to  the  character  of  the  work,  and  that  the  work  is  being  done  with  all 
care,  and  that  the  same  is  nearly  completed. 

This  matter  was  investigated  by  one  of  the  inspectors  of  this  Department,  who 
reported  that  there  was  considerable  noise  in  the  night  time  caused  by  the  un- 
loading of  rails,  hammering,  and  the  whistling  and  escaping  of  steam  from  steam 
engines  by  passing  trains ;  but  that  he  did  not  consider  the  noise  a  nuisance  but 
a  necessary  evil  Incident  to  the  running  of  such  a  railroad  through  a  tunnel  in  the 
heart  of  the  city. 

I  beg,  therefore,  to  report  that,  in  my  opinion,  the  complaint  is  not  well  founded ; 
that  the  defendant  is  under  obligations  to  the  whole  public  of  the  city  of  New 
York  in  making  very  extensive  changes  in  their  line  along  Park  avenue  and  at 
Forty-second  street,  all  of  which  to  a  very  marked  degree  interferes  very  greatly 
with  the  regular  running  of  trains,  and  that  it  is  only  a  wise  protection  on  the 
part  of  the  railroad  to  do  as  much  of  their  repair  work  in  the  night  time  as 
possible.  In  fact  this  Commission  has  had  evidence  in  some  of  its  hearings  that 
a  large  part  of  the  delays  on  the  surface  roads  of  this  city  are  caused  by  repair 
work  being  done  by  railroad  companies  in  the  day  time,  and  that  such  delays  would 
be  greatly  eliminated  if  the  repair  work  were  done  at  night.  This  same  principle 
would  apply  to  the  work  of  the  New  York  Central  in  a  greater  degree  on  account 
of  the  large  number  of  trains  being  handled  by  this  road ;  and  believing  that  the 
work  of  repairing  the  tracks  will  be  very  shortly  completed,  and  that  the  other 
noise  complained  of  is  only  such  noise  as  is  incident  to  every  large  steam  railroad. 

I  respectfully  submit  that  the  complaint  be  dismissed  without  trial. 

(No  formal  Complaint  or  Hearing  Order  was  issued  in  this  matter.) 


Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. —  Defective  con- 
dition of  west-bound  tracks  on  Brooklyn  Bridge  near  Man- 
hattan terminal. 

Complaint  Order  No.  139,  issued  December  9,  1<»07,  p.  735,  1907  Rep. 

(Letter  received  from  company  statiua;  that  it  with  the  co-operation  of  the 
Department  of  Bridges  had  planned  extensive  improvements  to  tracks  on  the 
bridge  and  that  in  the  meantime  arrangements  had  been  made  to  keep  the 
present  tracks  in  safe  condition.) 


New   York   Central   and   Hudson   River   Railroad   Company.— 
Inadequate  transportation  to   and   inadequate  facilities   aH 
Mount  Hope  Cemetery. 
Complaint  Order  No.  140,  issued  December  9,  1907,  p.  735,  1907  Rep. 
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New  York  City  Railway  Company. —  Noisy  switch  in  front  of 
hospital  at  western  terminus  of  the  Fifty-ninth  Street  Cross- 
town  line. 
Complaint  Order  No.  141,  issued  Decemljpr  9,  1907,  p.  736,  1907  Rep. 


Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company. —  Defective  con- 
dition of  tracks  and  switches  at  Atlantic  avenue  and  on 
Pacific  street. 
Complaint  Order  No.  142,  issued  December  9,  1907,  p.  736,  1907  Rep. 


Coney   Island   and   Brooklyn   Railroad   Company. —  Dangerous 

condition  of  curve  from  Main  street  into  Prospect  street. 

Complaint  Order  No.  143,  issued  December  9,  1907,  p.  736,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907;  see  page  621  herein. 


Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company. —  Lack  of  traffic  protection 
on  New  Utrecht  avenue  at  grade  crossing,  danger  to  traffic 
due  to  pole  line  in  middle  of  roadway,  Sea  Beach  Line. 

Complaint  Order  No.  144,  issued  December  9,  1907,  p.  736,  1907  Rep. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —   Inadequate  service  on 

Third  Avenue  Elevated  Line. 

Hearing  Order  No.  145,  issued  December  9,  1907,  p.  736,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907;  see  page  441  herein. 


Order  No.  146.     (See  Order  No.  30,  page  21  herein.) 


Order  No.  147.     (See  Order  No.  95,  page  32  herein.) 


New  York  City  Railway  Company. —  Overhauling  and  repair  of 

cars.  ' 

Hearing  Order  No.  148,  issued  December  11,  1907,  p.  739,  1907  Rep. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie. 

Final  Order  No.  179,  issued  December  30,  1007,  p.  762,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1007;  see  page  604  herein. 

•[The  carrying  capacity  of  the  system  is  reduced  by  the  defective  condition  of  th€ 
cars. 

The  Commission  Is  Justified  in  requiring  the  company  to  so  maintain  Us  equip- 
ment as  to  reduce  car  noises  to  a  minimum. 

The  company  should  be  required  to  put  Its  cars  in  a  clean  and  neat  condition.! 


•  See  footnote,  page  0. 
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Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  December  30,  1907.) 

COMMISSIONEB  MALTBIB  : — 

"As  the  Commissioner  designated  to  hear  the  evidence  and  to  present  a  report 
as  to  whether  an  order  should  be  adopted  by  the  Commission  directing  that  certain 
Improvements,  repairs  and  additions  ^ould  be  made  to  the  cars  and  car  equipment 
of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  I  submit  the  following: 

Notice  of  the  hearing  was  duly  served  not  only  upon  the  secretary  of  the  New 
York  City  Railway  Company,  but  also  upon  Mr.  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Mr.  Douglas 
Robinson,  receivers,  appointed  by  Judge  Lacombe  of  the  United  States  Circuit  Court. 
Upon  December  21st  the  hearing  was  held  and  evidence  taken,  but  no  one  repre- 
senting the  company  or  the  receivers  appeared  or  offered  to  present  any  evidence 
to  show  that  it  would  not  '  be  just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper  *  to  Issue 
the  order  proposed.  However,  a  communication  was  received  from  the  receivers 
and  was  offered  in  evidence  by  the  counsel  to  the  Commission  which  stated : 

*  It  is  of  course  most  desirable  that  every  car  should  receive  a  thorough  inspection 
followed  by  such  repairing  as  will  put  it  In  first  class  operating  condition.  The 
condition  of  the  rolling  stock  when  we  took  possession  was  deplorable.  The  main 
cause  of  this  was  apparently  the  neglect  of  the  company  in  prior  years  to  keep  1( 
at  all  times  in  first  class  condition.'  " 

The  evidence  presented  at  the  hearing  was  given  by  Mr.  A.  W.  McLimont,  the 
electrical  engineer  of  the  Commission,  who  had  been  directed  by  the  Commission  t;> 
make  a  thorough '  examination  of  the  equipment  of  the  company  and  to  report  the 
exact  facts.  In  this  work,  which  covered  tbe  greater  portion  of  October  an«] 
November,  Mr.  McLimont  was  assisted  by  four  electrical  engineers,  one  mechanical 
engineer  and  a  number  of  transit  inspectors,  all  employees  of  the  Commission. 
They  personally  inspected  some  1,600  cars  out  of  a  total  of  about  2,000  cars  no^ 
being  operated  by  the  company,  and  452  cars  were  examined  in  detail  in  the  car 
houses  while  standing  over  "  pits,"  by  the  engineers  of  the  Commission.  They  also 
carefully  examined  the  power  houses,  sub-stations,  car  houses  and  shops.  The  facts 
found  by  Mr.  McLimont  and  his  assistants  were  presented  in  a  report  which  wai 
■worn  to  and  offered  in  evidence,  a  copy  being  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  com- 
pany or  the  receivers.  This  report  is  very  comprehensive  and  complete,  giving  in 
detail  the  exact  condition  of  every  car  and  structure  examined. 

The  condition  of  the  1,600  pars  at  tbe  time  of  the  observation  is  reported  by 
Mr.  McLimont  to  be  as  follows : 

Total  number  of  cars 1600 

■Total  number  of  cars  with  dash  boards  needing  painting 93 

Total  number  of  cars  with  bodies  needinja:  paintinp- 766 

Total  number  of  cars  with  panels  brol<en  and  unpalntcd 169 

Total  number  of  cars  with  flat  wheels 401 

Total  number  of  cars  with  rattling  and  loose  windows,  doors,  etc 786 

Total  number  of  cars  with  gear  noises  (clattering  due  to  dry  and  worn  gears 

and  pinions) 1006 

Total  number  of  brass  noises  (worn  and  dry  bearings) 77 

Total  number  of  cars  with  broken  glass 192 

Total  number  of  cars  operating  without  headlights 249 

Total  number  of  cars  operating  with  dim  headlights 82 

Total  number  of  cars  filthy 105 


Combining  certain  of  the  items  in  the  above  table,  it  is  found  that  one-quarter  of 
the  cars  had  flat  wheels;  that  one-half  of  them  needed  painting  In  part  or  In  whole; 
that  one-half  rattled;  that  two-thirds  had  gear  noises;  that  one  out  of  every ^ix 
was  operated  without  headlights  and  that  over  100  cars  were  '*  filthy."  Upon  an 
average  there  were  nearly  five  defects  to  every  two  cars.  This  does  not  mean  that 
every  car  needed  repairs  of  some  sort  or  other,  but  upon  an  average  there  were 
between  two  and  three  defects  for  each  car,  for  many  of  the  cars  were  defective  in 
several  regards. 

The  condition  of  452  cars  examined  more  in  detail  while  standing  over  the  "  pita  *• 
in  the  car  houses  is  reported  to  have  been  as  follows : 

Total  number  of  cars  Inspected 452 

Total  number  of  cars  with  defective  trucks 115 

Total  number  of  cars  with  flat  wheels 84 

Total  number  of  cars  with  defective  brakes 82 
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Total  nnmber  of  cars  with  gear  troubles  (ezcesslvelj  worn) 242 

Total  number  of  cars  with  gearing  troubles  (excessively  worn  and  loose) ....  154 

Total  number  of  cars  with  motor  troubles 258 

Total  number  of  cars  with  plow  troubles  (worn  and  loose  parts  and  pinions) . .  17 

Total  number  of  cars  with  controller  faults 46 

Total  number  of  cars  with  switches  broken  or  missing 9 

Total  number  of  cars  with  resistances  poorly  protected 102 

Total  number  of  cars  with  wiring  worn  or  loose 159 

Total  number  of  cars  with  headlights  broken  or  loose 85 

Total  number  of  cars  with  gates  loose,  worn  or  bent 8 

Total  number  of  cars  with  platform  worn 6 

Total  number  of  cars  with  bumper  sprung  or  cracked 4 

Total  number  of  cars  with  draw-bar  missing  or  cracked 8 

Total  number  of  cars  with  stanchion  bent  or  worn 7 

Total  number  of  cars  with  guard  rail  bent  or  worn 4 

ITotal  number  of  cars  with  liandrail  bent  or  worn 9 

Total  number  of  cars  with  grab  handles  bent  or  worn 19 

Total  number  of  cars  with  running  boards  bent  or  worn 8 

Total  number  of  cars  rattling 1 

Total  number  of  cars  with  dash  board  bent  or  worn 57 

Total  number  of  cars  with  dash  posts  bent  or  worn 13 

Total  number  of  cars  with  glass  broken 62 

Total  numt»er  of  cars  with  broken  curtain  cords,  etc 4 

Total  number  of  sign  reflectors  broken  or  missing 4 

Total  number  of  cars  needing  painting 144 

Total  number  of.  cars  with  roof  gutters  bent 4 

Total  number  of  cars  with  life  guard  bent  or  broken 9 

Total  number  of  cars  with  steps  insecure  or  broken ?8 

Total  number  of  cars  with  no  headlight  operating 41 

Total  number  of  cars  with  panels  broken  or  unpainted 1 

Total  number  of  cars  in  flltoy  condition , 4 


Summarizing  the  results  of  this  examination,  which  covered  a  considerable  num- 
ber  of  matters  not  possible  to  be  covered  in  the  other  1,200  cars,  it  is  found  that 
upon  an  average  there  were  four  defects  to  each  car. 

The  effect  of  these  conditions  upon  the  carrying  capacity  of  the  system  Is  re- 
flected by  the  reports  of  the  repair  shops.  At  one  barn  where  the  cars  seemed  to 
be  in  worse  condition  than  at  any  other,  the  average  daily  number  of  instances 
where  cars  were  *•  run  In  "  for  repairs  during  the  month  of  November  was  nearly 
40  per  cent,  of  the  number  of  cars  housed  there,  and  upon  one  day  the  number 
of  "  run-ins  "  was  over  70  per  cent,  of  the  number  of  cars.  Upon  the  whole  system 
during  the  month  of  October  there  were  between  12,000  and  13,000  hours  that 
cars  were  "  run-in  "  for  emergency  defects,  which  is  equivalent  to  30  cars  taken 
off  the  road  entirely  for  15  hours  during  every  day  of  the  month.  The  Interference 
with  the  operation  of  the  system,  due  to  the  bad  condition  of  the  equipment  is  not 
confined  to  the  loss  of  time  cars  are  standing  in  the  barns  waiting  for  or  under- 
going repairs,  for  when  a  car  breaks  down  on  the  line  it  is  out  of  commission  from 
that  moment  as  well  as  during  the  time  It  is  in  the  shop.  It  must  also  be  shoved 
back  to  the  bam  and  this  procedure  still  further  interferes  with  the  schedule,  is 
often  the  cause  of  much  delay  and  overcrowding  in  other  cars,  and  congests  vehicular 
traffic  as  well. 

In  their  letter  to  the  Commission  the  receivers  state : 

"  The  most  frequent  causes  of  breakdown  are  those  peculiarly  incident  to  the 
operation  of  cars  by  the  conduit  electric  system,  and  differ  from  the  troubles  in 
ddent  to  the  operation  of  surface  cars  by  the  overhead  trolley  system.  A  very 
large  percentage  of  breakdowns  on  the  road  is  due  to  failure  of  the  contact  plow." 

This  is  undoubtedly  true,  but  the  defects  reported  by  Mr.  McLimont  have  no  con- 
nection whatever  with  the  conduit  system  and  ought  to  be  remedied  regardless  of 
what  changes  or  improvements  are  adopted  in  the  conduits  and  the  method  of 
transmitting  current  from  the  conductors  to  the  motors. 

The  failure  of  the  company  to  provide  adequate  protection  to  the  power  cables 
nnder  the  platforms  and  floors  of  the  cars  and  the  defective  condition  of  the 
automatic  circuit  breakers  have  increased  the  possibility  of  the  car  catching  fire. 
The  evidence  does  not  show  that  the  frequent  disastrous  fires  in  the  car-houses  of 
the  company  have  been  due  to  the  defective  wiring  of  the  circuit  breakers  and 
appliances,  but  when  the  evidence  clearly  shows,  as  it  does,  that  there  is  a  lack 
of  proper  insulation   and   that   there  are   defective   circuit  bn»akers  on  many  cars, 
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one  is  led  to  consider  whether  the  preat  loss  of  equipment  and  of  oar-houses  might 
not  have  been  due  to  these  defe<ts. 

Frequent  complaints  have  been  made  to  the  Commission  of  the  noise  caused  by 
street  cars.  The  evidence  shows  that  a  vei;^'  hirge  proportion  of  the  cars  are 
noisy,  and  that  if  they  were  properly  repaired,  wearing  parts  promptly  renewed 
and  the  running  gear  kept  well  lubricated,  the  noise  would  be  very  greatly  reduced. 
In  my  opinion,  the  public  should  be  protected  against  unne<essary  noise,  and  that, 
even  If  the  defective  condition  of  the  cars  did  not  interfere  with  the  carrying 
capacity  of  the  system,  the  Commission  would  be  justillod  in  requiring  the  company 
so  to  maintain  Its  equipmont  as  to  reduce  car  noises  to  a  minimum. 

For  similar  reasons,  I  have  concluded  that  the  company  should  be  required  to  put 
its  cars  in  a  clean  and  neat  condition.  Dirty  and  filthy  cars  are  not  only  offensive, 
but  are  dangerous  to  the  health  of  the  city. 

In  the  order  recommended  for  adoption,  the  date  fixed  when  the  company  shall 
begin  to  turn  out  ten  cars  per  day  from  the  repair  shops  is  February  15th.  No 
representative  of  the  company  or  of  the  receivers  appeared  at  the  hearing,  so  that 
it  was  impossible  to  obtain  from  them  an  opinion  as  to  when  the  order  should  be 
made  operative.  However,  Mr.  McLimont  definitely  testified  that  knowing  as  he 
did  the  exact  facilities  which  would  be  needed  by  the  company  to  comply  with  the 
order  and  the  facilities  which  they  now  have,  it  would  be  possible  for  the  company 
to  begin  and  continue  turning  out  ten  cars  a  day  upon  and  after  February  15th. 

In  order  to  turn  out  ten  cars  a  day,  it  will  not  be  necessary  to  reduce  materially 
the  number  of  cars  now  being  operated  upon  the  lines  of  the  company.  Mr. 
McLimont  testified  that  not  more  than  forty  cars  would  need  to  be  kept  out  of 
service  at  any  one  time.  Indeed,  the  number  of  cars  which  the  company  has 
ordered  and  of  which  delivery  has  been  promised  before  February  l5th.  Is  several 
times  the  number  of  cars  which  upon  any  one  day  will  need  to  be  taken  from  the 
service  for  repairs  so  as  to  comply  with  the  proposed  order. 

The  order  is  made  applicable  to  the  entire  rolling  stock  of  the  company,  includ- 
ing the  summer  as  well  as  the  winter  cars.  Of  course,  the  cars  now  in  use  are  the 
cars  that  should  be  repaired  immediately,  but  the  order  has  been  made  applicable  to 
the  summer  cars  in  order  that  by  the  time  these  cars  are  needed,  they  will  have 
been  repaired  and  put  in  good  condition. 

Thereupon  Final  Order  No.  179  was  issued. 


Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanville  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue 
Railway  Company. —  Increase  of  service  south  of  One  Hun- 
dred and  Seventeenth  street. 

Hearing  Order  No.  149,  issued  December  11.  1007,  p.  739,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907 ;  sec  page  530  herein. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Increase  of  service  on 

Sixth  Avenue  Elevated  Line. 

Hearing  Order  No.  150,  issued  December  11.  1007,  p.  730,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907;  see  page  444  herein. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Increase  of  service  on 

Second  Avenue  Elevated  Line. 

Hearing  Order  No.  151.  issued  December  11,  1907,  p.  740,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1007;  sec  page  439  herein. 
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New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company. —  De- 
fective condition  of  station  at  Wakefield. 

Hearing  Order  No.  152,  issued  December  11,  1907,  p.  740,  1907  Rep. 
(It  was  stated  at  the  hearing  that  a  new  static n  would  faoon  be  erected.  ) 


Order  No.  153.      (See  Order  No.  87,  page  32  herein.) 


Order  No.  154.      (See  Order  No.  82,  page  30,  herein.) 


Order  No.  155.      (See  Order  No.  92,  page  32  herein.) 


Order  No.  156.      (See  Order  No.  34,  page  22  herein.) 


Order  No.  157.      (See  Order  No.  84,  page  30  herein.) 


Order  No.  158.     (See  Order  No.  113,  page  35  herein.) 


Order  No.  159.      (See  Order  No.  115,  page  37  herein.) 


Order  No.  ICO.      (See  Order  No.  116,  page  37  herein.) 


Order  No.  161.     (See  Order  No.  32,  page  21  herein.) 


Interborougji  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Tools  to  be  kept  in  cars 
for  use  in  case  of  accident. 

Hearing  Order  \o.   ]&2,  issuod  Doofml.or  20.  1907,  p.  74"),  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  clnspd  in  1007;  see  page  370  heiein. 


Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. —  Opciiinc:  gates 
on  both  sides  of  trains  at  BrookljTi  Bridge  Terminal. 

Complaint  Order  No.  103,  U^-uvd  Doccmbcr  20,  1007,  p.  746,  1007  Rep. 

(Letter  received  from  compuny  stntip.<?  that  Jt  did  noi  holiove  IrvndinjT  from 
both  sides  of  cars  feasible,  but  that  it  was  willing?  to  acoopt  the  judgment  of 
the  Commission  in  the  matter.) 
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Order  No.  164.     (Sec  Order  Xo.  64,  page  27  herein.) 


Order  No.  165.     (See  Order  No.  38,  page  24  herein.) 


Order  No.  166.     (See  Order  No.  88,  page  32  herein.) 


Long  Island  Railroad  Company. — Permission  to  change  rate  on 
chicory  from  Flushing  to  Long  Island  City. 
Tariff  Order  No.  167,  issued  December  27,  1907,  p.  749,  1907  Rep. 


Order  No.  168.     (See  Order  No.  80,  page  29  herein.) 


Union  Railway  Company  of  New  York  City. —  Extension   of 
Morris  Avenue  Line  north  of  One  Hundred  and  Sixty-first 
Btreet. 
Complaint  Order  No.  169,  issued  December  27,  1907,  p.  750,  1907  Bep. 


Order  No.  170.     (See  Order  No.  123,  page  38  herein.) 


Order  No.  171.     (See  Order  No.  114,  page  35  herein.) 


Order  No.  172.     (See  Order  No.  87,  page  32  herein.) 


Order  No.  173.     (See  Order  No.  95,  page  33  herein.) 


Order  No.  174.     (See  Order  No.  77,  page  29  herein.) 


Order  No.  175.     (See  Order  No.  78,  page  29  herein.) 


Order  No.  176.     (See  Order  No.  113,  page  35  herein.) 


Order  No.  177.     (See  Order  No.  116,  page  37  herein.) 
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Order  No.  178.     (See  Order  No.  84,  page  30  herein.) 


Order  No.  179.     (See  Order  No.  148,  page  41  herein.) 


Steam  Railroads. —  Establishing  a  uniform  system  of  accounts. 

Order  No.  180,  issued  December  31,  1907,  p.  763,  1907  Rep. 
Case  not  closed  in  1907;  See  Vol.  I,  page  493. 


Order  No.  181.     (See  Order  No.  100,  page  34  herein.) 


Order  No,  182.     (See  Order  No.  115,  page  37  herein.) 


Order  No.  183.     (See  Order  No.  67,  page  27  herein.) 
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OPINIONS  AND  REPORTS  OF  1907  NOT  HERETO- 
FORE PUBLISHED. 


Annual  Budget,  Public  Service  Commisson  for  the  First  District. 

•[The  Public  Service  Commission,  belnj?  a  State  board,  need  not  submit  a  present 
budf^et  to  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment. 

The  unexpended  balance  appropriated  for  the  rapid  transit  tK>ard  may  be  expended 
by  the  Commission.] 

Report  of  the  Committee  on  Budget  and  Method  of  Obtaining  Funds  for  Expensed 
of  Commission  and  Salaries  other  than  those  of  the  Commission,  its  Counsel 
and  Secretary. 

Messrs.  Bassett,  Whitney  and  HoUmann  have  compared  the  provisions  of  the 
Rapid  Transit  Act  touching  the  subjects  referred  to  this  committee,  and  the  Public 
Service  Law,  and  find  that  in  regard  to  this  subject  the  provisions  are  substantially 
identical.  On  this  account  your  committee  have  Inferred  that  the  method  here- 
tofore employed  by  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Commissioners  in  this  regard  will 
be  presumably  correct  to  be  adopted  by  the  present  Commission,  and  It  is  likely 
that  the  Board  of  Estimate  will  prefer  this  method  of  caring  for  this  subject. 

The  requests  for  estimates  for  budget  heretofore  sent  out  by  the  Board  of  Esti- 
mate apply  to  city  departments,  bureaus  and  boards.  As  ours  is  a  State  board 
with  a  separate  provision  for  its  expenses,  this  request  does  not  relate  to  us.  The 
method  followed  by  the  Rapid  Transit  Board  has  been  : 

First  —  In  the  latter  part  of  each  year  it  has  made  up,  as  nearly  as  possible,  an 
estimate  of  its  needs  for  expenses  the  following  year.  This  was  done  In  order  to 
facilitate  the  work  for  the  Finance  Department,  so  that  it  might  not  have  to  pass 
on  a  large  number  of  small  requisitions.  Last  year  this  requisition  was  made  De- 
cember 27th,  and  was  for  the  sum  of  $826,500.  Of  this  amount  the  Board  of 
Estimate  assented  to  $742,500,  leaving  .ibout  $84,000  to  be  assented  to  later,  if 
necessary,  on  account  of  the  planning  and  letting  of  new  work. 

Second  —  For  the  salaries  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Commissioners  an  application 
was  made  each  year  to  the  Appellate  Division  of  the  First  District.  The  salaries 
of  the  new  commissioners,  their  counsel  and  secretary  are  paid  by  the  State 
Treasurer. 

Third  —  If  the  requisitions  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Board  for  expenses  were  not 
complied  with,  they  had  the  right  to  place  the  requisitions  before  the  Appellate 
Division,  whose  decision  would  be  final.  We  understand,  however,  that  this  was 
never  done. 

To  come  now  to  the  method  that  we  should  employ  to  obtain  funds  for  pay- 
ment of  expenses  and  salaries  other  than  those  of  the  Commission,  counsel  and 
secretary : 

First  —  There  is  no  necessity  of  making  up  a  present  budget  and  submitting  It 
to  the  Board  of  Estimate. 

Second  —  We  may  expend  the  unexpended  bnlance  for  any  proper  purposes  of  our 
Commission,  and  during  the  remainder  of  this  year,  if  this  fund  is  not  sufficient, 
we  may  make  a  requisition  for  a  further  sum. 

Third  —  In  the  month  of  December  we  should  serve  upon  the  Board  of  Estimate 
and  Apportionment  a  statement  of  requisition  which  will  approximately  cover  our 
needs  for  the  year  1008.  This  will  not  prevent  our  making  further  requisitions  in 
the  year  1908,  if  they  become  necessary. 

Fourth  —  In  case  the  Board  of  Estimfite  does  not  comply  with  this  request  and 
honor  this  requisition,  it  will  be  our  duty  to  make  our  request  to  the  Appellate 
Division,  whose  determination  will  be  final. 

July  5,   1907. 

(Signed)  EDWARD  M.  BASSETT, 
WM.   McCARROLU 

•  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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Brookl}^  Bridge. —  Extent  of  jurisdiction  of  commission  over. 

•[The  Commission  has  jurisdiction  only  over  the  service  afforded  by  the  operating 
companies  on  Brooklyn  Bridge  and  not  over  the  structure  itself.] 

At  the  time  the  Commission  was  created  there  was  great  congestion  during 
rush  hours  at  Brooklyn  Bridge  and  a  committee  upon  the  subject  was  ap- 
pointed, which  presented  the  following  opinion: 

Opinion  op  Commission. 
Commissioner  Bassett: — 

Your  committee  on  the  Brooklyn  Bridge,  after  a  careful  consideration  and  study 
of  existing  conditions,  makes  this  preliminary  report,  for  the  purpose  of  setting 
forth  the  remedies  that  are  being  provided  to  lessen  present  congestion. 

It  should,  from  the  outset,  be  understood  that  our  jurisdiction  extends  only  to 
the  service  afforded  the  public  by  the  operating  companies,  and  not  to  the  structure 
itself. 

The  extreme  congestion  on  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  Is  the  result  of  many  years 
growth.  It  arises  from  the  fact  that  this  bridge  is  to-day  substantially  the  only 
avenue  between  the  two  greatest  boroughs  of  the  city,  and  when  it  is  considered  that 
eight  elevated  lines  in  Brooklyn  are  focused  Into  the  one  elevated  bridge  track  and 
twice  as  many  Brooklyn  surface  lines  are  focused  Into  one  trolley  track,  it  can 
be  readily  seen  that  some  congestion  is  Inevitable  until  the  traflQc  can  be  decreased. 
Human  ingenuity  cannot,  in  the  space  of  a  few  months,  bring  relief  to  a  situatioii, 
the  fundamental  cause  of  which  is  that  too  many  lines  of  transit  and  too  great  a 
number  of  people  are  compelled  to  use  it.  The  only  entire  cure  for  the  Brooklyn 
bridge  crush  is  to  deflect  to  other  river  crossings  part  of  the  people  that  are  now 
compelled  to  use  this  bridge. 

Wliile  it  is  likely  Uiat  various  devices  would  mitigate  the  present  bridge  crush, 
and  some  of  these  devices  might  well  have  been  put  in  operation  during  the  past 
four  or  five  years  to  accomplish  this  result,  the  fact  remains  that  at  the  present 
time  and  for  the  last  nine  months,  the  oity  has  been  pursuing  a  definite  policy  of 
bridge  relief,  that  will  soon  produce  Increasing  benefits,  and  it  would  not  be  wise 
to  insist  on  the  adoption  of  minor  alleviations  that  would  require  a  large  expendi* 
tore  of  time  and  money  to  install  and  which  would  run  counter  to  the  plans  which 
the  city  authorities  have  decided  upon. 

The  definite  plan  decided  upon  by  the  city  is  that  there  shall  be  through  trains  in 
rush  hours,  so  that  the  extra  change  at  the^Brooklyn  terminal  shall  stop.  This 
through  service  and  the  better  sorting  of  passengers  at  the  Manhattan  terminal 
will  later  be  facilitated  by  the  construction  of  the  large  station  to  be  erected  on 
the  site  of  the  Staats-Zeitung  building,  where  the  land  is  now  being  cleared  for  this 
purpose. 

We  will  proceed  to  enumerate  the  various  steps  of  relief  now  in  preparation : 

1.  Under  the  orders  of  this  board,  the  equipment  of  the  various  operating  com- 
panies is  being  improved,  to  avoid  break-downs  and  minor  delays. 

2.  New  types  of  surface  cars  with  double  size  platforms  for  quick  loading  are 
being  designed. 

3.  Increased  policing,  to  prevent  disorder,  and  inc^oa^sed  traffic  regulation  on 
the  i*oadways,  to  prevent  delays  to  surface  cars.  This  feature  Is  under  the  charge 
of  the  Bridge  and  Police  Departments. 

4.  The  elevated  terminal  at  the  Manhattan  end  of  the  bridffp  is  now  being 
lengthened  so  that  six-car  trains  can  be  placed  in  the  pockets  and  entered  more 
conveniently  than  now  in  the  evening  rush  hours.  It  Is  expected  by  the  Bridge 
Department  that,  on  the  completion  of  this  work  in  a  short  time,  the  change  of 
cars  at  the  Brooklyn  end  •!  the  bridge,  which  has  been  a  source  of  such  annoyance 
and  delays  for  many  years,  will  cense. 

5.  Plans  for  rearrangement  of  the  Brooklyn  termlnnis  are  being  prepared  so 
that  on  the  completion  of  the  last  mentioned  improveraouts  additional  empty  traini 
can  start  in  Brooklyn. 

6.  The  Sands  street  viaduct,  now  fully  approved  and  about  to  begin  construction, 
will  carry  the  surface  cars  above  Sands  street  and  prevent  constant  delays  from 
grade  crossings  at  that  point. 

•  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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7.  The  completion  of  the  Battery  tnnnel  within  the  next  few  months  will  deflect 
a  considerable  part  of  the  trarel  from  the  Brooklyn  bridge.  This  will  constltats 
the  first  fundamental  remedy  for  the  bridge  congestion,  inasmach  as  It  will  be  the 
first  provision  of  an  alternative  method  of  crossing  the  East  river  by  rapid  transit. 

8.  The  connection  of  the  Broadway,  Brooklyn,  elevated  road  with  the  Williams- 
burg  Bridge,  so  that  through  trains  may  be  run  to  the  station  under  Delancey 
street.  The  completion  of  this  connection  and  the  Delancey  street  station,  both  of 
which  are  now  under  construction,  will  attract  part  of  the  Williamsburg  and  Ridge- 
wood  travel  to  come  to  Manhattan  by  that  bridge  instead  of  by  the  Brooklyn 
Bridge,  as  at  present. 

9.  The  completion  of  the  Centre  street  subway  leading  from  the  Williamsburg 
Bridge  to  the  City  Hall,  Manhattan,  now  under  constrnction,  and  expected  to  b% 
completed  in  about  two  and  one-half  years,  will  probably  afford  the  greatest  relief 
to  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  of  any  single  improvement  now  under  contract,  except  the 
Manhattan  Bridge.  It  will  deflect  a  large  portion  of  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  travel  to 
the  Williamsburg  Bridge,  as  the  new  route  will  afford  the  more  direct  line  for 
Williamsburg,  Bidgewood,  East  New  York,  Brownsville,  Woodbavcn  and  Jamaica. 

10.  The  completion  of  the  Manhattan  Bridge,  no^  in  course  of  construction,  and 
which  is  expected  to  be  finished  soon  after  the  Centre  street  subway,  will  afford  still 
more  substantial  relief  to  the  Brooklyn  Bridge.  The  bridge  will  have  four  sets  of 
tracks  for  trains,  Instead  of  one  set,  as  on  the  Brooklyn  Bridge.  It  will  connect 
through  to  City  Hall,  Manhattan,  by  way  of  the  Centre  street  subway. 

It  will  be  seen  from  the  foregoing  that  the  city  is  now  following  a  definite  policy 
of  Brooklyn  Bridge  relief. 

Constant  day  and  night  inspection  is  carried  on  by  this  Commission  as  a  basis 
for  suggestions  or  orders  to  the  operating  companies  for  improvements. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

EDWARD  M.  BASSBTT,  Chairman, 
WILUAM  McCARROLL, 
JOHN  E.   EUSTIS. 
Dated  October  3,  1007. 


Brookljm  Bridge.— Eegulation  of  vehicular  traffic  during  rush 

hours. 

*  [Recommendations  made  to  the  Bridge  Commissioner  that  during  rush  hoars  |io 
heavily  loaded  wagons  be  allowed  to  cross  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  and  that  all  vehicles 
crossing  during  these  hours  be  required  to  keep  off  the  car  tracks.] 

Commissioner  Bassett  read  the  following  resolution  and  then  made  a  brief 
statement  regarding  it: 

Whereas,  The  Bridge  Department  has  compiled  data  showing  that  heavily  loaded 
Vehicles  crossing  Brooklyn  Bridge  in  rush  hours  and  the  use  of  the  surface  tracks 
by  the  lighter  vehicles  are  one  of  the  main  causes  of  delays  and  slow  moving  of 
surface  cars  over  the  Brooklyn  Bridge,  and  these  findings  of  the  Bridge  Department 
having  been  confirmed  by  investigation  made  by  this  board : 

Resolved,  That  this  board  earnestly  recommends  to  the  Bridge  Commissioner  as 
a  means  of  increasing  the  usefulness  of  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  for  the  traveling  publle 
in  rush  hours,  that  he  put  into  force  two  rules  substantially  as  follows: 

First  That  during  rush  hours,  from  7  to  9  a.  m.,  and  from  5  to  7  P.  M.,  no 
heavily  loaded  wagons  be  allowed  to  cross  the  Brooklyn  Bridge,  and 

Second.  That  all  vehicles  crossing  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  during  these  hours  bt 
required  to  keep  off  the  car  tracks. 

Commissioner  Bassett :  "  Inspection  during  the  last  two  months  has  discovered 
that  one  of  the  main  causes  for  the  slow  movement  of  the  trolley  cars  in  rush 
hours  is  this  blocking  on  the  bridge  roadway  by  heavily  loaded  teams  that  break 
down  and  by  lighter  vehicles  that  get  on  the  tracks  between  the  electric  cars.  The 
figures  of  the  loss  of  time  caused  by  overloaded  trucks  show  that  in  July  192 
minutes  of  stoppage  was  caused  from  this  reason  alone,  and  a  total  of  stoppage  due 
to  vehicular   traffic   on   the  bridge  amounted   to   367    minutes.     In   the   month   of 


*  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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August  these  figures  were  20  minutes,  due  to  overloaded  trucks  and  402  minutes 
due  to  all  yehicular  traffic.  Slow  movements  caused  by  vehicular  traffic  amount  to 
as  much  more.  The  number  of  overloaded  trucks  that  go  over  in  rush  hours  Is 
■mall,  averaging  only  about  eight  vehicles  during  a  single  rush  period,  but  out  of 
those  eight  fully  loaded  vehicles,  there  is  very  great  liability  of  one  or  more  break- 
ing down  and  causing  the  delay  of  thousands  of  people.  We  have  carefully  con* 
sldered  whether  these  regulations  would  be  a  hardship  to  the  truckmen  and  mer- 
chants of  the  city,  and  have  concluded  that  as  the  number  of  these  heavily  loaded 
trucks  is  BO  small  and  as  it  will  be  possible  for  them  to  go  either  before  or  after 
the  rush  hours  or  to  cross  the  other  bridge  or  ferries,  it  will  benefit  the  greatest 
number  to  promulgate  theae  rules.  At  the  end  of  a  hard  day's  work  the  horses 
seem  to  be  in  a  weakened  condition  and  going  over  the  bridge  with  its  high  grades 
in  the  evening  rush  hours  causes  stoppages.  I  wish  to  say,  too,  that  the  same 
offenders  have  broken  down  one  time  after  another  and  in  some  cases  it  has  almost 
looked  as  though  they  depend  upon  getting  in  a  steep  part  of  the  bridge  and 
having  the  cars  push  them  over  with  the  help  of  i)Ole8  in  the  height  of  the  rush 
hours.  This  is  a  practice  that  can  so  easily  be  remedied  without  hardship  to  many 
that  for  the  sake  of  the  travelling  public.  It  seems  entirely  right  to  put  it  into 
force.  We  have  conferred  with  the  Bridge  Commissioner  on  these  matters  and  are 
working  in  entire  harmony  with  him. 

In  case  of  the  lighter  vehicles,  the  trouble  is  that  they  dash  into  the  spacer 
between  the  trolley  cars  and  run  ahead  and  then  cannot  find  an  opening  in  th« 
line  of  trucks  to  get  out  and  into  the  stream  of  wagon  traffic  again,  and  the  num- 
ber of  people  rushing  in  in  that  way  often  completely  fills  up  the  space  between 
the  trolley  cars,  destroying  all  freedom  of  movement  and  thus  obstructing  traffic. 
Under  the  charter,  the  Bridge  Commissioner  is  the  one  to  promulgate  these  rules.*' 

Chairman  Willcoz :  "  They  could,  however,  be  put  into  effect  by  the  Bridge  Com- 
missioner." 

Commissioner  Bassett :  *'  They  could  have  been,  and  will  be  if  the  Bridge  Com- 
missioner, as  he  no  doubt  will,  will  follow  our  suggestions  in  this  respect." 

Commissioner  Eastis :  "  I  think  he  has  power  to  keep  the  trucks  off  the  bridge 
at  all  times.     I  think  an  overloaded  truck  should  be  kept  off  at  all  times." 

Commissioner  Bassett :  "  We  are  not  using  the  words  '  overloaded  ' —  it  is  '  heavily 
loaded.' " 

Chairman  Willcox :  "  Do  yon  know  that  the  Bridge  Commissioner  has  any  rules 
relating  to  the  bridge  traffic?  " 

Commissioner  Bassett:     "Yes,  he  has." 

Chairman  Willcoz :     **  But  nothing  to  affect  the  points  that  you  wish  to  make." 

Commissioner  Bassett :     "  There  is  nothing  that  substantially  affects  these  points." 

The  resolution  was  adopted. 

October  11,  1907.  

Additional  Subway  for  Manhattan  and  The  Bronx. 

^[The  Broadway-Lexington  Avenue  Subway  route  as  modified  ought  to  be 
constructed. 

No  connection  should  be  made  with  present  subway  at  Forty-second  street,  as 
the  present  subway  has  all  the  traffic  it  can  handle  and  competitors  of  the  Inter- 
borough  would  be  at  a  disadvantage  in  bidding  for  operation.] 

Rbpobt  of  Committbb. 

The  Gommlttee  of  the  Whole  presented  to  the  Commission  the  following 
report  of  its  suh-committee,  consisting  of  Commissioners  Maltbie  and  Eustia, 
upon  the  matter  of  additional  subways  for  Manhattan  and  The  Bronx : 

December  30,   1907. 
To  the  PubUo  Service  Commission  for  the  Frsi  District. 

gxBs : —  Tour  committee  appointed  to  report  upon  additional  subways  for  Man- 
hattan and  the  Bronx,  beg  to  submit  the  following  report: 

The  urgent  need  for  the  Immediate  construction  of  another  rapid  transit  subway 
in  Manhattan  and  the  Bronx  needs  no  proof.  Every  person  who  uses  the  present 
lines  knows  that  they  are  congested,  that  the  conditions  of  overcrowding  are  in- 
decent and  that  every  improvement  that  can  be  made  will  hardly  be  sufficient  to 


^  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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keep  pace  with  the  growth  of  traffic  prior  to  the  time  when  a  new  subway  may  be 
opened,  to  say  nothing  of  relieying  the  congestion  which  now  exists.  The  question 
is  not  whether  a  new  subway  is  needed,  therefore,  but  where  a  new  line  may  be 
located  most  advantageously  and  which  of  the  several  routes  that  are  needed 
should  be  constructed  first. 

In  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  the  subway  which  should  be  started  first  Is  the 
Broadway-Lexington  avenue  line,  running  from  the  Battery  up  Broadway  or  Green- 
wich  and  Vesey  streets  to  the  post-oflBce,  thence  up  Broadway  to  Tenth  street  or 
thereabouts,  thence  under  private  property  and  public  streets  to  Irving  place,  thence 
up  Irving  place  and  Lexington  avenue  to  the  Harlem  river,  thence  under  the 
Harlem  river  to  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-eighth  street  or  thereabouts.  Dividing 
here  Into  two  branches,  one  line  would  go  up  Mott  avenue  to  East  One  Hundred 
and  Fifty-first  street,  through  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-first  street  and  Gerard  avenue 
to  Jerome  avenue  and  thence  up  Jerome  avenue  to  Woodlawn  Cemetery ;  the  other 
'  line  would  pass  east  through  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-eighth  street  to  the  Southern 
boulevard,  and  up  the  Southern  boulevard  and  Westchester  avenue  to  Eastera 
boulevard. 

From  the  post  oflice,  and  possibly  from  the  Battery,  the  subway  would  contain 
four  tracks  until  It  reached  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-eighth  street.  The  easterly  fork 
would  contain  at  least  three  tracks  and  likewise  the  westerly  fork  as  far  as  Jerome 
avenue  where  there  would  be  four  tracks  again.  This  is  considered  wise  because  at 
some  future  time  a  subway  will  probably  be  built  in  Eighth  avenue  to  connect  with 
the  line  up  Jerome  avenue,  and  then  four  tracks  will  be  needed  to  afford  facilities  to- 
both  lines.  The  whole  line  would  be  underground,  except  possibly  the  Southera 
boulevard  and  Westchester  avenue  section.  Some  money  would  be  saved  by  bulldinf 
an  elevated  road  on  Jerome  avenue  instead  of  a  subway,  but  in  view  of  the  many 
obvious  objections  to  an  elevated  road.  In  view  of  the  Important  character  of  this 
thoroughfare,  and  in  view  of  the  small  saving  in  cost  when  the  expense  of  con- 
structing the  whole  line  is  considered,  your  committee  recommend  that  a  subway 
be  planned  throughout  Jerome  avenue. 

The  line  thus  planned  could  be  connected  with  the  New  York  Central  Railroad  at 
the  Mott  Haven  station,  at  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-eighth  street  and  at  Forty- 
second  street,  and  suburban  trains  could  be  run  through  to  the  Battery  via  Broad^ 
way  —  a  more  direct  route  to  downtown  Manhattan  than  by  the  present  subway. 
At  this  very  moment,  before  the  Grand  Central  station  has  been  reconstructed  and 
while  the  traffic  is  being  so  seriously  Interfered  with  by  this  reconstruction  that 
the  number  of  persons  using  the  Grand  Central  station  Is  very  much  less  than  It 
will  be  when  the  station  has  been  rebuilt  and  the  trains  are  again  running  upo& 
schedule  time,  the  present  subway  is  congested  by  New  York  Central  traffic.  The 
proposed  line  would  relieve  this  congestion  and  help  handle  the  additional  traffic 
that  will  come  when  the  New  York  Central  has  completed  its  work  of  reconstruction 
and  its  lines  have  been  electrified. 

The  proposed  line  will  also  run  close  to  the  Steinway  tunnel  at  Forty-second 
street  and  the  Blackwell's  Island  bridge  at  Fifty-ninth  street,  so  that  a  (onncction 
may  be  made  with  the  crosstown  subway  under  Fifty-ninth  street,  planned  by  the 
Rapid  Transit  Commission.  By  either  route  the  residents  of  Queens  will  be  able  to 
reach  the  lower  portion  of  Manhattan  much  more  expeditiously  than  at  prpfjont. 

The  Broadway-IiCxington  avenue  line,  as  proposed,  is  not  a  part  of  the  "  Trl- 
Borough  route "  as  originally  planned,  but  by  means  of  the  connection  through^ 
Canal  street,  discussed  later  In  this  report,  it  has  every  advantage  which  the  Man- 
hattan portion  of  the  "  Trl-Borough  route"  possesses  and  certain  other  advantages- 
whlch  the  latter  does  not  have,  inasmuch  as  the  Manhattan  portion  of  the  "  Trl- 
Borough  route"  would  not  tap  the  Broadway  section,  between  the  post-office  and 
Tenth  street.  It  is  al«o  possible  to  make  a  similar  connection  with  the  Williams- 
burg bridee.  and  any  subway  oxtondod  by  this  route  into  I>onj?  Island.  At  the 
Battery  it  <  ould  likowi^io  bo  coTinoctod  with  tho  prosont  tuunol  to  Brooklyn  or  any 
future  subway  built   rn>l   or  woi\   of  r.roadwr.y. 

Thus,  while  the  proposed  line  Is  to  be  constructed  in  Manhattan  and  th^  Bronx, 
it  will  afford  great  relief  to  Brooklyn  and  Queens. 

The  value  of  the  Broadway-Lexinpton  avenue  route  both  from  the  transit  and 
from  the  financial  standpoint  is  apparent.  Below  Fourteenth  street,  it  would  run 
through  the  very   heart  of  the  commercial  and  office   centres  of  the  city.     It  would 
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«Iso  tap  the  populous  district  between  Forty-second  street  and  the  Harlem  river, 
the  residents  of  which  at  present  can  reach  the  Idwer  Broadway  district  only  by  A 
circuitous  route.  The  two  branches  in  the  Bronx  would  tap  the  sections  which  are 
most  in  need  of  transit  facilities.  The  Jerome  avenue  line  has  been  urged  for  years. 
The  Southern  boulevard  section  would  run  through  a  district  already  well  populated 
and  the  Westchester  avenue  section  would  open  up  nn  area  which  has  not  developed 
owing  to  the  lack  of  transit  facilities.  Further,  the  present  subway  carries  the 
Bronx! tes  by  a  very  devious  course  from  their  homes  to  their  offices.  The  Broadway- 
Lexington  avenue  route  would  shorten  the  trip  very  materially.  Further,  the 
directness  of  the  line  and  the  few  curves  (Lexington  avenue  is  almost  upon  an 
exact  line  with  Broadway)  would  safely  allow  cars  to  be  run  at  high  speed  and 
would  lower  operating  costs. 

Inasmuch  as  more  of  The  Bronx  lies  east  than  west  of  a  line  continued  In  a 
straight  line  upon  the  axis  of  Lexington  avenue,  the  most  natural  connection  of 
Jerome  avenue  would  be  with  a  future  line  down  Eighth  avenue,  or  a  line  between 
Eighth  avenue  and  Lexington  avenue,  for  it  is  probable  that  every  subway  built 
upon  Lexington  avenue  or  east  of  Lexington  avenue  will  be  needed  for  the  portion 
of  The  Bronx  east  of  Jerome  avenue.  But  if  the  Commission  were  to  build  the 
Jerome  avenue  line  and  to  lease  it  to  the  company  operating  the  Broadway-Lexington 
avenue  line  under  such  conditions  Chat  it  might  allow  a  separate  company  operating 
the  Eighth  avenue  to  have  running  powers  over  the  Jerome  avenue  section,  the 
present  connection  of  this  section  with  Lexington  avenue  would  not  interfere  with 
the  ultimate  normal  development. 

Attention  should  be  called  to  the  fact  that  the  Broadway-Lexington  line  as  above 
outlined,  it  not  precisely  the  same  as  the  Lexington  avenue  route  proposed  by  the 
Rapid  Transit  Commission.  The  Lexington  route,  as  originally  planned,  was  not 
sufficiently  direct  and  contained  so  many  curves  that  the  speed  of  the  trains  would 
be  interfered  with.  It  was  also  planned  to  connect  the  Lexington  avenue  line  with 
the  present  subway  at  Forty-second  street.  This  is  considered  objectionable  for 
two  reasons;  the  present  subway  has  all  the  traffic  it  can  possibly  handle  with 
decency,  and  perhaps  more.  To  add  to  its  burdens  by  feeding  another  line  into 
It  would  be  exceedingly  unwise.  Further,  if  such  a  connection  were  made,  any 
competitor  of  the  Interborough  Company  would  bo  at  a  decided  disadvantage  when 
bidding  for  the  operating  lease.  Upon  the  other  hand,  the  subway  as  now  proposed 
win  not  Interfere  with  any  longitudinal  routes  which  may  be  built  later.  For 
esmmple,  a  line  connecting  with  the  present  subway  at  Forty-second  street  and 
Broadway  could  be  brought  downtown  via  Broadway  to  Union  square,  thence  down 
University  place,  Wooster  street  and  Church  street  to  the  Battery. 

The  estimated  cost  of  the  Broadway-I^xington  line,  including  the  two  branches 
in  The  Bronx,  would  be  about  $60,000,000,  and  with  the  present  traffic  conditions 
in  mind,  work  ought  to  be  begun  immediately  upon  every  section.  However,  if  fdt 
financial  or  other  reasons  it  should  be  found  desirable  to  delay  the  awarding  ol! 
the  contracts  on  construction  of  certain  portions  of  the  route  until  another  year. 
It  would  be  possible  at  once  to  begin  on  the  section  from  the  Battery  to  the  Grand 
Central  Station.  Within  another  year  the  contracts  for  the  section  from  Forty- 
second  street  to  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-eighth  street  could  be  let,  to  be  followed 
with  the  Gerard  and  Jerome  avenue  section.  By  the  time  the  portion  from  the 
Battery  to  Forty-second  street  would  be  ready  for  lease  to  an  operating  company 
the  other  sections  of  the  route  would  be  under  contract,  so  that  even  though  they 
were  not  completed  the  bidders  for  a  franchise  to  operate  would  know  when  they 
were  to  be  finished,  and  a  lease  could  be  made  for  the  unfinished  as  well  as  the 
finished  portions  of  the  line.  Further,  if  the  construction  of  the  entire  line  were 
approved  by  this  Commission  and  by  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment, 
it  would  be  possible  to  advertise  a  lease  of  this  route  at  the  same  time  the  lease 
lor  the  Fourth  avenue  subway  Is  advertised.  Thus  any  prospective  bidder  could 
obtain  not  only  a  lease  of  the  Fourth  avenue  subway  In  Brooklyn,  but  also  of  th« 
very  remunerative  line  up  Broadway  and  Lexington  avenue.  Owing  to  the  pos- 
sibility of  a  physical  connection  through  Canal  street  these  two  lines  could  be  run 
as  one  system,  making  the  proposition,  from  a  financial  point  of  view,  very  attractive 
and  remunerative. 

Your  committee  also  recommend  that  plans  be  prepared  at  once  for  a  two-track 
subway  fi-om  the  Manhattan  bridge  through  Canal  street  to  West  street.   According  to 


64         Public  Sekvice  Commission  —  Fikst  District. 

the  present  plans  for  the  Centre  street  loop  no  means  have  been  provided  for  connect- 
ing any  of  the  bridges  with  the  present  subway,  the  elevated  roads,  the  new  subway 
up  Broadway  or  any  future  subways  west  of  Broadway.  Even  the  Fourth  avenue 
subway  from  Brooklyn  has  been  planned  to  run  down  Centre  street  without  any 
connection  with  any  subway  or  elevated  road  in  Manhattan.  Such  a  condition  is 
most  inconvenient  and  inadvisable,  particularly  in  view  of  the  fact  that  by  building 
a  line  across  town  under  Canal  street  any  person  coming  to  Manhattan  via  the 
Manhattan  Bridge  could  change  to  the  present  subway,  the  proposed  Broadway- 
Lexington  avenue  subway  and  each  of  the  four  subways  to  be  built  west  of  Broadway 
without  climbing  to  the  street,  and  also  to  the  elevated  roads  whose  stations  are 
immediately  above.  It  is  also  possible  to  make  a  physical  connection  with  the  pro- 
posed Broadway-Lexington  avenue  route  and  other  subways,  so  that  cars  could  be 
run  through  from  the  Bronx  to  Fort  Hamilton  or  Coney  Island  via  Manhattan 
bridge  and  the  Fourth  avenue  subway.  This  plan  does  not  interfere  with  a  con- 
nection with  the  Centre  street  loop,  but  merely  provides  for  the  running  of  certain 
trains  from  Brooklyn  through  to  the  North  River  and  certain  others  down  Centre 
street  to  City  Hall. 

The  estimated  cost  of  this  Canal  street  line  is  $7,000,000,  but  if  it  is  not  con- 
sidered possible  for  financial  reasons  to  construct  the  whole  of  it  at  once,  it  could 
end  for  the  present  Just  west  of  Broadway.  But  it  should  be  constructed  at  least 
to  this  point  at  an  early  date,  to  provide  for  a  connection  with  the  present  subway 
and  the  Broadway  line. 

A  map  submitted  herewith  shows  the  two  routes  recommended  for  your  approval 
and  indicates  the  relations  these  will  bear  to  the  present  facilities  for  rapid  transit 
in  Manhattan  and  The  Bronx,  us  well  as  certain  of  the  connections  which  might  be 
made  with  future  lines. 

If  the  two  subway  lines  above  proposed  meet  with  your  approval  your  committee 
recommend  that  application  be  made  at  once  to  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Appor- 
tionment for  their  approval  and  for  permission  to  contract  for  the  construction 
of  these  two  routes  as  soon  as  the  plans  can  be  prepared. 

In  connection  therewith,  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  recommended  the  adoption 
of  the  following  resolution  : 

Whereas,  In  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  a  rapid  transit  system  in  the  Boroughs 
of  Manhattan  and  The  Bronx  should  be  laid  out  and  offered  for  bids ;  and 

Whereas,  The  rapid  transit  system  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commission, 
seems  best  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  people  of  The  City  of  New  York  is  one 
described  as  beginning  at  a  point  under  liattery  park,  running  thence  northerly 
through  and  under  CJreenwIch  street.  Trinity  place  and  Church  street  to  Vosey 
street ;  thence  easterly  through  Vescy  street  to  Broadway  :  thence  northerly  along 
and  under  Broadway  to  Canal  street,  where  connection  will  be  made  with  a  cross- 
•town  line  hereinafter  des<  rllied  :  thence  northerly  to  a  point  near  East  Tenth  street, 
where  the  line  curves  generally  in  a  northeasterly  direction  and  under  private 
property  and  across  East  F]leventh  street  to  Fourth  avenue.  East  Twelfth  street, 
East  Thirteenth  and  F^ast  P'ourteenth  street  to  Irving  place;  thence  northerly  along 
and  under  Irving  phKO  to  Gramercy  park;  thence  northerly  under  (Iranirrcy  park 
to  Lexington  avenue :  thon«'e  northerly  under  Ix^'xington  «venue  to  the  Harlem 
river  and  under  the  Harlem  river  to  a  point  near  the  intersection  of  Park  avenue 
and  East  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-eighth  street,  where  the  lines  will  diverge,  the 
easterly  line  continuing  eant  along  Enat  One  hundred  and  Thirty-eighth  street  to 
Southern  Boulevard;  th4Mice  In  a  generally  northerly  direction  along  Southern  Boule- 
vard to 'Westchester  avenue;  thence  in  a  generally  northeasterly  direction  along 
Westchester  avenue  to  Eastern  Boulevard  or  Pelliam  Bay  park  ;  the  westerly  line 
to  begin  at  a  point  near  the  intersection  of  Park  avenue  and  East  One  Hundred 
and  Thirty-eighth  street  and  running  northerly  along  Mott  avenue  to  One  Hundred 
and  Flfty-flrst  street ;  thence  northwesterly  along  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-flrst  street 
to  Gerard  avenue;  thence  northerly  along  Gerard  avenue  to  the  Intersection  of 
Gerard  avenue  and  Jerome  avenue  near  Clark  place,  from  which  the  line  to  extend 
northerly  along  and  under  Jerome  avenue  to  Woodlawn  cemetery.  Also  a  crosstown 
line  on  Canal  street,  connecting  at  Broadway  with  the  other  parts  of  this  system, 
and  beginning  at  the  intersection  f»f  Canal  street  and  West  street,  and  thence 
running  easterly  under  Canal  street   and,  with  proper  connect  urns  at   Broadway,  to 
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the  Manhattan  bridge  approach,  where  connection  can  be  made  with  the  Fourth 
ETenne  route  in  Brooklyn  already  authorized ;  and 

Whereas,  Portions  of  this  system  have  been  laid  out  as  separate  routes  by  the 
former  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners  and  approved  by  the  Board 
of  Estimate  and  Apportionment  and  the  Mayor,  and  consented  to  by  a  majority  in 
value  of  the  owners  of  abutting  property,  or  by  the  Appellate  Division  of  the 
Supreme  Court  in  lieu  thereof;  and 

Whereas,  The  construction  of  such  a  system  will  require  the  modification  of 
certain  of  the  said  routes ;  now  therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  question  of  the  legality  and  feasibility  of  such  a  system  be 
referred  to  the  Counsel  and  Chief  Engineer  to  the  Commission  for  a  report  and  to 
prepare  the  necessary  plans  and  papers  for  submission  to  the  Commission. 

The  resolution  was  adopted. 

Fonrtli  Avenne  Snbway  for  Brooklyn. 

On  June  1,  1905,  the  former  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners 
laid  out  the  Fourth  Avenue  Subway  route  in  Brooklyn,  as  a  part  of  a  rapid 
transit  system  for  the  whole  city.  On  July  14,  1905,  the  Board  of  Estimate 
and  Apportionment  by  afiirmativc  vote  of  all  its  members  except  the  president 
of  the  Borough  of  Queens,  who  did  not  vote,  approved  the  route  and  the  con- 
struction of  the  subw^ay.    On  July  28,  1905,  the  mayor  gave  his  approval. 

On  December  7,  1906,  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment  adopted 
a  resolution  recommending  to  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commis- 
Bioners  that  alternate  bids  be  invited. 

First — For  construction  alone,  and 

Second  —  For  construction,  equipment  and  operation  of  various  routes, 
which  included  the  Fourth  Avenue  and  Bensonhurst  route. 

On  July  4,  1007,  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment,  at  the  request 
of  the  Rapid  Transit  Board,  modified  this  resolution  so  as  to  authorize  the 
Rapid  Transit  Board  to  let  contracts  for  construction  only. 

On  June  27,  1907,  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commi?sioners  fixed 
a  date  for  a  hearing  on  the  form  of  contracts  for  the  Fourtli  Avenue  subway. 
Before  the  day  for  the  hearing  arrived  the  Public  Service  Commission  suc- 
ceeded to  the  powers  and  duties  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Board  and  the  question 
came  up  whether  the  Commission  should  carry  out  the  plan  laid  out  by  its 
predecessor.     The  following  took  place  in  the  Commission  upon  this  question: 

Commissioner  McCarroU  presented  a  resolution,  and  said: 
"  Of  course  It  is  well  known  to  the  Commission,  as  it  is  to  the  public,  that  the 
question  of  the  Fourth  avenue  subway  has  been  under  consideration  by  the 
Committee  of  the  Commission  for  some  little  time.  The  pubjic  has  perhaps  naturally 
been  somewhat  impatient,  assuming  that  the  newspapers  may  have  expressed  the 
public  sentiment,  but  it  seems  to  me.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  thinking  pul)llc 
should  know  that  in  acting  on  a  matter  of  such  Importance  as  this,  this  Com- 
mission was  under  obligation  to  take  such  time  as  the  Commissioners  deemed  neces- 
sary and  wise  for  the  proper  consideration  of  the  subject,  and  so  whiie  there  may 
have  been  some  impatience  on  the  part  of  some  of  those  to  know  the  attitude  and 
determination  of  this  Commission,  yet  the  Commission  has  proceeded  with  proper 
deliberation  and  discussion,  appropriate  to  the  importance  of  the  suljject.  That 
having  been  closed,  I  now  desire  to  offer  this  resolution  :" 

Resolved,  That  this  Commission  proceed  at  once  with  the  prosecution  of  the  work 
Of  the  Fourth  avenue  subway,  pursuant  to  the  plan  as  laid  out  1>y  the  Board  of 
Rapid  Transit  Commissioners,  and  duly  approved  in  accordance  with  law  by  the 
Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment,  and  that  the  contracts   now  before  us  for 
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such  construction  bo  offered  for  bids  and  duly  let  after  the  same  shall  have  received 
the  final  approval  of  this  Commission. 

The  resolution  was  moved  and  duly  seconded.  Upon  the  roll  call  the  follow- 
ing statements  were  made: 

Chairman  Wllkox  —  **  In  voting  on  this  resolution,  I  desire  to  state  that  inasmuch 
as  I  understand,  memoranda  are  to  be  filed  with  the  Commission,  that  the  Fourth 
avenue  subway  plans  were  prepared  and  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Itapld  Transit 
Commissioners  before  they  went  out  of  office  in  July  last.  These  plans  were  adopted 
after  one  or  two  years*  deliberation  by  the  said  Board.  Subsequently,  the  Board  of 
Estimate  and  Apportloument,  by  resolution  unanimously  passed,  approved  of  the 
same  and  practically  set  aside  funds  for  the  construction  of  the  subway  in  question. 
It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  this  whole  matter  has  been  duly  passed  upon,  and 
that  the  action  taken  by  these  two  Boards,  if  not  legally,  is  morally  binding  upon 
this  Commission.  While  it  is  doubtless  true  that  this  Commission  could  refuse  to 
proceed  with  the  advertising  of  contracts  now  before  it,  I  believe  that  such  a  step 
should  not  be  taken,  except  for  the  most  weighty  reasons  and  for  causes  which  were 
not  properly  considered  by  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Commissioners  and  the  Board 
of  Estimate  and  Apportionment.  Whether  the  amount  of  money  necessary  for  the 
building  of  this  road,  in  the  judgment  of  any  person,  could  be  better  applied  for 
the  building  of  some  other  road,  does  not  seem  to  me  relevant  at  this  time.  This 
Commission  has  not  the  power  to  appropriate  money  for  transit  purposes,  and 
Inasmuch  as  the  city,  through  its  duly  elected  board,  has  practically  set  aside  the 
funds  for  the  building  of  this  road  in  accordance  with  the  plans  of  the  Rapid 
Transit  Commission  for  its  construction,  this  Commission  should  now  proceed  to 
advertise  for  bidders  and  to  award  the  contract. 

I  therefore  vote  aye." 

Commissioner  McCarroll  —  •*  In  voting  on  this  motion  I  prefer  not  to  make  any 
statement,  and  certainly  not  an  argument,  which  Is  scarcely  appropriate  now ;  hut 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  this  has  been  done,  I  would  like  to  submit  the  following 
reasons : 

As  is  known  to  the  Commission,  I  found  many  reasons  which  decided  my  vote 
for  this  resolution.  I  will  now  specify  four.  I  vote  for  It,  first  and  foremost, 
because  I  am  a  confident  believer  In  the  development  and  growth  of  the  city  of 
New  York.  I  consider  that  we  cannot  be  too  foreaighted  and  diligent  in  doln^ 
everything  in  our  power  to  promote  this,  especially  so  when  enterprising  men  are 
spending  many  more  millions  to  take  people  to  New  Jersey  and  the  suburbs  than 
New  York  has  yet  spent  altogether  or  will  spend  for  some  time  to  come,  including 
this  Fourth  avenue  and  additional  systems  of  transit. 

Second,  because  this  is  a  part  and  a  beginning  of  a  comprehensive  system  of 
transit  development  —  the  trunk  of  the  lines,  so  to  speak  —  reaching  from  one  end 
to  the  other  and  serving  the  whole  city,  the  construction  of  which  we  should  progress 
and  hasten  with  all  possible  dispatch. 

Third,  because  this  Fourth  avenue  route,  going  as  it  does  over  the  Manhattan 
Bridge  and  through  the  congested  section  of  travel  at  Flatbush  avenue  and  Fulton 
street,  supplies  another  outlet,  which  will  distribute  the  travel  awap  from  the 
Brooklyn  Bridge  and  thus  give  relief  and  local  facilities  to  a  large  and  crowded 
section,  while  fulfilling,  the  larger  purpose  of  development  and  growth  of  the  city. 

Fourth,  because  the  city  of  New  York,  by  its  legally  constituted  authorities, 
namely,  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Commissioners  and  the  Board  of  Estimate  and 
Apportionment,  has  In  due  form  of  procedure  authorized  and  approved  the  con- 
struction of  this  route.  We  ought  to  give  all  respect  and  weight  to  its  decision 
thus  expressed  and  follow  it  in  the  absence  of  some  commanding  reason  why  we 
should  do  otherwise. 

I  vote  aye." 

Commissioner  Bnssett  —  "  Mr.  Chairman,  in  voting  '  no  '  on  this  resolution,  I  wish 
to  file  this  memorandum  : 

This  resolution  commits  this  Board  to  the  building  of  the  Fourth  avenue  subway 
beyond  the  kuality  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  station,  and  on  this  account  I  wish 
to  register  my  objections  briefiy  in  writing.  I  would  be  strongly  In  favor  of  building 
it  to  the  corner  of  Flatbush  and  Fourth  avenues  approximately. 
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While  there  is  much  force  In  the  contention  that  decisive  action  has  been  taken 
by  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  our  predecessors,  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
missioners, and  that  ours  is  the  somewhat  perfunctory  duty  of  carrying  out  what 
has  already  been  determined  upon,  yet  under  the  provisions  of  the  Rapid  Transit 
Act,  which  gives  us  power  to  rescind  or  alter  up  to  the  time  of  signing  a  contract 
it  seems  to  me  that  if  in  the  opinion  of  any  member  of  this  Commission  the 
objections  to  the  construction  of  this  subway  on  the  plan  proposed  are  so  grave 
as  my  own  are,  he  is  In  duty  bound  to  vote  against  the  proposition.  Under  the 
present  law  I  do  not  think  that  an  operator  will  be  found  for  this  subway  when 
completed,  and  I  consider  that  I  am  bound  by  my  oath  of  office  to  act  according 
to  my  best  Judgment  under  the  law  as  it  now  is,  and  without  dependence  upon 
expected  future  changes.  If  an  operator  cannot  be  found,  the  city  will  have  to 
operate  the  road,  and  my  belief  is  that  for  an  indefinite  time  it  will  be  operated 
At  a  loss. 

The  only  congestion  that  the  subway  will  relieve  exists  between  the  Long  Island 
railroad  station  and  Manhattan,  and  a  short  subway,  about  one  and  one-half  miles 
in  length,  would  accomplish  this  instead  of  building  one  thirteen  and  one-half  miles 
long.  The  Fifth  avenue  elevated  road  south  of  the  Long  Island  station  is  not  used 
to  more  than  one-third  of  its  present  capacity.  Third-tracking  that  road  would 
double  its  present  capacity,  making  it  possible  to  transport  six  times  the  people  that 
are  now  carried. 

South  Brooklyn  suffers  today  from  two  things:  (1)  Non-fulfillment  by  the  rail- 
road companies  of  their  franchise  obligations,  and  (2)  extreme  congestion  between 
the  Long  Island  railroad  depot  and  the  borough  of  Manhattan.  The  first  item  is 
capable  of  compulsory  remedy ;  a  short  subway  would  remedy  the  second  and  leave 
from  fifteen  millions  to  twenty-five  millions  to  construct  and  equip  other  subways  in 
the  downtown  district  and  lower  Manhattan  for  the  benefit  of  all  Brooklyn.  If 
$25,000,000  of  the  city's  money  goes  into  the  construction  of  the  Fourth  avenue 
aobway  and  fifteen  millions  more  into  Its  equipment,  I  fear  that  other  relief  now 
urgently  needed  for  the  benefit  of  all  Brooklyn  in  the  congested  districts  may  be 
indefinitely  postponed.  A  subway  terminating  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Long  Island 
railroad  station  could  be  used  by  express  trains  operated  on  the  Fifth  avenue  elevated 
road,  which  could  carry  the  identical  traffic  across  the  Manhattan  bridge  that  would 
be  carried  by  the  proposed  subway,  thus  doing  away  with  any  demand  for  elevated 
tracks  on  the  Flatbush  avenue  extension.  Later,  the  subway  could  be  extended  to 
Sooth  Brooklyn,  when  the  traffic  warrants  it. 

If  the  argument  is  that  a  municipal  subway  is  Justified  to  open  undeveloped 
sections  and  increase  assessed  valuations,  then  this  subway  should  run  In  some 
direction  that  now  has  no  rapid  transit,  like  Rugby  or  Eastern  parkway.  I  do 
not  believe  in  that  argiiment.  The  Fourth  avenue  subway  parallels  existing  rapid 
transit  lines,  and  along  New  Utrecht  avenue  it  runs  for  miles  underneath  the 
Rapid  Transit  railroad.  Grade  crossings  must  before  long  be  eliminated  on  New 
Utrecht  avenue,  which  will  mean  an  elevated  structure  probably  paid  for  to  the 
extent  of  one-half  by  the  city,  or  else  the  condemnation  at  enormous  figure  of  the 
property  and  franchise  now  owned  by  the  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  company. 

For  several  years  past,  my  opinion  has  been  that  the  solution  of  Brooklyn's 
traffic  problem  lies  in  the  expenditure  of  money  in  the  downtown.  East  river  and 
lower  Manhattan  districts,  and  that  this  region  should  be  attended  to  before 
running  subways  to  the  suburbs.  When  I  was  appointed  on  this  Commission  I  was» 
like  most  other  residents  of  Brooklyn,  loath  to  do  or  say  anything  that  might 
mean  the  loss  of  the  $26,000,000  dedicated  by  the  Board  of  Estimate  to  the  Fourth 
avenue  subway.  My  position  at  that  time  could  not  be  better  illustrated  than  by 
reminding  my  fellow  commissioners  that,  early  in  July.  I  spent  a  considerable  time 
in  pointing  out  the  geographical  features  of  Brooklyn  transit,  and  in  general 
strongly  advocated  the  desirability  of  the  Fourth  avenue  subway,  not  having  then 
made  a  special  study  of  the  relation  of  the  enterprise  to  the  Elsberg  Law  and  the 
contingency  of  not  finding  an  operator  under  that  law.  You  will  remember  that 
the  chairman  and  Commissioner  Mallbie  asked  me,  at  that  time,  to  look  more 
especially  Into  the  subject  of  the  operating  contract  under  the  EJslKTg  Law.  This 
I  proceeded  to  do,  with  the  result  that  I  found  myself  unable  longer  to  favor  the 
entire  Fourth  avenue  subway  under  existing  law,  and  of  course  I  could  not  act  oni> 
way  and  believe  another." 
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Commissioner  Maltbie  — "  I  wish  to  file  the  following  memorandum : 

Mr.  Chairman,  It  is  with  great  regret  that  I  feel  compelled  to  vote  against  the 
majority  of  the  Commission  upon  this  resolution,  and  particularly  because  I  realize 
with  what  care  and  thoroughness  you  have  considered  every  phase  of  the  question. 
But  the  facts  have  convinced  me  that  it  would  be  unwise  to  proceed  at  present  with 
the  construction  of  the  Fourth  avenue  and  Bensonhurst  subway,  and  I  must,  there- 
fore, vote  in  the  negative.  In  my  opinion,  the  city  of  New  York  as  a  whole,  and 
Brooklyn  particularly,  would  be  benefited  to  a  far  greater  degree  by  the  constructiOQ 
of  subways  in  the  already  congested  portion  of  Manhattan  and  Brooklyn  than  by 
the  construction  of  a  line  which,  in  the  main,  will  run  through  an  undeveloped  and 
sparsely  settled  area,  and  which  will  benefit  only  a  small  part  of  Brooklyn. 

I  do  not  wish  to  be  understood  as  favoring  the  revocation  of  the  route,  for  lliie« 
must  be  projected  into  undeveloped  suburbs,  but  it  does  seem  unwise  at  this  time  to 
begin  the  expensive  construction  of  a  subway  so  largely  in  an  undeveloped  district, 
when  there  are  other  areas  already  densely  populated  and  already  far  more  in 
need  of  rapid  transit  than  the  southwestern  part  of  Brookljm. 

Further,  this  district  has  been  provided  with  transportation  facilities  to  a 
degree,  and  with  the  improvements  which  this  Commission  could  order,  they  would 
be  more  nearly  adequate  than  those  in  other  sections  of  Brooklyn,  Manhattan,  and 
the  Bronx. 

However,  if  it  were  financially  possible  to  proceed  simultaneously  with  subways  In 
other  parts  of  the  city  where  there  is 'greater  need,  the  objections  to  the  Immediate 
construction  of  the  Fourth  avenue  subway  would  be  less  serious.  But  the  Comp- 
troller has  asserted  that  there  is  no  more  money  available  for  subway  construction, 
which  means  that  if  the  sum  of  $25,000,000  or  thereabouts  is  used  upon  the  Fourth 
avenue  subway,  the  rest  of  Greater  New  York  must  wait  for  relief  until  the  assessed 
value  of  property  increases  or  the  constitutional  provisions  regarding  the  debt  limit 
are  amended. 

There  is  still  another  point  of  view.  It  has  generally  been  admitted  by  those  who 
favor  the  immediate  construction  of  the  Fourth  avenue  subway  that  no  bids  would 
be  received  if  a  contract  for  construction  equipment  and  operation  were  advertised. 
It  is  also  maintained  that  the  subway  will  not  be  self-sustaining  for  a  considerable 
period  of  time.  If  this  is  true,  and  those  who  have  favored  the  subway  have  pre- 
sented no  tangible  evidence  to  this  Commission  or  its  predecessor  to  prove  it  is 
false,  the' city  will  be  in  the  position  of  having  constructed  a  deficit-producing  sub- 
way, when  it  is  generally  conceded  that  subways  in  other  parts  of  the  city  would  be 
self-supporting  from  the  start.  Then,  too,  if  the  city  does  not  find  a  company 
willing  to  equip  and  operate  the  subway  when  built,  the  city  itself  must  equips 
and  this  will  require  an  additional  outlay  of  approximately  $15,000,000,  which  may 
still  further  delay  the  construction  of  subways  in  other  parts  of  the  city. 

But  assume  that  the  residents  of  Brooklyn  are  entitled  to  an  expenditure  of 
$25,000,000  for  the  relief  of  their  transit  congestion,  where  could  this  sum  be  spent 
most  advantageously?  The  Fourth  avenue  subway,  at  least  that  portion  of  it  be- 
yond Flatbush  avenue,  will  not  greatly  relieve  congestion,  for  there  is  little  con- 
gestion beyond  Flatbush  avenue  which  could  not  be  relieved  by  the  present  facilities 
when  Improved ;  and  the  main  argument  in  favor  of  the  proposed  subway  is  that  it 
will  build  up  a  traffic  of  its  own.  If  this  is  true,  the  line  will  aiford  practically 
no  relief  to  the  congestion  in  the  central  portion  of  Brooklyn  or  on  the  Brooklyn 
Bridge,  and  the  vast  majority  of  the  residents  of  Brooklyn  —  those  who  do  not 
live  In  the  Fourth  avenue  and  Bensonhurst  district  —  will  receive  practically  no 
benefit  from  the  construction  of  this  route.  Hence,  far  greater  relief  would  be 
obtained  for  Brooklyn  as  a  whole  If  a  portion,  at  least,  of  the  funds  now  avail- 
able were  spent  upon  additional  lines  in  the  centre  of  Brooklyn  and  the  lower 
portion  of  Manhattan  to  relieve  the  present  crush  at  the  Manhattan  terminal  of 
the  Brooklyn  Bridge  and  to  carry  those  residing  in  Brooklyn  from  their  houses  to 
their  ofllces  without  a  long  walk  from  the  bridge  to  their  offices,  70  per  cent,  of 
which  are  located  south  and  west  of  the  bridge  terminal. 

In  the  opinion  of  many,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  question  of  the  advisability  of  letting 
these  contracts  for  construction  oniy  had  been  settled  by  our  predecessor,  the 
Rapid  Transit  Commission,  and  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment  prior 
to  July  1st,  when  we  took  office.     It  is  also  held  that  If  a  mistake  has  been  made 
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the  Public  Serrlce  Commission  is  entirely  relieved  from  nny  responsibility.  A  brief 
rteum^  will  show  to  what  extent  these  statements  are  true: 

On  October  11.  1006,  the  Rapid  Transit  Commission  sent  a  communication  to  the 
Board  of  Estimate  suggesting  to  the  Board  that  alternate  bids  be  invited  for  a 
number  of  rapid  transit  lines  which  had  previously  been  approved  by  the  various 
authorities ;  one  set  of  bids  for  construction,  equipment  and  operation  combined ; 
and  another  set  for  construction  alone. 

The  Board  of  Estimate  adopted  this  suggestion  upon  December  7th,  and  made  it 
valid  so  far  as  the  following  seven  lines  were  concerned : 

1.  The  Seventh  and  Eighth  avenue  route. 

2.  The  Lexington  avenue  route. 

3.  The  Third  avenue  route. 

4.  The  Jerome  avenue  route. 

5.  The  Fourth  avenue  and  Bensonhurst  route. 

6.  The  Tri-Borough  route  (so-called). 

7.  West  Farms  and  White  Plains  route. 

The  Rapid  Transit  Commission  decided  to  proceed  first  with  the  Lexington 
avenue  route,  the  Seventh  and  Eighth  avenue  route,  and  the  Jerome  avenue  route, 
apparently  believing,  as  the  public  did  generally,  that  these  were  the  routes  which 
would  be  of  the  greatest  benefit  to  the  city  and  which  were  most  urgently  needed* 
as  they  would  relieve  areas  of  great  congestion. 

The  contracts  were  prepared  and  alternate  bids  were  invited,  but  no  bids  of  any 
nature  were  received,  not  even  for  the  construction  of  a  single  section. 

The  natural  course  to  have  been  adopted  then,  It  would  seem,  because  of  obvious 
defects  in  the  plan  of  alternate  bidding,  especially  in  this  instance,  was  for  the 
Board  of  Estimate  to  authorize  the  advertising  of  contracts  for  the  same  lines  for 
construction  alone,  and  this  had  been  done  successfully  in  the  case  of  the  bridge 
loop  subway  in  Centre  street.  But  this  was  not  done,  and  the  Rapid  Transit 
Commission  did  not  suggest  that  it  should  be  done,  although  upon  May  31st  the 
Commission  did  adopt  a  resolution  requesting  the  Board  of  Estimate  to  rescind 
its  resolution  of  *  December  7th  (authorizing  alternative  bidding),  and  to  empower 
the  Commission  to  let  contracts  for  construction  alone  upon  the  Fourth  avenue  and 
Bensonhurst  route.  This  suggestion  the  Board  of  Estimate  approved  upon  June  4, 
1907,  and  upon  June  27th  the  Rapid  Transit  Commission  passed  a  resolution  fixing 
the  last  Thursday  of  July  as  the  date  for  ;he  hearing  upon  the  form  of  the  con- 
tract. 

These  facts  show  that  the  Rapid  Transit  Commission  did  not  attempt  to  go 
further  with  the  lines  considered  most  important  and  indeed  could  not  have  gone 
any  further  until  a  resolution  authorizing  the  Commission  to  do  so  had  been  passed 
by  the  Board  of  Estimate.  But  it  was  possible  for  the  Rapid  Transit  Commission 
to  have  requested  the  Board  of  Estimate  to  pass  a  resolution  permitting  the  adver« 
tlslng  of  contracts  for  construction  alone  in  small  sections,  if  it  had  been  considered 
wise.  But  instead,  the  Rapid  Transit  Commission  requested  the  Board  of  Esti- 
mate to  rescind  its  previous  action  upon  the  Fourth  avenue  route  and  to  authorize 
the  letting  of  contracts  for  the  construction  alone,  which  was  done. 

If  the  case  is  to  be  considered  as  having  been  closed  by  this  action,  the  Public 
Service  Commission  is  already  obligated  to  proceed  with  the  advertising  and  letting 
of  the  contract  regardless  of  the  merits  of  the  route  over  all  others.  But  I  cannot 
believe  that  the  Rapid  Transit  Commission  intended  to  take  such  an  important  and 
irrerocable  step  within  one  month  from  the  expiration  of  their  term  of  office.  In 
my  opinion,  I  hey  merely  wished  to  progress  matters  as  rapidly  as  possible,  and 
leave  the  question  to  be  threshed  out  upon  its  merits,  recognizing  that  this  Com- 
mission has  the  right  at  any  time  to  ask  the  Board  of  Estimate  to  rescind  its 
previous  action  and  authorize  a  different  form  of  contract. 

In  conclusion,  therefore,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  forced  reluctantly  to  vote  against 
this  resolution,  because  1  believe  that  there  are  other  routes  which  would  benefit 
the  city  to  a  far  greater  degree  and  which  ought  to  have  the  preference  in  view  of 
financial  conditions,  and  because  I  do  not  believe  that  it  is  incumbent  upon  us  to 
proceed  at  once  under  the .  resolutions  now  In  force,  at  least  not  until  the  Board 
of  Estimate  has  been  requested  to  allow  the  advertising  of  contracts  for  construe- 
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tion  alone  for  small  sections  of  these  subways  which  admittedly  would  be  of  greater 
service  to  ths  whole  city  in  relieving  the  traffic  congestion  which  now  exists  than 
the  Fourth  avenue  subway. 

I  vote  no." 

Commissioner  Eustls  — "  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  not  prepared  any  written  state- 
ment in  explaining  my  vote.  I  simply  wish  to  say  if  this  was  a  new  proposition 
being  considered  for  the  first  time,  the  statements  made*  by  Commissioners  Maltbie 
and  Bassett  would  be  controlling  with  me,  for  I  consider  they  have  great  bearing. 

Or,  if  this  so-called  Fourth  avenue  route  stood  alone  by  itself  and  was  to  be 
construed  without  any  connection  with  any  other  line,  I  should  also  feel  con- 
strained to  vote  against  it.  But,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  this  line  is  a  part,  or  « 
link,  of  what  has  been  called  the  Tri-Borough  route,  running  from  near  the 
Atlantic  ocean  to  Pelham  bay  park  in  the  Bronx,  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  consider  it 
in  that  connection,  and  if  I  felt  by  voting  against  the  construction  of  this  route, 
that  the  money  that  has  been  granted  for  the  construction  of  it,  could  be  obtained 
for  any  other  section  of  the  Tri-Borough  route,  I  would  then  be  constrained  to  vote 
against  it,  because  I  believe  that  if  the  Manhattan  or  main  route  had  been  first 
constructed,  it  would  have  been  a  paying  route  from  the  start,  for  everybody  knows 
a  subway  on  Manhattan  Island  would  not  have  to  look  for  passengers  at  any  time 
of  the  day.  But  I  have  not  the  chance,  nor  has  this  Commission,  of  saying  where 
we  shall  begin  the  Tri-Borough  route.  Our  predecessors  appropriated  this  money 
for  one  end  of  it  and  not  for  the  middle,  and  I  believe  if  we  apply  the  money  now 
to  the  Brooklyn  end  of  that  route  and  urge  and  strive  for  the  means  to  construct 
the  Manhattan  and  then  the  Bronx  part  of  it,  it  will  not  be  very  long  that  that 
route  will  be  considered  a  non-paying  one,  and  for  that  reason  I  vote  aye." 

October  2,  1907. 

The  Chairman  announced  the  resolution  as  carried. 


Section  9-0-5  of  Loop  Lines. 

•(Pipe  galleries  should  not  be  omitted.] 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  October  2,   1907.) 

COMMISSIONEB    EUSTIS  : 

Your  committee,  to  whom  was  referred  the  recommendation  of  George  S.  ftice, 
engineer,  dated  August  7,  1907,  recommending  the  discontinuance  of  the  pipe  gal- 
leries In  the  contract  for  the  construction  of  section  9-0-5  of  the  so-called  "  bridge 
loop,"  being  that  part  of  the  subway  in  Delancey  street,  begs  to  make  the  following 
report : 

After  examination  of  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  conferring  with  the  en- 
gineer and  also  with  various  members  of  the  Commission,  while  at  first  It  would 
seem  that  the  recommendation  of  the  engineer  had  merit,  in  that  the  galleries  on 
this  section  of  the  subway  would  not  be  used  to  any  very  great  extent.  It  does 
appear  that  some  of  the  pipes  along  this  section  of  the  subway  could  be  put  in  the 
pipe  galleries,  and  that  to  leave  out  this  section  would  break  the  continuity  of  the 
galleries  extending  from  the  Brooklyn  bridge  to  Williamsburg  bridge,  and,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  city  owns  the  bridges  and  will  own  the  subway  and  the 
galleries,  it  would  seem  to  be  noor  Judgment  at  this  time  to  leave  such  a  break 
In  the  galleries,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  the  galleries  at  the  contract  price 
can  be  constructed  now  at  far  less  cost  than  they  could  be  supplied  hereafter;  there- 
fore, your  committee  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  galleries  should  not  be  omitted  from 
this  section  of  the  contract,  and  that  the  recommendation  of  the  engineer  relating 
to  the  same  should  be  disapproved,  and  submits  for  adoption  the  following  reso* 
lutlon : 

Resolved,  That  the  recommendation  of  the  chief  engineer,  dated  August  7,  1907, 
that  the  plans  and  contract  for  Section  9-0-5  of  the  '*  bridge  loop  "  be  modified  by 
omitting  from  said  plans  and  contract  the  pipe  gallories.  be  not  approved. 

The  resolution  was  adopted. 
*  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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Rapid    Transit   Subway   Construction    Company. —  Clearing    up 
streets  in  Brooklyn. 

Report  of  Committee. 
(Adopted  August  23,  1907.) 
The  street  surfaco  work  connected  with  the  Brooklyn  subway,  from  Fulton  street 
«t  Borough  Hall  station  through  Flatbush  avenue  to  the  Long  Island  station,  re- 
ferred to  this  committee,  was  begun*  on  Wednesday,  July  18th.  At  that  time, 
although  the  subway  for  almost  the  entire  distance  of  Fulton  street  was  completed 
and  considerable  progress  had  been  made  In  paving  and  finishing  the  surface,  the 
following  objectionable   features   remained : 

1.  In  front  of  the  Ilall  of  Records  on  Fulton  street  large  piles  of  material  had 
accumulated  and  the  sidewalk  was  in  bad  condition.  At  the  Intersection  of  Wll- 
longhby  and  Fulton  streets  several  large  openings  existed  which  were  In  the  way 
of  traffic,  and  almost  all  of  the  street  at  this  point  was  planked  over  and  had  not 
been  back  filled. 

2.  Between  Court  street  and  Smith  street  large  piles  of  paving  stones  and  other 
material  Impeded  traffic. 

3.  The  Smith  street  crossing  was  In  bad  shape  owing  to  the  work  of  the  Coney 
Island  and  Brooklyn  railroad. 

4.  At  Doyt  street  station  large  clumsy  bridges  encumbered  the  sidewalks  on 
both  sides  of  Hoyt  street.  Part  of  the  sidewalk  between  Hoyt  street  and  Elm  place 
was  not  paved,  most  of  the  street  remained  planked  over  and  had  not  been  back 
filled.  On  the  north  side  of  the  street  another  bridge  encumbered  the  sidewalk  and 
Duffleld  street  was  full  of  material. 

5.  At  Intersection  of  Gold  street  and  DeKalb  avenue  a  large  space  still  remained 
planked  over  and  had  not  been  back  filled,  by  reason  of  misunderstandings  between 
the  subway  contractors  and  the  railway  companies.  The  DeKalb  avenue  shaft  was 
also  located  at  this  Intersection  and  will  remain,  owing  to  the  siding  at  this  point, 
and  was  planned  to  take  care  of  the  Flatbush  avenue  excavating. 

6.  At  Bond  street  a  large  opening  existed,  running  for  some  distance  up  the 
street,  which  was  held  open  on  account  of  the  Edison  Company's  work. 

7.  Approaching  Hanover  place  the  work  was  In  bad  condition,  sidewalks  and 
vaults  being  uncompleted  and  littered  with  material  and  the  street  being  unpaved 
and  In  most  places  planked  over.  Hanover  place  was  encumbered  with  old  building 
material,  some  of  which  the  property  owners  claimed  had  been  there  for  months, 
and  although  the  subway  was  roofed  over  for  200  feet  east  of  Hanover  place,  no 
finishing  had  been  attempted  whatsoever. 

8.  From  Nevlns  street  to  State  street  the  entire  length  of  Flatbush  avenue  was 
given  over  to  the  subway  contractors.  Including  the  adjacent  side  streets,  and 
only  the  minimum  allowable  space  was  given  to  traffic  and  to  property  owners. 

9.  At  the  Long  Island  station  excavating  had  just  begun,  so  that  conditions  at 
this  point  were  not  serious. 

10.  Our  first  effort  was  to  give  Immediate  relief  to  Fulton  street  from  Borough 
Hall  station  to  Hanover  place  by  compelling  the  contractors  and  various  corpo- 
rations to  agree  on  minor  points  causing  delays,  by  forcing  completion  of  many 
small  Items  of  work  that  were  keeping  large  portions  of  the  street  Impassable,  and 
by  causing  the  contractors  to  clear  up  useless  materials  and  reset  the  pavements 
over  the  whole.  This  work  was  completed  by  August  6th.  The  paving  as  now 
relald  Is  not  In  perfect  condition  and  should  be  Improved. 

A  careful  observation  of  that  portion  of  the  subway  which  yet  remains  to  be 
completed  clearly  shows  that  a  similar  clean Ing-up  process  can  be  carried  on  at 
Flatbush  avenue,  from  a  point  100  feet  south  of  the  Intersection  of  Nevlns  street  to 
the  end  of  State  street,  and  while  this  work  cannot  be  done  with  the  rapidity  of 
the  Fulton  street  work,  there  Is  no  reason  why  by  October  1st  this  section  cannot 
be  put  into  exactly  the  condition  of  Fulton  street  at  the  present  time. 

This  will  afford  a  great  deal  of  relief,  both  to  upbound  department  store  traffic 
through  Livingston  street  and  Schermerhorn  street,  and  also  to  the  property  owners 
in  the  immediate  neighborhood,  who  have  suffered  more  and  longer  than  any  others 
along  the  subway. 
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This  work  should  be  immediately  pushed  with  the  following  aims  in  view : 

Complete  opening  up  of  Nevlns  street  to  through  traffic  direct  to  Fulton  street; 
the  opening  up  of  Livingston  street  through  to  Lafayette  avenue  and  the  absolute 
completion  of  the  new  trolley  lines  through  these  streets  at  not  later  than  Septem- 
ber 25th,  the  paving  over  the  sidewalks  and  streets  of  Flatbush  avenue  for  the 
entire  distance,  and  removal  therefrom  of  all  building  materials,  as  also  from  th& 
adjoining  side  streets. 

After  careful  study  of  all  the  conditions  which  govern  the  completion  of  this 
work,  including  the  completion  of  the  subway  proper,  the  work  of  the  sewer  and 
water  departments,  and  of  the  telephone,  gas  and  electric  light  companies,  we  are 
confident  that  there  is  no  reason  why  this  work  cannot  be  accomplished.  It  also 
seems  necessary  to  open  up  Nevins  street  immediately  on  account  of  the  narrowness 
of  the  thoroughfare,  but  the  contractors  should  be  allowed  to  use  the  other  side 
streets  until  October  1  in  order  that  they  will  have  no  obstruction  to  the  rapid 
completion  of  the  work ;  providing,  however,  that  a  free  passageway  for  teams 
should  always  be  open. 

The  cleaning  up  of  Fulton  street,  which  to-day  is  practically  accomplished, 
followed  by  the  cleaning  up  of  Flatbush  avenue  in  the  section  mentioned  by  Octo- 
ber 1,  will  leave  but  two  sections,  namely,  the  intersection  of  Cnatbush  avenue 
and  Fulton  street  and  the  Long  Island  station,  to  be  completed.  At  F*latbu8h 
avenue  and  Fulton  street,  owing  to  the  great  difficulty  of  the  work,  the  delay  will 
be  longest,  find  the  work  at  the  Long  Island  station,  owing  to  its  rather  open 
location,  will  not  afPord  serious  inconvenience ;  and  both  of  these  points  are  well 
taken  care  of  by  the  work  of  the  contractors  and  the  engineers  and  are  being 
pushed  with  consistent  vigor. 

We  submit  with  the  report  a  number  of  proposed  resolutions  to  advance  the 
work  of  clearing  up  Flatbush  avenue. 

Dated,  New  York,  August  22,  1907. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

(Signed)  E.  M.  BASSETT, 

WILLIAM  McCARROLL. 

Commissioner  Bassett  presented  the  following  resolution: 

Resolved,  That  the  Rapid  Transit  Subway  Construction  Company  be  required  to 
remove  all  material  from  Nevins  street  at  once  and  allow  that  street  to  be  kept 
entirely  open  for  traffic,  and  that  a  direct  passageway  from  Nevins  street  to  Fulton 
street  wide  enough  to  permit  two  trucks  to  pass  each  other  shall  immediately  be 
planked  over  and  kept  open ; 

And  further.  That  the  said  company  be  required  to  forthwith  remove  the  boiler 
plant  from  the  middle  of  Livingston  street  to  some  point  preferably  to  the  south 
and  out  of  the  way  of  the  proposed  new  Livingston  street  surface  line ; 

And,  further.  That  the  said  company  be  required  to  complete  on  or  before  Octo- 
ber 1,  1907,  the  work  upon  the  surface  of  Flatbush  avenue  from  a  point  approxi- 
mately 100  feet  south  of  Nevins  street  to  State  street;  that  all  back  fllling. 
sidewalks,  curbs  and  street  paving  be  completed  by  that  date  with  the  exception  of 
the  shafts  at  Livingston  street  and  Lafayette  avenue,  which  are  to  be  neatly  en- 
closed, and  a  ventilating  opening  at  Lafayette  avenue,  the  work  upon  which  is 
confined  to  a  smaller  space; 

And  further,  That  said  company  be  required  to  employ  night  shifts  of  workmen, 
if  necessary  so  to  do,  to  complete  this  work  by  October  1,  1907; 

And  further,  That  after  October  1,  1907,  all  material  of  any  sort  shall  be  removed 
from  Flatbush  avenue  from  a  point  approximately  100  feet  from  Nevins  street 
(except  that  the  space  at  Journeay  &  Bumham's  former  store  may  be  used  as  long 
as  that  is  vacant),  and  also  the  following  side  streets:  Livingston  street.  Third 
avenue  Schermerhorn  street,  I^fayette  avenue,  Rockwell  place,  and  that  these 
streets  shall  be  and  remain  entirely  clear  as  to  sidewalks,  car  tracks  and  pavements. 

•Commissioner  Bassett  here  stated  that  the  Commission  had  power  to  enforce 
this  clearing-up  process  and  tliat  the  only  probable  cost  to  the  Commission 
would  be  in  the  renioval  of  the  boiler  plant. 

George  S.  Rice  stated  that  whon  the  contractor  commenced  on  that  work  he 
Fubmitteil  a  plan  and   >eciiro(l  a   permit  to  put  his  plant  where  it  is  in  the 

street.  ,      ^  ... 

Commissioner  Bassett  stated  that  the  street  is  under  the  Commission  s  con- 
tiol,  and  now  that  Livingston  street  has  been  widened  the  plant  stands  exactly 
where  the  new  trolley  tracks  are  to  be  laid,  and  this  resolution  is  virtually  a 
command  to  a  contractor  of  ours  to  do  certain  work. 

Tlie  resolution  was  adopted  August  23,  1907. 
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Commissioner  Bassett  then  presented  the  following  resolutions: 

Retolved,  That  the  Nassau  Electric  Railway  Company  be  required  to  complete 
all  of  its  work  on  the  new  Livingston  street-Lafayette  avenue  surface  line,  includ- 
ing the  laying  of  tracks,  erecting  of  poles  or  stringing  of  wires,  and  the  relaying 
of  all  street  pavement  from  a  point  approximately  200  feet  from  Flatbush  avenue 
on  Livingston  street  through  Flatbush  avenue  and  to  a  point  approximately  200 
feet  from  Flatbush  avenue  on  Lafayette  avenue,  on  or  before  September  25,  1^07. 

The  resolution  was  adopted  August  23,  1907. 

Resolved,  That  no  street  openings  of  any  sort  shall,  while  subway  construction 
is  going  on,  be  made  in  Fulton  street  or  I<latbush  avenue,  after  the  pavement  is 
once  reset  over  the  subway,  without  a  special  permit  from  this  Commission. 

The  resolution  was  adopted  August  23,  1907. 


Condemnation   Proceedings  under  the    Rapid  Transit  Act. 

*r  Condemnation  proceedings  under  the  Rapid  Transit  Act  are  unduly  expensive. 
The  Commission  is  obliged  to  pay  fees  and  expenses  of  commissioners  after  they 
have  been  taxed  by  the  court.] 

The  following  reports  were  made  and  discussions  had  concerning  expenses 
of  condemnation  proceedings.    - 

Commissioner  Bassett  presented  the  following  reporfc,  which,  on  motion,  duly 
seconded,  was  adopted: 

On  the  occasion  of  the  presentation  of  the  bill  of  Mortimer  K.  Flagg  for  $100  for 
the  month  of  July,  1907,  for  services  as  clerk  to  the  condemnation  commission 
appointed  to  appraise  easements  taken  for  rapid  transit  work  along  Southern 
boulevard  and  Boston  road,  The  Bronx,  the  entire  subject  of  condemnation  under 
the  Rapid  Transit  Act  was  referred  to  me,  as  a  committee  of  one,  for  investigation 
and  report.  Since  that  time  I  have  conferred  with  a  large  number  of  officials, 
•ome  in  our  office,  some  in  the  corporation  counsel's  office  and  some  in  the  office 
of  the  comptroller. 

Condemnations  initiated  by  the  Public  Service  Commission,  as  successors  to  the 
Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners,  are  governed  by  paragraph  40  of 
the  Rapid  Transit  Act  and  subsequent  sections.  This  Board  is  directed  to  prepare 
maps  and  certify  them  to  the  corporation  counsel,  whereupon  the  corporation  counsel 
applies  to  the  Supreme  Court  for  the  appointment  of  a  commission,  usually  sug- 
gesting one  name. 

The  law  provides  that  the  Commissioners  shall  receive  as  compensation  the  sum 
of  $10  per  day  for  each  day  actually  employed,  and  they  may  employ  the  necessary 
clerks,  stenographers  and  surveyors.  The  charter  provisions  governing  condemna- 
tion of  streets,  parks  and  sites  for  public  buildings  do  not  apply  in  any  degree  to 
rapid  transit  condemnations. 

A  custom  has  grown  up  whereby  commissions  to  condemn  property  under  the 
Rapid  Transit  Law  take  advantage  of  the  latter  provision  to  appoint  a  clerk  to  the 
Commission  at  $100  per  month.  While  it  is  possible  that  in  large  and  intricate 
proceedings  this  may  be  desirable,  it  still  remains  the  fact  that  in  ordinary  cases 
the  amount  of  work  does  not  demand  any  such  expenditure.  It  is  customary  for 
the  Commissioners  to  pass  a  resolution  employing  a  certain  clerk  and  fixing  his 
salary  at  $100  per  month.  It  should  be  noticed  that  the  law  gives  the  Commis- 
sioners no  power  to  fix  the  salary ;  but  a  later  provision  states  that  all  such 
expense  must  be  taxed  by  the  court  after  notice  to  the  corporation  counsel  and 
paid  by  the  Rapid  Transit  Board.  Therefore,  when  the  bills  of  such  condemna- 
tion commissions  are  taxed  by  the  court,  whether  for  this  or  any  other  lawful 
purpose,  it  becomes  obligatory  upon  the  Public  Service  Commission  to  pay  them. 
Our  only  method  of  bringing  the  matter  up  would  be  to  request  the  corporation 
counsel  to  oppose  such  items. 

There  are  two  condenmations  now  proceeding  wherein  such  clerks  are  employed ; 
one  which  has  been  working  about  three  years  on  the  easements  along  Joralemon 
and  other  streets,  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn  (in  this  proceeding  George  N.  Young 
has  been,  and  is,  acting  as  clerk  at  $100  per  month)  ;  the  other  is  the  proceeding 
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in  The  Bronx,  wherein  Mr.  Elagg  is  clerk.  Both  of  these  proceedings  are  intricate 
and  Involve  a  very  large  number  of  parcels,  and  would  justify  the  employment  of 
clerks  if  such  employment  were  ever  Justifiable. 

In  some  months  there  are  numerous  meetings  and  considerable  work  for  the 
clerk  to  do  between  meetings ;  in  others,  and  during  the  summer  months,  there  ie 
practically  no  work,  but  the  pay  continues.  It  should  be  remembered,  however, 
that  a  single  clerk  should  cover  the  entire  proceeding,  and  that  it  would  be  difficult 
to  put  his  pay  on  a  per  diem  basis. 

The  Finance  Department,  in  order  to  save  expense  on  such  condemnations  other 
than  street  openings,  which  are  in  a  large  bureau  under  J.  P.  Dunn,  organized 
a  distinct  bureau,  called  the  Commissioners  of  Estimate  and  Appraisal,  having  offices 
at  No.  257  Broadway,  Manhattan,  and  occupying  a  position,  to  some  extent,  inter- 
mediate between  the  comptroller  and  corporation  counsel.  This  bureau,  now  under 
the  charge  of  Joseph  M.  Schenck,  attends  to  the  clerical  work  for  the  various 
commissions  appointed  on  school  sites,  docks,  etc.  Several  minor  condemnation 
proceedings  under  the  Rapid  Transit  Act  have  also  been  attended  to  by  this  bureau 
without  outside  assistance.  This  bureau  makes  a  pro  rata  charge  against  the 
various  boards  for  which  It  works,  but  thus  far  has  made  the  expense  materially 
less  than  If  each  commission  had  continued  to  employ  its  own  clerical  assistants. 

It  is  clearly  In  the  Interest  of  economy  to  use  this  newly  organized  bureau 
wherever  possible,  although  the  absolute  power  of  the  condemnation  commissions 
appointed  under  the  Rapid  Transit  Act  to  select  their  own  clerical  help  must  be 
recognized.  To  this  end  I  have  had  a  conference  with  Joel  Squler,  Esq.,  assistant 
corporation  counsel  in  charge  of  rapid  transit  condemnations,  and  he  has  agreed 
that  so  far  as  he  is  able  he  will  see  that  no  more  special  clerks  are  appointed, 
and  that  in  general  the  new  bureau  shall  be  used  to  the  utmost  possible  advantage. 
I  think  that,  with  the  co-operation  of  the  corporation  counsel  and  our  counsel, 
and  an  oral  interview  with  the  various  commissioners  as  soon  as  appointed  by 
the  court,  this  can  be  accomplished.  It  does  not  seem  advisable  to  me  that  we 
should  formally  request  the  corporation  counsel  to  protest  against  the  bills  of 
Messrs.  Young  and  Flagg. 

The  duty  of  favoring  or  protesting  against  these  and  other  similar  hills  rests 
with  the  corporation  counsel,  and  while  It  would  certainly  be  our  privilege  to  pro- 
test against  any  flagrant  charges,  I  do  not  consider  that  It  would  be  wise  to  mak-s 
these  specific  items  the  subject  of  protest  at  this  time.  I  believe  that  we  can 
accomplish  more  by  co-operation  with   the  corporation  counsel  along  this  line. 

The  Brooklyn  commission  referred  to  has  now  been  sitting  more  than  three  years, 
and,  although  it  should  be  recognized  that  this  work  has  been  enormous.  It  would 
seem  entirely  proper  that  we  should  communicate  with  the  corporation  counsel 
urging  that  this  work  shall  be  completed  and  final  report  filed  at  the  earliest 
possible  date.     To  this  end  I  recommend  the  passage  of  the  annexed  resolution. 

The  city  charter  has  recently  been  substantially  amended  with  a  view  of  hastening 
street  and  park  condemnations  and  lessoning  expense.  Provision  has  been  made 
that  $5  Instead  of  $10  shall  be  the  compensation  for  each  commissioner  in  sessions 
lasting  less  than  half  an  hour ;  a  limit  of  time  has  been  placed  upon  proceedings, 
and  the  power  of  the  commissions  to  select  clerks  has  been  taken  away.  •  The 
provisions  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Act  giving  unnecessary  powers  to  the  commissioners, 
such  as  employing  clerks  and  surveyors,  etc.,  is  now  unique,  and,  as  far  as  I  know, 
does  not  apply  to  other  condemnations  in  this  city.  It  will  be  well.  In  my  opinion, 
to  see  that  an  amendment  to  the  Rapid  Transit  Act  in  this  respect  is  submitted 
at  the  next  session  of  the  Legislature. 

Dated,  September  24,  1907. 

Commissioner  Maltbie  —  "I  have  three  bills  hero  for  stenographic  services,  in 
connection  with  condemnation  prorooclins;s,  in  favor  of  C.  N.  Cronyn :  One  for 
$474  even:  one  for  $405.40,  and  one  for  $411  even.  In  each  case  I  consider  the 
charges  that  have  been  made  are  above  the  market  rate,  and  would  not  Justify 
payment  for  the  suras  In  the  amounts  called  for.  Those  bills  have  been  taxed  by 
the  court.  Payment  is  mandatory  upon  us,  and  regardless  of  the  fact  that  they 
are  high,  they  must  be  paid,  and  so.  In  view  of  these  facts,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  they  be  paid." 

Commissioner  Basset t  —  "I  should  like  to  express  my  concurrence  In  what  Mr. 
Maltbie   has   said,    and    to    state   further   that,    under   the    Rapid   Transit   Act,    the 
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condemnation  commissioners  are  expressly  given  the  power  of  choosing  their  own 
stenographers  and  clerics,  so   that  it  is  not  nt  all  in  the  power  of  this  Commis- 
sion, and  it  is  therefore  impossible  at  present  to  avoid  this  very  evident  payment 
in  increase  of  market  rates." 
November  8,  1907. 


Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company. —  Line  from  Manhattan 
•  Post  Office  to  Williamsburg  Plaza. 

*  [It  is  not  feasible  to  operate  a  surface  line  from  the  Manhattan  Post  Office  to 
WiUiamsburgh  Bridge  plaza.] 

Commissioner  Bassett  presented  the  following  report  on  the  proposed  surface 
line  from  the  Post  Office,  Manhattan,  to  the  Williamsburg  Bridge,  recommend- 
irg  that  at  the  present  time  such  a  line  was  not  advisable.  On  motion  the 
report  was  ordered  filed. 

The  purpose  of  this  inquiry  was  to  discover  whether  it  would  be  feasible  to 
operate  a  surface  line  from  Manhattan  Post  Office  to  the  Williamsburg  plaza,  for 
Che  purpose  of  deflecting  some  of  the  travel  from  the  Brooklyn  Bridge,  especially  in 
rash  hours. 

I  had  several  conferences  with  Oren  Root,  Jr.,  on  this  subject,  and  he  assented 
to  taking  the  cars  and  men  that  now  operate  between  the  Grand  Central  station 
and  Williamsburg  plaza,  and  placing  them  on  the  proposed  route.  I  have  made 
an  Investigation  into  the  number  of  persons  now  carried  by  the  route  runnlnii: 
from  the  Grand  Central  station,  and  also  Ihe  number  now  crossing  the  Brooklyn 
Bridge,  who  would  be  likely  to  use  the  proposed  line.  The  surface  congestion  is 
already  so  great  between  the  Manhattan  Post  Office  and  Delancey  street  that,  in 
my  opinion,  the  new  route  would  be  apt  to  do  as  much  harm  as  good.  It  would 
not  be  proper  to  stop  the  operation  of  the  line  from  the  Grand  Central  to  the 
Williamsburg  Bridge,  as  it  is  now  largely  used,  especially  in  rush  hours,  and  it  Is 
quite  possible  that  its  discontinuance  would  cause  some  of  the  persons  now  using 
it  to  go  south  to  the  Brooklyn  Bridge.  The  number  of  people  who  would  use  the 
proposed  line  is  shown  to  be  very  small. 

On  this  account,  I  report  that  for  the  present  it  Is  not  advisable  to  take  steps 
to  install  a  surface  route,  such  as  has  been  proposed. 

I  append  hereto  the  reports  from  the  inspectors*  department. 

October  23,  1907. 


New  York  Central  and   Hudson   River   Railroad   Company. — 
Increase  of  Rates. 

•(The  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  has  no  lurisdictlon  over 
rates  between  points  outside  the  district  and  points  within  the  districf  over  rail- 
roads other  than  street  railroads.] 

Commissioners  Bassett  and  Kiistis,  to  whom  were  referred  the  matter  of 
disposition  of  communications  as  to  the  increase  of  rates  on  the  Xew  York 
Central,  reported: 

The  question  Involved  is  whether  this  Commission  has  Jurisdiction  over  the 
question  of  rates  over  a  railroad  between  points  outside  of  this  district  to  a  point 
within  this  district.  This  seems  to  be  clearly  provided  for  in  section  5,  sub- 
division 6,  paragraph  2 : 

"All  Jurisdiction,  supervision,  powers  and  duties  under  this  Act  not  specially 
granted  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  First  District  shall  be  vested  in 
and  be  exercised  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Second  District,  including 
the  regulation  and  control  of  all  transportation  of  persons  or  property  and  the 
instrumentalities  connected  with  such  transportation  on  any  railroad  other  than  a 
street  railroad  from  a  point  within  either  district  to  a  point  within  the  other 
dirtrict," 
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By  section  5,  subdivision  3,  the  Commission  for  the  First  District  is  given  Juris- 
diction over  such  portions  of  the  lines  of  railroads  other  than  street  railroads  "  so 
far  as  concerns  the  construction,  maintenance,  equipment,  terminal  facilities  and 
local  transportation  facilities  and  looal  transportation  of  persons  or  property  within 
that  district." 

Under  these  provisions  it  is  clear  that  complaints  as  to  fares  between  points 
outside  of  this  district  and  points  within  this  district  over  railroads  other  than 
street  railroads  should  be  referred  to  the  Commission  for  the  Second  District 

(Signed)  EDWARD  M.  BASSETT, 

July  6.  1907.  JOHN  E.  BUSTIS. 


OPIXIOXS  OF  COUNSEL,  1907. 

Accidents — Reporting  —  Commissions    for   First   and   Second 
Districts  —  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  Sections  2, 

5   47- 

*        '  Opinion  or  Counsel. 

November  7,  1907. 
Tbavis    H.   Whitney,    Esq.,    Secretary,  Publio   Service   Commission   for   the  First 
District: 

Dear  Sir. —  I  have  before  me  a  letter  of  October  31,  1907,  from  William  J. 
Norton,  Acting  Secretary,  asking  for  an  opinion  on  the  question  as  to  which  Pub- 
lic Service  Commission  is  the  proper  recipient  of  reports  upon  accidents  happening 
outside  of  the  First  District  on  street  railroads  operating  in  both  districts. 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  under  the  Public  Service  Act  such  reports  should  be 
sent  to  the  Commission  for  the  Second  District,  as  suggested  by  Chairman  Stevens 
in  his  letter  of  October  28th  addressed  to  Chairman  Willcox. 

In  my  Judgment,  the  question  is  controlled  by  the  provisions  of  section  47  of 
the  act,  which  are  as  follows : 

"  Each  Commission  shall  investigate  the  cause  of  all  accidents  on  any  rail- 
road or   street  railroad  within   Its  district  which   may  result   in   loss   of   life 
or  injury   to  persons  or  property  and  which  in  its  Judgment  require  investi- 
gation.    Every  common  carrier     *     *     *     is  required  to  give  immediate  notice 
to   the   Commission   of   every   accident  happening  on   any  Une  -of  railroad  or 
street  railroad  owned,  operated,  controlled  or  leased  by  It  within  the  territory 
over  which  such  Commission  has  Jurisdiction  In  such  manner  as  the  Commission 
may  direct." 
I   am    inclined   to   the   opinion   that  the    references  to   the  district   In   the  first 
sentence    above   quoted   and   to   the   territory   in    the   second  sentence,   express   the 
same   idea,   namely,   that  the  obligation   to  give  notice  of  accidents  Imposed  upon 
the  common  carrier  and   to  investigate  the  cause  of  the   accidents  imposed  upon 
the  Commission  refers  to  the  same  accidents,  namely,  those  happening  within  the 
territory   of   the  First  District.     The  question   is  not  entirely  free  from  doubt.   In 
view  of  the  phraseology  of  subdivision  2  of  section  5  of  the  act.  but  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  provisions  of  section  47  govern. 

Very  truly  yours, 
(Signed)  ABEL  E.  BLACKMAR, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 


Reports  of  Accidents  Filed  with  the  Commission  Not  Open  to 
Inspection  —  Public    Service    Commissions  Law,  Section  47. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

September  10, 1907. 
Tlavi.s  H.  Whitney,  Esq.,  Sccret<iru,  Public  Service  Commi8sion  for  the  First 
District: 
De\rSir. —  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  September  9th,  transmitting  a  com- 
munication from  George  W.  Smyth,  inquiring  whether  reports  of  accidents  occurring 
on  the  street  railway  systems,  which  the  Commission  has  ordered  to  be  filed  by  the 
railroad  companies,  are  open  to  Inspection.  He  says  that  he  is  prompted  in  the 
inquiry  by  the  fact  that  he  Is  interested  as  attorney  for  the  plaintiff  in  an  action 
arising  from  such  an  accident. 

It  is  provided  by  section  47  that  such  notices  shall  not  be  admitted  as  evidence 
or  used  for  any  purpose  against  such  common  carrier,  railroad  corporation  or  street 
railroad  corporation  giving  such  notice  in  any  suit  or  action  for  damages  growing 
out  of  any  matter  mentioned  in  the  notice. 

I  am  therefore  of  the  opinion  that  the  notices  referred  to  In  Mr.  Smyth's  com- 
•munication  are  not  open  to  inspection  by  him. 

Very  truly  yours, 
(Signed)  ABEL  E.  BLACKMAR. 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 
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Acknowledgment  by  Corporations  of  the  Receipt  of  Certified 
Copies  of  Orders  of  the  Commission  —  Public  Service 
Commissions  Law,  Section  23. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

AuguHt  15, 1007. 

Public    Service    Commisgion   for    the    First    District,    Tbavis    H.    Whitnby,    Esq., 
Secretary: 

DBA.R  Sib. —  I  am  In  receipt  of  your  letter  of  August  12  inquiring  as  to  the  pro- 
▼laion  of  section  23  of  the  Public  Service  Commiseions  Law,  respecting  notice  of  cor- 
porations to  the  Commission  of  the  receipt  of  certified  copies  of  orders,  and  referring 
to  a  letter  of  William  Greenough,  said  to  be  an  attorney  for  the  New  York,  New 
Haven  and  Hartford  railroad. 

I  think  that  in  the  case  of  such  a  corporation,  the  notification  to  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  the  receipt  of  Its  oraer  given  by  the  corporation  to  which  it 
Is  addressed  must  be  signed  by  a  person  or  officer  duly  autnorized,  and  should 
be  acknowledged  by  him  In  the  form  prescribed  by  law  for  the  acknowledgment  of 
deeds  by  corporations  to  be  used  In  this  State.  I  think,  however,  that  the  provision 
for  acknowledgment  is  merely  directory,  and  that  a  communication  admitting  the 
receipt  of  an  order,  if  signed  by  the  president,  secretary  or  general  manager  of  the 
corporation,  may  be  accepted  by  you  without  acknowledgment.  If  you  wish  to  do 
so,  but  I  do  not  think  an  attorney  can  be  presumed  to  have  any  authority  to  admit 
receipt  of  such  orders  except,  perhaps,  after  proceedings  before  the  Commission 
have  been  instituted.  In  which  he  has  entered  formal  appearance,  and  that  In  his 
case  a  formal  acknowledgment  of  the  notification  should  be  required. 

It  will  not  be  proper  for  you  to  state  to  Mr.  Greenough  that  such  notification 
may  be  sent  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  by  mall.  It  Is  the  duty  of  the  rail- 
road company  to  give  the  notification  to  the  Commission  required  by  the  section 
of  the  law,  and  it  is  not  material  how  the  notice  is  transmitted,  provided  it  is  re- 
ceived, but  you  may  not  authorize  any  corporation  to  commit  its  required  notifica- 
tion to  the  risk  of  the  mails. 

Very  truly  yours, 
(Signed)  ,  ABEL  E.  BLACKMAR, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission, 


Electricity  Rates  —  Discrimination  —  Discontinuance  of  Ser- 
vice—  Transportation  Corporations  Law,  Sections  65,  66 
—  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  Section  72. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

September  13, 1907. 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District: 

GiNTLBMBN. —  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  communication  regarding  the  complaints 
made  by  the  Mutual  Inspection  and  Adjustment  Company  in  behalf  of  Henri 
Mooqoin  and  of  Messrs.  vogler  and  Vogler,  both  against  the  New  York  Edison 
Company.  The  first  of  these  complaints  refers  to  an  alleged  discrimination  in 
charges,  and  the  second  to  an  arbitrary  discontinuance  of  the  electric  light 
connection. 

It  seems  to  me  that  both  of  these  complaints  are  well  founded.  It  was  decided 
Id  the  case  of  Armour  Packing  Company  against  the  Kdison  Electric  Illuminating 
Company,  155  App.  Dlv.  51,  that  electric  lighting  companies  are  by  law  under 
an  obligation  to  furnish  service  without  discrimination  in  price  under  similar  dr- 
camstances  and  conditions.  In  that  case  the  plaintiff  sued  to  recover  payments 
made  to  the  defendant,  on  the  allegation  that  the  defendant  was  at  the  same 
time  and  under  similar  circumstances  and  conditions  furnishing  electricity  to 
others  at  a  less  rate,  and  upon  demurrer  the  court  upheld  the  sufficiency  of  the 
complaint. 

The  complaint  of  Messrs.  Vogler  and  Vogler  Is  also  well  founded.  In  Mr. 
Norton's  letter  to  Mr.  Whitney  accompanying  the  complaint,  he  suggests  that  a 
report  be  made  upon  the  following  fundamental  legal  points  involved  : 

**(a)  The  right  of  the  New  York  Edison  Company,  a  monopolistic  public  service 
corporation,  to  cancel  their  agreements  and  disconnect  service  on  thirty  days' 
notice,  if  a  customer  has  paid  all  bills  presented  in  full. 

"(b)  The  right  of  the  New  York  Edison  (^ompany  to  increase  Its  rates  to  cus- 
tomers after  contract  has  been  once  entered  into." 

Befcardlng  the  first  of  these  propositions.  I  would  report  that  In  my  opinion  an 
electrical  corporation  has  no  right  to  cancel  and  disconnect  service  arbitrarily, 
Qoless  the  customer  is  in  default  in  payment  of  bills  duly  reodorod. 

Section  65  of  chapter  566  of  the  Laws  of  1890,  known  as  chapter  10  of  the 
leneral  laws,  requires  that  gas  companies  and  electric  lighting  companies  furnish 
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services  on  demand  to  persons  who  apply  for  It  in  writing,  and  whose  premises  are 
within  one  hundred  feet  of  a  gas  main  or  electric  wire. 

Section  66  provides  that  the  lighting  companies  may  require  a  reasonable  deposit 
to  secure  the  payment  for  two  months'  service.  If  the  applicant  for  service  is 
willing  to  make  the  deposit,  and  makes  a  formal  demand,  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
lighting  company  to  make  the  connection  and  furnish  the  service ;  and  it  neces- 
sarily follows  that  such  a  company  is  without  right  to  disconnect  the  service 
arbitrarily.  It  seems  to  me  equally  plain  that  they  have  not  the  right  to  require 
a  yearly  contract  as  a  condition  for  making  the  service,  for  such  a  requirement  in 
many  Instances  would  practically  nullify  the  provisions  of  section  65  of  the  law 
above  referred  to 

I  am  also  of  the  opinion  that  the  New  York  Edison  Company  has  no  right  to 
increase  its  rates  to  customers  after  contract  has  once  been  entered  into.  The  law 
of  1905  established  a  maximum  of  10  cents  per  kilowatt  hour ;  but  even  if  the 
rate  established  had  been  an  absolute  one,  contracts  theretofore  legally  made  for 
a  less  rate  would  remain  binding  upon  the  company.  It  is  elementary  that  a  legis- 
lative act  cannot  impair  the  obligation  of  valid  contracts  already  made. 

In  both  of  these  cases  the  complainants  have  a  complete  remedy  in  the  courts. 
In  the  case  of  discrimination,  a  suit  may  be  brought  under  authority  of  the 
Armour  Packing  Company  case  above  cited,  to  recover  back  the  excess  paid.  In  the 
case  of  disconnection  of  service,  the  complainant  may  make  a  formal  written 
demand  for  the  connection,  and  If  tlie  company  refuses  to  furnish  service  he  may, 
under  the  authority  of  the  section  above  cited  recover  a  penalty  of  ten  dollars 
and  five  dollars  for  each  day  during  which  the  refusal  continues. 

I  now  consider  the  power  of  this  Commission  in  dealing  with  these  complaints. 
The  provisions  regarding  the  supervision  and  control  of  gas  and  electrical  corpora- 
tions are  different  from  those  regarding  the  control  of  railroads  and  street  rail- 
roads. The  only  provision  in  the  act  for  orders  against  gas  and  electrical  corpo- 
rations is  contained  in  section  72.     It  is  there  provided  that 

"  The  Commission  within  lawful  limits  may,  by  order,  fix  the  maximum  price  of 
gas  or  electricity  to  be  charged  by  such  corporation  or  person,  or  may  order  such 
improvement  in  the  manufacture  or  supply  of  such  gas,  in  the  manufacture,  tran.s- 
mlsslon  or  supply  of  such  electricity,  or  in  the  methods  employed  by  such  person  or 
corporation  as  will  in  Its  judgment  improve  the  service." 

It  Is  obvious  that  these  orders  are  such  as  refer  to  the  general  service  and  not 
to  Uie  enforcement  of  the  rights  of  an  Individual  against  a  corporation  in  isolated 
cases. 

If  it  is  claimed  that  a  general  method  exists  requiring  yearly  contracts  as  a 
condition  to  service,  an  Investigation  might  be  ordered  under  section  72,  and  if 
such  method  Is  found  to  exist,  It  could  be  prohibited  by  order.  The  same  might 
be  said  of  discrimination  in  service,  although  the  concrete  case  presented  seems 
to  me  to  be  an  Isolated  case  which  could  not  be  made  the  basis  of  a  general  order. 

If  the  Commission  desires,  I  will  frame  an  order  for  such  investigation. 

Yours  very   truly, 
(Signed)  ABEL  E.  BLACKMAR, 

Counsel  to  the  Oommission. 


EUectricity  —  Fixing       Rates  —  Complaints  —  Public       Service 
Commissions  Law,  Sections  (j(j,  71. 

OriNiON  OP  Counsel. 

November  14,  1907. 
Hon.    MiLO    R.    Maltbih,    Commissioner,   Public  Service   Commission  for   the  First 
Distnct: 

Dkar  Siu. —  You  have  asked  me  to  advise  whether  in  my  opinion  it  would  be 
desirable  to  extend  the  inquiry  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  the  rates  of  electric 
lighting  companies  to  the  county  of  Kings,  or  as  I  understood  It  to  the  whole  of 
the  territory  of  the  First  District,  and  whether  It  would  not  be  advisable  to 
proceed  upon  our  own  motion  instead  of  upon  the  complaint  filed  by  outside  parties. 

The  MorchuDts'  Association  proposed  to  make  a  complaint  against  the  Edison 
Electric  Lighting  Company  alone  respecting  Its  service  and  price  for  electricity, 
but  as  the  law  requiros  that  this  Commission  shall  proscribe  the  form  of  complaint, 
the  matter  was  referred  to  me.  1  advised  that  the  complaint  be  made  against  all 
companies  serving  under  the  some  conditions  in  the  same  territory,  in  order  that 
any  question  of  the  legality  of  the  different  rates  for  different  companies' who  are 
operating  in  the  same  territory  under  the  same  conditions  might  be  avoided. 

There  has  recently  been  a  decision  of  a  district.  Judge  in  California  to  the 
effect  that  it  is  competent  for  a  municipality  authorized  to  fix  telephone  rates  to 
prescribe  different  rates  for  different  companies.  However,  the  Supreme  Court,  in 
a  recent  case  has  raised  this  question  as  one  of  importance,  but  has  not  yet 
answered  it,  because  the  decision  of  that  case  did  not  require  Its  answer.  The 
more  1  conslcun*  the  question  the  firmer  1  am  grounded  in  my  opinion  that  In  the 
case  where  different  gas  or  electrical  corporations  are  serving  the  same  territory 
under  the  same  general  conditions,  the  rate  prescribed  must  be  uniform  for  all. 
This  principle  does  not  necessarily  apply  to  railroads  and  street  railroad 
corporations. 

See  page  278. 
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It  is  primarily  a  question  of  policy  whether  we  should  extend  the  present  com- 
plaint to  embrace  Kings  county  or  not.  Chapter  732  of  the  Laws  of  1905,  which 
prescribes  the  maximum  rate  for  electricity,  providps  that  the  rato  shall  be  ten 
cents  per  kilowatt  hour  in  the  city  of  New  York  except  In  the  Fifth  ward  of  the 
borough  of  Queens,  and  also  except  that  there  may  be  coareed  twelve  cents  per  kilo- 
watt hour  in  Kings  county.  The  present  maximum  rate  in  Kings  county  is,  therefore, 
different  than  that  in  Manhattan  and  Bronx.  As  the  Legislature  has  recognized 
that  different  conditions  prevail  in  these  different  boroughs,  and,  therefore,  that 
a  different  rate  may  be  fixed  for  each,  I  see  no  reason  for  requiring  a  complainant 
to  include  in  one  complaint  the  service  In  these  two  counties.  No  criticism  can  be 
made  of  the  Commission  for  considering  Manhattan  borough  first  if  the  complaint 
is  made  by  an  outside  party. 

The  question  whether  thi^  Commission  has  power  to  fix  a  maximum  rate  upon  a 
hearing  or  investigation  made  upon  its  own  motion,  is  ft  more  difficult  one.  My 
first  impression  was  that  such  proceedings  could  be  instituted  either  by  complaint 
or  upon  the  motion  of  the  Commission.  Further  thought  has  created  a  doubt  on 
this  point.  In  Article  III  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  which  contains 
provisions  relative  to  the  powers  of  the  Commissions  In  respect  to  common  car- 
riers, railroads  and  street  railroads,  no  order  can  be  issued  affecting  rates  except 
upon  a  complaint  made  by  third  parties.  The  presumption  would  be  that  the 
same  practice  in  this  respect  would  also  apply  to  rates  of  gas  and  electrical  corpo- 
rations, and  such  was  the  case  In  the  old  Gas  and  Electric  Commission  Law, 
chapter  736  of  the  Laws  of  1905.  The  Gas  Commission  had  no  power  to  fix  rates 
except  upon  the  proceedings  instituted  by  the  complaint  of  outside  parties.  In 
cities  of  the  first  class  complaints  as  to  price  must  be  signed  by  one  hundred 
customers  or  purchasers  (Section  71).  The  object  of  this  provision  seems  to  me 
to  prevent  an  inquiry  as  to  price  unless  there  is  official  or  general  dissatisfaction 
with  it.  The  law  also  provides  elaborate  means  for  carrying  on  an  investigation 
instituted  on  such  complaint  and  there  would  be  no  doubt  about  the  question  that 
the  complaint  must  be  made  by  third  parties  except  for  one  sentence  which  was 
incorporated  In  section  71,  which  Is  in  other  respects  taken  almost  verbatim  from 
the  old  Gas  and  Electric  Commission  Law. 

The  sentence  Is  as  follows:  . 

"  If  an  investigation  be  instituted  upon  the  motion  of  the  Commission 
the  person  or  corporation  affected  by  the  Investigation  may  be  permitted  to 
appear  before  the  Commission  at  a  time  and  place  specified  in  the  notice  and 
answer  all  charges  which  may  be  preferred  by  the  Commission." 

This  clause  inserted  in  the  midst  of  the  section  regulating  the  method  of  pro- 
ceeding upon  a  complaint  would  seem  to  refer  to  this  same  subject  matter,  namely, 
the  regulation  of  price  of  gas  and  electricity ;  but  as  section  71  limits  the  causes 
of  complaints  filed  by  third  persons  to  •*  either  the  illuminating  power,  purity,  or 
price  of  gas,  or  the  Initial  efficiency  of  the  electric  Incandescent  lamps  supplied, 
or  the  regulation  of  the  voltage  of  the  supply  system  used  for  Incandescent  lighting 
or  price  of  electricity  sold  and  delivered  in  such  municipality,"  and  as  there  are 
other  causes  of  complaint  suggested  by  section  66  of  the  law.  It  may  still  be  that 
the  clause  above  quoted  refers  to  investigations  instituted  by  the  Commission  under 
section  66,  which  may  Involve  other  subjects  than  the  price  of  gas  and  electricity. 
If  this  clause  occurred  In  any  other  section  than  section  71,  we  should  not  doubt 
this  fact.  In  my  opinion,  therefore,  the  safe  construction  Is  that  the  action  of  the 
Commission  In  determining  the  initial  efficiency  of  the  electric  Incandescent  lamp 
supply  or  the  regulation  of  the  voltage  of  the  supply  system,  or  the  price  of  elec- 
tricity sold,  is  limited  to  cases  where  complaints  are  filed  as  provided  in  section  71, 
but  orders  of  any  other  character  may  be  Issued  upon  proceedings  Instituted  by  the 
Commission  Itself. 

If  the  Commission  thought  that  the  price  of  electricity  should  bo  Investigated 
and  no  person  was  ready  to  file  a  coninlalnt,  I  would  advise  that  lurisdictlon  be 
assumed  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  and  the  question  tested  in  the  courts ; 
but  so  long  as  other  parties  stand  ready  to  file  the  complaint,  I  believe  that  the 
Commission  should   not  act  on   \ta  own   initiation. 

!  am  sending  a  communication  to  the  Coraralasion  suggesting  a  form  of 
complaint. 

Yours  very   truly. 
(Signed)  ABRL   E.   BLACKMAR. 

Counsel   to   the  Gommisaion. 


Electricity  —  Fixing     Rates  —  Investigations  —  Public     Service 
Commissions  Law,  Sections  45,  6G,  71. 

OrlXIOX    OP    COUNSKL. 

Puhlic  Service  Commission  for  the  Firnt  District:  December   .*),    1907. 

GuNTLEMEN. —  I  herewith  transmit  to  you  a  form  of  rrsolution  for  the  Investiga- 
tion of  the  electric  lighting  companies  of  the  city  of  New  York  and  also  the 
Consolidated  Telegraph  and  Electrical  Subway  Company  and  the  Empire  City 
Subway  Company,  Limited,  which  seem  to  me  also  within  your  Jurisdiction. 

You  will  notice  that  the  resolution  does  not  Involve  an  Inquiry  into  the  organiza- 
tion and  capitalization  of  the  companies  or  into  the  cost  of  the  manufacture  and 
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distribution  of  electricity.  The  reason  why  I  have  omitted  these  subjects  of  inquiry 
is,  that  I  have  serious  doubts  as  to  whether  the  law  justifies  an  Inquiry  into  these 
subjects  upon  an  investigation  made  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission. 

The  Commission  has  no  power  under  the  act,  as  I  believe,  to  make  an  order 
fixing  the  maximum  price  of  electricity  after  a  hearing  made  upon  Its  own  motion, 
but  can  proceed  only  upon  a  complaint  filed  as  provided  in  section  71.  As  these 
elements  of  inquiry  which  are  omitted  are  pertinent  only  to  the  question  of  fixing 
the  proper  price,  an  inquiry  into  them  cannot  be  made  on  the  motion  of  the 
Commission,  unless  other  provisions  of  the  act  expressly  authorize  it. 

A  careful  analysis  of  the  law  shows  that  an  Inquiry  into  these  subjects  is  not 
expressly  authorized  except  on  a  hearing  made  upon  a  complaint.  The  provisions 
of  section  71,  regarding  the  method  of  bringing  about  an  inquiry  into  the  price  upon 
a  complaint  made  by  third  parties  is  a  strong  impression  of  legislative  intent 
that  such  inquiry  shall  tfot  proceed  upon  the  motion  of  the  Commissslon. 

This  Commission  has  no  general  powers  of  investigation  and  cannot  exercise  such 
powers  except  in  furtherance  of  the  purposes  of  the  act  or  as  expressly  permitted : 
and  as  I  have  reached  the  conclusion  that  the  act  contains  no  general  provisions 
authorizing  an  Investigation  into  these  subjects  and  that  these  subjects  are  perti- 
nent only  to  an  investigation  for  the  purpose  of  fixing  the  price,  which  can  only 
be  had  upon  complaint,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  we  cannot  properly  include  those 
subjects  in  the  resolution  which  I  present. 

With  respect  to  the  general  powers  of  investigation,  the  article  of  the  law  which 
is  applicable  to  gas  and  electric  corporations  differs  widely  from  the  articles 
applicable  to  railroads,  common  carriers  and  street  railroads.  Articles  2  and  8, 
referring  to  these  latter  agencies,  contain  an  express  authorization  of  a  general 
investigation  into  the  general  condition  and  capitalization  of  the  companies  (see 
section  45)  ;  but  such  general  authorization  is  not  found  in  the  article  relating 
to  gas  and  electric  corporations. 

Subdivisions  2  and  5  of  section  66  seems  to  me  to  authorize  such  an  investi- 
gation as  this  resolution  provides  for,  but  I  cannot  find  any  warrant  in  the  act 
for  extending  it  to  the  subjects  which  I  have  omitted. 

Yours  respectfully, 
(Signed)  ABET.  E.   BLACKMAR, 

*  Counsel   to  the  Commission. 


Electric  Current  —  Sale  of,  in  Cases  in  which  Manufacturer  Does 
Not  Use  Public  Property. 

OriNION    OF    COUNSEL. 

November   15,   1907. 
Hon.  Mir.o  R.  Maltbib,  Commiftsioner,  Puhlio  Service  Commission,  First  District: 

Dear  Sir. —  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  November  13th,  asking  whether  a 
person  owning  an  electric  light  plant  and  supplying  current  for  his  own  house, 
may  supply  current  to  another  person.  In  the  Fame  block,  without  using  the  street 
and  without  extending^  wires  or  allowing  mains  upon  the  property  of  the  third 
party ;  also  whether  the  rule  Is  different  In  the  case  where  the  wire  is  run  over  a 
third  party's  promisps,  but  with  his  consent. 

It  has  been  hold  in  the  cnse  of  Fanning  v  Osborne.  102  N.  Y.  441,  that  the 
right  to  construct  and  operate  a  street  railway  is  a  franchise  which  must  have 
its  source  In  the  sovereign  power  and  that  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  a 
street  railway  by  any  individual  or  association  of  individuals,  without  legislative 
authority,  would  constitute  a  public  nuisance. 

I  think  the  same  rule  would  apply  to  the  construction  and  operation  and  trans- 
mission of  electricity  where  the  use  of  a  public  street  was  necessary  in  the  con- 
ducting of  the  enterprise  In  the  State  of  New  York.  In  a  case,  however,  where 
no  use  of  the  public  street  or  public  property  is  necessary,  and  the  consent  of  a 
third  party  for  the  use  of  his  property  Is  obtained,  as  in  the  case  you  mention, 
I  think  there  is  no  franchise  exercised  and  that  no  legislative  authority  Is  necessary. 

I  find  in  a  recent  text-book,  known-  as  Joyce  on  Electric  I^aw,  section  ia4-a,  a 
statement,  based  upon  a  Maryland  case  not  long  since  decided,  that  the  right  to 
produce  and  sell  electricity  as  a  commercial  product  without  legislative  authority 
or  franchise,  Is  a  business  which  is  not  a  prerogative  of  government,  but  is  opened 
to  all  who  may  desire  to  engage  therein,  like  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  any 
other  commercial  product,  but  the  use  of  city  streets  for  the  purpose  of  delivering 
electricity  to  the  consumer  Is  a  franchise  which  must  be  derived  directly  or  indirectly 
from  the  State. 

1  am  of  the  opinion,  therefore,  that  one  who  owns  an  electric  plant  may  supply 
current  to  another  person  in  the  same  block,  without  using  the  street  and  may 
extend  his  wires  upon   the  property   of  the  third  party,  with  his  consent,  for  the 

fmrpose  of  supplying  electricity,  and  mav  sunply  the  «same  in  that  manner  without 
eglslatlve  authority  or  procuring  a  franchise  so  to  do. 

Verv  truly  yours, 
(Signed)  ABET,  E.   BLACKMAR. 

Counsel   to  the  Commission. 
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Express  Companies  —  Discrimination  and  Preference  —  $50 
Clause  in  Contract  as  Affecting  Adjustment  of  Liability  — 
Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  Sections  31,  32,  35. 


Opinion  of  Counsel. 

November  22,   1907. 
Travis  H.  Whitney,  Esq.,  Becretary,  Public  Service  Commission,  First  District: 

Dear  Sir. —  I  have  your  letter  of  the  6th  inst.,  transmitting  the  file  of  corre- 
spondence relative  to  the  claim  of  Spear  &  Company  against  the  Adams  Express 
Company. 

In  the  letter  of  Spear  &  Company  to  you  of  the  12th  of  September  last,  they 
say: 

"  We  made  a  shipment  by  Adams  Express  on  Nov.  16,  1906,  to  B.  P.  Leeven 
&  Co.,  475  Broadway,  New  York  City. 

"The  goods  were  never  delivered  by  Adams  Express  Co.,  and  they  offered  to 
settle  for  the  lost  merchandise  for  $50.00. 

*'They  claim  that  your  commission  will  not  allow  them  to  pay  more  than 
$50.00  for  any  claim. 

**  Kindly  advise  us  whether  they  are  correct  in  this  assertion,  and  oblige.*' 

I  confine  myself  to  the  inquiry  conti\ined  In  this  letter,  for,  although  in  some  of 
the  later  letters  the  complainant  seems  to  have  the  impression  that  the  Commission 
is  about  to  enforce  the  payment  of  its  claim,  that  is  not  within  the  duties  of  the 
Commission,  and  Spear  &  Company  must  talce  such  action  in  the  courts  as  they  are 
advised  by  their  counsel. 

The  correspondence  file  does  not  contain  the  express  receipt  referred  to  in  the 
letters,  but  I  assume  it  to  have  1>een  in  the  usual  form  and  to  have  limited  liability 
thereunder  to  $50,  and  I  also  assume,  for  the  purposes  of  this  case,  that  such 
a  limitation  Is  not  affected  by  the  provisions  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions 
Law.  The  Public  Service  Commissions  T^w.  by  sections  31,  32  and  35,  prohibits 
discrimination.     Section  32  Is  especially  broad,  providing: 

•*  Section  32.  Unreasonaltle  preference. —  No  common  carrier  shall  make  or 
give  any  undue  or  unreasonable  preference  or  advantage  to  any  person  or 
corporation  or  to  any  locality  or  to  any  particular  description  of  traffic  in  any 
respect  whatsoever,  or  subject  any  particular  person  or  corporation  or  locality 
.  or  any  particular  description  of  tramc  to  any  prejudice  or  disadvantage  in  any 
respect  whatsoever." 

And  I  can  understand  how  the  general  counsel  to  the  express  company,  looking 
at  it  from  the  company's  standpoint,  might  say  that  in  settling  claims  In  excess 
of  its  strict  contractual  liability  it  would  run  some  risk  of  being  called  to  account 
by  one  of  the  Commissions.  Going  back,  however,  to  the  primary  purpose  of  the 
act,  we  find  that  the  two  underlying  evils  of  discriminatiou  It  was  intended,  to 
prevent  was  inequalitv  in  rates  and  Inequality  In  service.  This  case  has  proceeded 
beyond  that  point ;  there  Is  no  objection  to  the  rate  charged,  and  the  service  is 
under  attack  only  In  that  the  property  entrusted  to  the  express  company  has  been 
lost.  The  claim  Is  made  for  a  money  equivalent  of  the  goods  lost.  The  only 
difficulty  in  answering  an  inquiry  like  the  present  one  is  that  the  recognition  of 
excessive  or  baseless  claims  might  furnish  a  ready  method  by  which  the  common 
carriers,  if  they  so  desire,  could  evade  the  prohibition  of  discrimination  In  rates, 
that  Is,  a  carrier  could  allow  a  rebate  under  the  guise  of  an  allowance  for 
property  lost  or  damaged. 

But  in  spite  of  this  difficulty  I  do  not  think  that  there  is  any  authorization  for 
the  Commission  to  Interfere  with  a  Just  and  hotm  fide  attempt  to  adjust  liability. 

lITiether  the  claimants  could  recover  In  an  action  at  law  more  than  the  $50 
offered  In  settlement  I  do  not  attempt  to  determine,  but  I  think  that  even  If  they 
could  not,  the  excess  payment  is  a  matter  between  the  express  company  and  Its 
stockholders  and  is  not  subject  to  regulation  by  the  Commission  any  more  than 
would  be  the  extent  of  its  employees'  compensation  or  the  adjustment  of  any  other 
kind  of  liability. 

I  should,  therefore,  suggest  that  you  advise  Spear  &  Company  that  without  cop- 
sidering  the  details  of  their  claim,  that  this  Commission  has  no  objection  to  any 
adjustment  they  may  make  with  the  Adams  Express  Company,  provided  that  it  is 
a  btma  fide  adjustment  and  not  an  attempt  to  evade  the  prohibition  against 
discrimination  In  rates  or  service. 

I  return  herewith  the  correspondence  file  transmitted  to  me. 

Yours  very   truly, 
(Signed)  ABET.  E.   BLACKMAR. 

Counsel   to   the  Commission. 

See  page  238. 
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Free  Transportation  Prohibited,  Except  Under  Contracts  for 
Rapid  Transit  Railroads  in  New  York  City  —  Public  Ser- 
vice Commissions  Law,  Sections  15,  33  —  Railroad  Law, 
Sections  169,  170  — N.  Y.  Sute  Constitution,  Art.  13,  Sec- 
tion 5. 

Opinion  op  Counsel. 

November  14,  1907. 
Travis  H.  Whitney,  Sccreiarji,  Pvhlic  Service  Cnmmiitsion  for  the  First  District: 

Dear  Sir.—  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  November  12,  asking  advice  as  to 
transit  inspectors  and  other  agents  of  the  Commission  entering  upon  or  riding  upon 
trains  or  cars  of  the  Interborough  Company  In  the  subway,  and  of  other  companies, 
without  paying  fare. 

It  Is  provided  by  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  section  15,  that  every 
Commissioner,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  secretary  thereof,  and  every  person 
employed  or  appointed  to  office  by  the  Commission  or  by  counsel  to  tbe  Com- 
mission shall  be  and  be  deemed  to  be  a  public  officer ;  railroad  companies  and  their 
officers  are  forbidden  to  offer  or  to  give  to  any  Commissioner,  counsel  to  the  Com- 
mission, secretary  or  any  officer  employed  or  appointed  to  office  by  the  Commission 
or  by  counsel  to  the  Commission,  any  free  pass  or  transportation  or  any  deduction 
in  fare  to  which  the  public  generally  are  not  entitled ;  and  it  is  provided  that  if  any 
Commissioner,  counsel,  secretary  or  person  employed  or  appointed  to  office  by  the 
Commission  or  counsel  to  the  Commission  shall  violate  any  provision  of  this  section 
(15)   he  shall  be  removed  from  the  office  held  by  him. 

It  is  provided  by  the  Constitution  of  the  State  of  New  York  (Article  XIII, 
section  5>  that  no  public  officer  or  person  elected  or  appointed  to  a  public  office 
under  the  laws  of  the  State  shall  directly  or  indirectly  ask,  demand,  accept, 
receive  or  consent  to  receive  for  his  own  use  or  benefit  or  for  the  use  or  benefit 
of  another  any  free  pass  or  free  transportation  from  any  person  or  corporation 
or  make  use  of  the  same  himself  or  In  conjunction  with  another.  A  person  who 
violates  any  provision  of  this  section  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  shall  forfeit  his  office  on  the  suit  of  the  Attorney-General. 

It  is  provided  by  the  Penal  Code,  section  417,  as  follows: 

"  Any  railroad  commissioner  or  any  secretary,  clerk,  agent,  expert  or  ether 
person  employed  by  the  board  of  railroad  commissioners  who     •     •     ♦ 

"  2.  Accepts,   receives  or  requests,  either  for  himself  or  for  any  other  per- 
•    son  any  pass  from  any  railroad  corporation  ♦  •  •  is  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor.'* 

It  was  provided  by  section  160  of  the  Railroad  Law.  now  repealed,  as  follows: 

"  In   the  discharge  of   their  official   duties   the  commissioners,  their  officers, 

clerks  and  all  experts  and   agents,  whose  services  arc  deemed  temporarily  of 

importance,    shall    be    transported    over    the    railroads    in    this    State    free    of 

charge  upon  passes  signed  by  the  Secretary  of  State." 

Under  the  provisions  of  this  section  it  was  held  that  the  above  (Article  XIII, 
section  5,  of  the  Constitution)  did  not  prohibit  the  Railroad  Commissioners,  their 
clerks,  agents  and  experts  from  accepting  and  using  passes  issued  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  their  transportation  while  engaged  in  public  business.  (See 
Matter  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  11  Misc.  103.) 

The  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  Blrst  District  has  succeeded  to  the  pow- 
ers and  duties  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  within  specified  territory ; 
but  the  scheme  provided  by  the  Railroad  Taw  for  carrying  the  expenses  of  the 
Railroad  Commission  provided  that  the  total  annual  expense,  with  certain  excep- 
tions, should  not  exceed  $100,000  and  should  he  borne  by  the  several  corporations 
owning  or  operating  railroads,  according  to  tboir  means,  to  be  apportioned  by 
the  Comptroller. 

These  sections  of  the  Railroad  Law  (169  and  170)  were  repealed  by  the  Public 
Service  Commissions  Law  and  the  scheme  for  financing  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission Is  different,  in  that  its  expenses  are  paid  by  the  State,  in  the  case  of  the 
Commission  for  the  Second  District,  and  In  part  by  the  State  and  in  part  by  the 
city  of  Kcw  York  as  to  the  Commission  for  the  First  District.  The  provision, 
therefore,  which  allowed  the  Railroad  Commissioners  and  their  subordinates  to 
accept  and  use  passes  for  transportation  on  rallrcads  in  the  course  of  tlieir 
duty  was  one  which  was  In  accordance  with  the  statutory  provision  that  the 
railroads  were  to  bear  the  expenses  of  the  Commission,  but  does  not  coincide  In 
reason  or  in  principle,  with  the  provisions  of  tho  Public  Service  Commissions  I.AW, 
that  the  expenses  of  the  Commission  are  to  ho  l)f>rne  by  the  city  or  by  the  State 
and  that  free  transportation   is  specifically  forbidden. 

I  do  not  think  that  any  officer  or  snbordinato  of  the  Commission  can  legally 
receive  or  use  free  transportation  unon  any  railroad  or  street  railroad  within  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  even  in  tho  coursp  of  his  duty  of  inspecting  or  super- 
vising the  construction  or  operation  of  snoh  railroad,  except  as  hereinafter  stated. 

With  reference  to  the  functions  of  the  Public  Service  Commission,  In  respect 
to  rapid  transit  contracts  for  the  construction,  maintenance  and  operation  of  sub- 
ways, it  seems  to  me  that  there  is  an  exception   to  the  general  rule  affecting  the 
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Commissioners,  and  employees  of  the  Commission,  under  the  provisions  of  section 
33  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  wherein  it  Is  provided: 

'•  Nothing  In  this  act  shall  be  construed  *  ♦  •  to  prohibit  any  common 
carrier  from  transporting  persons  or  property  as  incident  to  or  connected  with 
contracts  for  construction,  operation  or  maintenance,  and  to  the  extent  only 
that  such  free  transportation  is  provided  for  In  the  contracts  for  such  work.'* 

By  the  terms  of  the  McDonald  contract  for  the  construction,  maintenance  and 
operation  of  the  Manhattan-Bronx  subway  and  in  the  contract  for  the  Broolclyn- 
Manhattan  subway,  there  are  provisions  which  seem  to  come  under  this  provision 
of  the  act  The  McDonald  contract,  in  the  construction  portion,  at  page  61,  reads 
as  follews: 

"  The  contractor  will  at  all  times  give  to  the  Board  and  its  members,  the 
engineer  and  the  assistants  and  superintendents  under  the  engineer  and  any 
persons  designated  by  the  board  or  its  president,  all  facilities,  whether  nec- 
essary or  convenient  for  Inspecting  materials  to  be  furnished  and  the  work  to 
be  done  under  this  contract.  The  members  of  the  board,  the  engineer,  and 
any  superintendent,  assistant  or  other  person  bearing  his  authorization  or 
the  authorization  of  the  board  or  Its  president,  shall  be  admitted  at  any 
time,  summarily  and  without  delay,  to  any  part  of  the  work  or  to  the  in- 
spection of  materials  at  any  place  or  stage  of  their  manufacture,  preparation, 
shipment  or  delivery." 

In  Contract  No.  2  —  known  as  the  contract  for  the  Brooklyn-Manhattan  subway 
—  there  is  a  clause  (page  55)  somewhat  similar,  reading  as  follows,  also  in  the 
construction  part  of  the  contract: 

"  The  board  contemplates  and  the  contractor  hereby  approves  the  most  thor- 
ough and  minute  Inspection  by  the  board,  Its  engineer,  and  their  representa- 
tives and  subordinates,  of  all  work  and  materials  and  of  the  manufacture  or 
preparation  of  such  materials  from  the  beginning  of  construction  to  the  final 
completion  of  construction  and  equipment." 

Both  the  Manhattan-Bronx  subway  contract  (page  173)  and  the  Brooklyn-Man- 
hattan contract  (page  171)  also  contain  a  provision  reading  as  follows,  in  the 
operating  part  of  the  contract: 

"  The  contractor  shall  at  all  times  provide  all  reasonable  conveniences  for 
the  inspection  of  the  railroad  and  equipment  and  every  part  thereof  by  the 
board.  Its  members,  its  engineers  and  subordinates.  The  members  of  the 
board.  Its  engineers  and  subordinates,  shall,  at  any  time,  upon  its  authority, 
have  access  to  any  part  of  the  railroad  or  equipment  or  to  any  materials 
therefor  in  process  of  manufacture."' 

In  the  construction  work  it  seems  to  me  that  the  two  provisions  first  mentioned 
are  sufficient,  as  to  these  subw^ays,  to  authorize  free  transportation  to  be  used  by 
the  representatives  of  the  Commission  charged,  under  the  direction  of  the  chief 
engineer,  with  the  inspection  of  the  construction  work. 

In  view  of  the  clty*s  Hen  on  the  equipment  and  the  contractor's  specific  obliga- 
tions as  to  maintenance  and  operation  of  the  subways,  I  think  also  that  the  sec- 
tion of  the  contract  last  above  quoted  is  sufficient  to  authorize  the  engineers  and 
other  subordinates  of  the  CommNsion  to  use  free  transportation  to  inspect  the 
railroad  and  its  equipment  with  reference  to  its  maintenance  and  operation.  This 
Is  limited  to  their  necessary  presence  in  the  stations  and  cars  of  the  operating 
company  in  the  performance  of  their  duty  of  inspection. 

Very  truly  yours, 
(Signed)  ABEL  E.  BLACKMAR, 

Counsel  to  the  Commiasion. 


Grade  Crossings  —  Action  Required  by  the  Commission  — 
Matter  of  the  Grade  Crossing  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad 
Company  and  the  Sea  Beach  Railroad  Company  at  Sixty- 
Fifth  street  between  Fourth  and  Fifth  avenues,  Brooklyn 
—  Railroad  Law,  Sections  60,  61. 

Opinion  op  Counsel. 

October  3,  1907. 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District: 

GCNTLBMEN. —  I  am  In  receipt  of  communication  of  September  27,  referring  to 
the  grade  crossing  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  and  the  Sea  Beach  Railroad  Com- 
pany with  Slxty-flfth  street.  Borough  of  Brooklyn. 

The  report  of  Acting  Chief  Engineer  and  Acting  Superintendent  Sheridan  of 
the  Bureau  of  Highways  shows  that  Sixty-fifth  street,  at  the  point  of  grade  crossing 
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(between  Foarth  and  Fifth  avenues),  is  not  a  le^Ily  or  physically  opened  street. 
The  report  farther  shows  that  the  railroad  tracks  now  cross  the  proposed  street  in 
deep  cuts. 

Superintendent  Sheridan's  report  refers  to  the  tracks  of  the  New  York  and 
Sea  Beach  Railroad  Company.  This  company  no  longer  exists,  having  been  suc- 
ceeded by  the  Sea  Beach  Railroad  Company,  which  is  leased  and  operated  by  the 
Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company.  The  Sea  Beach  Railroad  Company  is  classed 
as  a  steam  surface  railroad  company,  although  operated  by  electricity.  {Bamett  y. 
Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  53  App.  Div.  432.)  The  Long  island  EUillroad 
Company  is  a  steam  surface  railroad. 

The  procedure  of  the  Board  is  prescribed  in  the  statute.  Railroad  Law,  sections 
60  to  69. 

Assuming  that  the  city  decides  that  the  construction  of  the  street  is  necessary, 
section  61  of  the  Railroad  I^w  (quoted  below  in  full)  requires  the  Board  of  Rail- 
road Commissoners  to  determine,  after  a  hearing,  whether  the  street  shall  be  con- 
structed over  or  under  such  railroad  or  at  grade. 

If  the  street  is  to  be  carried  over  the  tracks  the  Board  shall  determine  the  height, 
length  and  the  material  of  the  bridge  or  structure  and  the  length,  character  and 
grades  of  its  approaches. 

If  the  street  is  to  be  constructed  below  grade  of  the  tracks  the  Board  shall  deter- 
mine the  manner  and  method  of  carrying  the  street  under  the  tracks  and  the  grades 
thereof. 

If  the  street  is  to  be  constructed  to  cross  at  grade  the  Board  shall  determine 
the  manner  and  method  of  crossing  at  grade  and  decide  upon  what  safeguards  shall 
be  maintained. 

Your  Commission  has,  of  course,  succeeded  to  the  powers  and  duties  of  the  Board 
of  Railroad  Commissioners. 

Section  62  of  the  Railroad  Law  provides  for  the  alteration  in  manner  of  crossing 
highways. 

Section  64  of  the  Railroad  Law  provides  for  the  maintenance  of  highway  bridges 
over  railroads  and  for  maintaining  highways  passing  under  railroads. 

Section  65  provides  that  when,  under  the  provision  of  section  61,  a  new  street 
is  constructed  across  two  or  more  existing  steam  surface  railroads,  as  Is  the  case 
here,  50  per  cent,  of  the  cost  shall  be  borne  by  the  city  and  the  remaining  50  per 
cent,  shall  be  divided  between  the  railroads  in  such  proportions  as  shall  be  deter- 
mined by  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners.  This  section  also  contains  further 
details  for  approval  of  work  and  apportionment  of  expense  by  the  Board  of  Railroad 
Commissioners. 

Section  61  of  the  Railroad  Law: 

"(Manner  of  constructing  new  streets,  highways,  etc.,  across  steam  surface  raii- 
roads.)  When  a  new  street,  avenue  or  highway,  or  new  portion  of  a  street,  avenue 
or  highway,  shall  hereafter  be  constructed  across  a  steam  surface  railroad,  other 
than  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  sixty-two  of  this  Act,  such  street,  avenue 
or  highway,  or  portion  of  such  street,  avenue  or  highway,  shall  pass  over  or  under 
such  railroad  or  at  grade,  as  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  shall  direct. 
Notice  of  Intention  to  lay  out  such  street,  avenue  or  highway,  or  new  portion  of  a 
street,  avenue  or  highway,  across  a  steam  surface  railroad,  shall  be  given  to  such 
railroad  company  by  the  municipal  corporation  at  least  fifteen  days  prior  to  the 
making  of  the  order  laying  out  such  street,  avenue  or  highway  by  service  person- 
ally on  the  president  or  vice-president  of  the  railroad  corporation,  or  any  general 
officer  thereof.  Such  notice  shall  designate  the  time  and  place  and  when  and 
where  a  hearing  will  be  given  to  such  railroad  company,  and  such  railroad  company 
shall  have  the  right  to  be  heard  before  the  authorities  of  such  municipal  corpora- 
tion upon  the  question  of  the  necessity  of  such  street,  avenue  or  highway.  If  the 
municipal  corporation  determines  such  street,  avenue  or  highway  to  be  necessary 
it  shall  then  apply  to  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  before  any  further  pro- 
ceedings are  taaen,  to  determine  whether  such  street,  avenue  or  highway  shall 
pass  over  or  under  such  railroad  or  at  grade,  whereupon  the  said  Board  of  Rail- 
road Commissioners  shall  appoint  a  time  and  place  for  hearing  such  application, 
and  shall  give  such  notice  thereof  as  they  judge  reasonable,  not,  however,  less  than 
ten  davs,  to  the  railroad  company  whose  railroad  is  to  be  crossed  by  such  new 
street,  'avenue  or  highway,  or  new  portion  of  a  street,  avenue  or  highway,  to  the 
municipal  corporation  and  to  the  owners  of  land  adjoining  the  railroad  and  that 
part  of  the  street,  avenue  or  highway  to  be  opened  or  extended.  The  said  Board 
of  Railroad  Commissioners  shall  determine  \v nether  such  street,  avenue  or  hlgh- 
wav,  or  new  portion  of  a  street,  avenue  or  highway,  shall  be  constructed  over  or 
under  such  railroad  or  at  grade ;  and  If  said  Board  determine  that  such  street, 
avenue  or  hlghwav  shall  be  carried  across  syich  railroad  above  grade  then  said 
Board  shall  determine  the  height,  the  length  and  the  material  of  the  bridge  or 
structure  bv  means  of  which  such  street,  avenue  or  highway  shall  be  carried  across 
such  railroad,  and  the  length,  character  and  grades  of  the  approaches  thereto:  and 
If  said  Board  shall  dotermlne  that  such  street,  avenue  or  highway  shall  be  con- 
structed or  extended  below  the  grade  said  Board  shall  determine  the  manner  and 
method  in  which  the  same  shall  be  so  carried  under,  and  the  grade  or  grades 
thereof:  and  If  said  Board  shall  determine  that  said  street,  avenue  or  highway  shall 
be  constructed  or  extended  at  grade  said  Board  shall  determine  the  manner  and 
method  in  which  the  same  shall  be  carried  over  the  said  railroad  at  grade  and 
what  safeguards  shall  be  maintained.  The  decison  of  the  said  Board  as  to  the 
manner  and  method  of  carrying  such  new  street,  avenue  or  highway  across  such 
railroad,  shall  be  final,  subject,  however,  to  the  rieht  of  appeal  hereinafter  given. 
The  decision  of  said  Board  rendered  in  any  proceeding  under  this  section  shall  be 
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communicated  within  twenty  days  after  final  hearing  to  all  parties  to  whom  notice 
of  the  hearing  in  such  proceeding  was  given  or  who  appeared  at  such  hearing  hy 
counsel  or  in  person." 

Prom  the  facts  as  stated  in  the  correspondence  it  does  not  appear  that  any  action 
by  the  Commission  is  required  until  the  city  has  determined  tibat  the  street  is  nec- 
essary, and  applies  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  a  determination  of  the 
question  whether  the  street  shall  pass  over,  under  or  across  at  grade. 

I  thinic  it  would  be  well  to  advise  the  Borough  President  that  the  Commission 
will  consider  the  question  when  application  is  made  by  the  city. 

Yours  very  truy, 
(Signed)  ABEL  E.  BLACKMAR. 

Oounael  to  tJie  Oomtnisaion. 


Jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  over  the  Municipal  Ferry  Oper- 
ated Between  Manhattan  and  Richmond  —  Words  **  In- 
clude," "  Common  Carrier,"  Defined  —  Public  Service  Com- 
missions Law,  Sections  1,  2,  25-27,  29^0,  45-55. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

November  12,  1907. 
Puhltc  Service  Oommiasion  for  the  First  District: 

Gbntlbmen. —  I  am  In  receipt  of  the  copy  of  the  letter  to  the  Commission  dated 
September  6,  signed  by  Frank  Rutherford,  which  raises  the  question  whether  the 
Municipal  Ferry  operated  between  Manhattan  and  Richmond  is  subject  to  the  Juris- 
diction of  this  Commission  as  common  carrier. 

I  have  referred  this  matter  to  Mr.  Harkness  with  the  request  that  he  make  a  full 
digest  of  the  provisions  of  the  act  which  may  have  a  bearing  upon  its  construction 
In  this  respect,  and  also  that  he  examine  and  report  upon  the  authorities  which  are 
in  point.  I  have  received  from  him  an  elaborate  report  upon  the  subject,  which  I 
herewith  transmit  to  the  Commission. 

I  concur  in  the  conclusion  reached  by  Mr.  Harkness.  that  the  definition  of  com- 
mon carriers  contained  In  section  2  of  the  act  is  meant  to  exclude  all  common  cai^ 
Tiers  not  therein  specifically  designated.  The  word  "  Includes "  might  be  held  to 
extend  the  definition  and  not  limit  it;  but  taking  into  consideration  all  of  the  other 
provisions  of  the  act,  together  with  the  apparent  uselessness  of  this  designation, 
unless  it  Is  meant  to  enumerate  the  kinds  of  common  carriers  who  are  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  the  act,  I  have  reached  the  conclusion  that  the  word  "  common 
carrier  '*  is  so  limited. 

In  this  connection.  I  wish  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  pipe-line  com- 
panies were  originally  enumerated  within  the  agencies  included  in  the  term  "  com- 
mon carrier."  but  were  subsequenty  stricken  out  before  the  bill  was  enacted  into 
law.  This  Is  indicative  of  an  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Legislature  to  exclude 
all  agencies  except  those  therein  enumerated. 

I  also  herewith  transmit  to  you  a  letter  which  I  have  received  from  Mr.  Stevens, 
the  Chairman  of  the  Commission  for  the  Second  District.  He  suggests  that  if  the 
question  of  the  meaning  of  the  word  "  common  carriers  "  comes  before  your  Com- 
mlftslon.  we  communicate  with  the  Commission  for  the  Second  District  before  reach- 
ing a  final  decision,  and  I  would  suggest  that  such  a  communication  be  made. 

Yours  very  truly. 
(Signed)  AteL  E.  BLACKMAR, 

*  Counsel  to  the  Commission. 

November  7.  1907. 
Hon.  Abkl  E.  Blackmab,  Counsel  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District: 
Mr  Dk.%b  Sib. —  I  desire  to  report  upon  the  question  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commissions  raised  by  the  letter  of  Mr.  Frank  Rutherford,  Secretary  of  the  Rarltan 
Bay  Park  Association,  of  6th  September,  in  which  he  complains  that  the  refusal 
of  the  municipal  authorities  of  tne  city  of  New  York  to  grant  the  application  ol 
certain  residents  of  Richmond  borough  to  have  the  municipal  ferry,  running  from 
the  Battery  In  the  borough  of  Manhattan  to  St.  George  In  the  borough  of  Rich- 
mond, check  and  carry  the  baggage  of  passengers  and  to  provide  facilities  therefor 
at  its  terminals,  works  a  great  hardship  upon  such  residents,  and  requests  this 
0>mmlRsion  to  take  action  thereon.  On  receipt  of  such  letter  Commls.sloner  Mc- 
Carroll  orally  asked  you  whether  In  your  opinion  the  Commissions  have  Jurisdiction 
over  ferries  and  ferry  companies. 

The  Public  Service  Commissions  L#aw.  in  its  second  section,  defines  the  more 
Important  terms  with  which  it  deals  and  provides : 

Sectloa  26.  "Application  of  Article. —  The  provisions  of  this  Article"  (Arti- 
cle II)  "shall  apply  to  the  transportation  of  passengers,  freight  or  property, 
from  one  point  to  another  within  the  State  of  New  York,  and  to  any  com- 
mon carrier  performing  such  service.*' 
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Although  in  some  parts  of  the  act  words  other  than  *'  common  carrier "  are 
used  (as  In  section  26,  which  requires  "  every  corporation,  person  or  common 
carrier"  performing  a  service  designated  In  section  25,  to  furnish  adequate  service), 
I  take  it  to  be  plain  that  the  operation  of  that  article  and,  therefore,  of  the  act, 
80  far  as  it  affects  common  carriers,  is  controlled  by  the  definition  of  common 
carrier  in  section  2,  which  Is : 

•'  The  term  '  common  carrier,'  when  used  in  this  act,  includes  all  railroad 
corporations,  street  railroad  corporations,  express  companies,  car  companies, 
sleeping  car  companies,  freight  companies,  freight  line  companies  and  all 
persons  and  associations  of  persons,  whether  incorporated  or  not.  operating 
such  agencies  for  public  use  in  the  conveyance  of  persons  or  property  within 
this  'State." 

As  the  words  "  ferry  companies "  are  not  contained  in  the  enumeration  in  the 
ieflnition  quoted,  this  entire  question  resolves  itself  into  one  of  the  construction 
^f  the  meaning  of  the  word  "includes"  and  Its  Importance  is  at  once  made  mani- 
fest when  we  consider  that  upon  it  depends  the  question  whether  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Commissions  is  limited  to  the  carriers  enumerated  or  whether  it  comprises. 
In  addition  thereto,  all  common  carriers  engaged  in  the  "  transportation  of  passen- 
gers, freight  or  property "  within  this  State  —  not  ferry  companies  alone,  but 
navigation  companies,  towing  companies  operating  on  the  canals  and  waterways 
of  the  State,  and  the  many  other  agencies  engaged  in  such  transportation. 

As  to  ferries  being  common  carriers,  their  position  as  such  has  long  been  well 
recognized,  as  appears  from  the  quotation  from  Lord  Hale's  de  Jure  Maris,  cited 
with  approval  in  Munn  v.  Illinois.  In  this  treatise,  written  over  200  years  ago, 
Ijord  Hale  said,  in  speaking  of  ferries,  that  the  King  had 

••  a  right  of  franchise  or  privilege,  that  no  man  may  set  up  a  common  ferry 
for  all  passengers  without  a  prescription  time  out  of  mind  or  a  charter  from 
the  King.  He  may  make  a  ferry  for  his  own  use  or  the  use  of  his  family, 
but  not  for  the  common  use  of  all  the  King's  subjects  passing  that  way :  be- 
cause it  doth  in  consequence  tend  to  a  common  charge,  and  has  become  a 
thing  of  public  interest  and  use,  and  every  man  for  his  passage  pays  a  toll, 
which  Is  a  common  charge,  and  every  ferry  ought  to  be  under  a  public  regu- 
lation, viz.,  that  it  give  attendance  at  due  times,  keep  a  boat  in  due  order 
and  take  but  reasonable  toll ;  for  if  he  fall  in  these  he  is  finable." 

Webster's  Dictionary  defines  the  word  **  includes  "  to  mean : 

"  I^tln,  in  and  cludere,  to  shut. 

"  1.  To  confine  within  ;  to  hold ;  to  contain ;  to  shut  up  ;  as  the  shell  of  a 
nut  includes  the  kernel. 

"  2.  To  comprehend,  as  a  genus  the  species,  the  whole  a  part,  an  argument 
or  reason  the  Inference;  to  contain;  to  embrace;  to  relate  to;  to  pertain  to." 

The  second  part  of  this  definition  gives  the  sense  of  the  word  so  often  adopted 
by  the  courts  under  the  ejusdem  generis  rule,  that  Is,  where  a  number  of  things 
of  a  certain  character  are  enumerated  after  such  a  word  as  includes  there  is 
embraced  therein  not  only  those  specified,  but  all  others  of  a  like  character  and 
forming  part  of  the  same  class. 

As  commonly  used,  I  think  the  word  "  includes "  Is  understood  In  this  sense, 
and  as  said  by  Judge  Hatch,  in  Matter  of  Qoetz,  71  App.  Dlv.  272,  at  p.  275 : 

"•Including'  is  not  a  word  of  limitation,  rather  it  is  a  word  of  enlarge- 
ment, and  in  ordinary  signification  implies  that  something  else  has  been  given 
beyond  the  general  language  which  precedes  it." 

The  meaning  of  this  word  has  received  extensive  consideration  In  the  Ei^Hsh 
courts,  and  in  one  of  the  most  interesting  cases  on  the  subject  {Jones  v.  Cook, 
L.  R.  6  Q.  B.  505),  despite  the  fact  that  the  case  was  a  criminal  one.  ordinarily 
requiring  a  strict  consti-uctlon  of  ttie  act.  the  court  gave  to  the  word  "Includes" 
Its  broader  significance.     The  head  note  to  the  case  concisely  states  the  facts: 

Head  Tiote. —  "By  the  Petroleum  Act,  18G2,  §  1,  'petroleum*  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this  act  shall  include  any  product  thereof  that  gives  off  an  Inflam- 
mable vapour  at  a  temperature  of  less  than  100  degrees  Fahrenheit.  By  the 
Petroleum  Acts,  1SG2  and  1868.  'petroleum'  shall  include  all  such  rock  oil, 
Rangoon  oil,  Burmah  oil.  any  product  of  them,  and  any  oil  made  from  pe- 
troleum, coal,  schist,  shale,  peat  or  other  bituminous  substance,  as  gives  off 
an  Inflammable  vapour  at  a  temperature  of  less  than  100  degrees  F'ahrenheit : — 
Held,  that  all  petroleum  proper,  whether  giving  off  an  Inflammable  vapour  at 
under  100  degrees  or  not.  was  within  the  acts:  and  that,  therefore,  the  keep- 
ing of  any  petroleum  proper,  otherwise  than  for  private  use,  within  fifty  yards 
of  a  dwelling  or  storehouse,  without  a  license,  was  prohibited  by  section  ^ 
of  the  Act  of  1808. 

Blackburn,  J.,  at  page  509 : 

"  Taking  the  intention  of  the  louislature  to  be  shown  by  the  words  used  In 
the  Acts  '  I  think  that  the  maeristrates  wore  right,  and  that  the  conviction 
must  be  affirmed.  There  wore  two  pi-troUnim  Acts  passed ;  the  one  enacted, 
whereas   it  was   necessary    to   provide   for  the   safekeeping  of   petroleum,   and 
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certain  products  that  are  dangerous,  that  '  petroleum  shall  include  any  prod- 
uct thereof  that  givea  off  an  Inflammable  vapour  at  a  temperature  of  less 
than  100  degrees.'  That  means  that  petroleum  shall  mean  petroleum,  and 
also  Includes  that  which  might  not  otherwise  he  considered  as  petroleum,  viz., 
products  derived  from  petroleum,  provided  those  products  be  of  such  a  nature 
that  they  give  off  those  inflammable  vapours.  Thus  throughout  the  Act  *  pe- 
troleum '  is  to  be  used  and  considered  as  including  such  products  as  give  off 
an  Inflammable  vapour  at  a  temperature  of  less  than  100  degrees." 

To  the  same  effect  are  Queen  v.  Kershaw  (Queens  Bench),  0  El.  and  Bl.  999; 
es  parte  Ferguson,  L».  R.  G  Q.  B.  280 ;  and  Pound  v.  Plumstead  Board  of  Works. 
L.  R.  7  Q.  B.   183. 

An  Interesting  and  instructive  side-light  on  this  general  meaning  of  the  word 
Is  furnished  by  a  consideration  of  the  other  definitions  in  section  2  of  the  Act. 
It  is  significant  that  when  the  meaning  of  the  word  defined  must,  from  the  nature 
of  the  subject  matter,  be  limited,  the  word  used  Is  **  means,"  as  — "  The  term 
•  Commissioner,'  when  used  In  this  act  means  one  of  the  members  of  such  Commis- 
sion;"  but  in  all  other  cases  recourse  is  had  to  the  word  ''includes,"  as,  for 
example,  the  word  "  railroad,"  as  defined,  includes  various  agencies,  but  the  Hat 
given  in  the  definition  is  by  no  means  complete,  for  omitted  therefrom  are  many 
Instmmentalities  in  the  operation  of  a  railroad.  It  uses  the  words  "  bridges,  fer- 
ries, tunnels,  switches,  subways,  tracks,  stations  and  terminal  facilities,"  but  does 
not,  for  Instance,  specify  block  signal  systems,  ties,  ballast,  road-bed,  etc.,  which 
from  their  very  nature  are  Important  component  parts  of  a  railroad  and  over 
which  supervision  is  necessary  to  render  regulations  by  the  Commissions  effective. 
It  is,  of  course,  unreasonable  to  suppose  that  a  railroad  company  would  be  per- 
mitted to  say  in  answer  to  an  order  of  one  of  the  Commissions  to  make  certain 
repairs  to  Its  roadbed,  that  such  an  v^rder  was  not  binding  because  a  railroad. 
as  defined  in  the  act,  does  not  Include  its  own  road-bed.  Here  it  is  obvious  that 
the  word  **  includes  "  is  not  one  of  limitation. 

The  reference  to  ferries  in  the  definition  of  railroad  is  applicable  only  to  rail- 
road ferries,  but  there  is  this  point  to  be  noted  in  passing,  that  If  ferries  were 
intended  to  be  embraced  In  the  definition  of  common  carrier,  there  would  be  no 
necessity  for  including  them  in  the  definition  of  railroad. 

This  meaning,  however,  is  not  absolutely  controlling,  but  Is  further  dependent 
upon  the  intention  of  the  Legislature  to  be  gleaned  from  the  context  of  the  act, 
as  was  stated  in  effect  in  the  opinion  in  Calhoun  v.  Memphis  d  Paducah  R.  R.  Oo., 
2  Plippen  (U.  S.  Circuit  Court)  442,  where  the  court  was  called  on  to  construe  the 
language  of  a  railroad  mortgage.     In  that  opinion,  at  page  445,  it  is  said  that : 

"  The  word  *  railroad '  as  used  here  may  mean  railroad  company,  as  it 
usually  does.  Ordinarily,  this  general  description  would  be  controlled  by  the 
subsequent  enumeration  contained  in  the  words,  'All  depots,  warehouses  and 
structures »  •  •  ♦  But  when  this  rule  of  construction  is  relied  on,  it  will 
be  generally  found  that  the  particulars  are  introduced  with  a  videlicet  or 
some  such  manifestation  of  the  Intention  to  restrain  the  general  description. 
(Bouv.  Diet,  words  *  videlicet.'  *  scilicet/)  And  the  ejusdem  peneris  rule  of 
construction  always  yields  to  the  intention  to  he  gathered  from  the  context  and 
general  scope  of  the  whole  instrument.  •  ♦  •  Here  the  particulars  are 
Introduced  by  the  word  '  Including,'  which  does  not  indicate  a  restrictive 
intention,  but  the  contrary." 

A  good  illustration  of  the  rule  is  afforded  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  which, 
as  it  existed  prior  to  the  amendment  of  1906,  by  its  terms  applied  only  to  railroad 
companies,  but  was  then  amended  by  the  insertion  of  a  provision  that  the  word 
common  carrier  as  used  In  that  act  should  "  Include  express  companies  and  sleeping 
car  companies."  There,  from  the  circumstances  attending  Its  insertion  and  the 
context  of  the  act,  the  Intention  of  the  Congress  was  plain  to  merely  extend  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  over  the  two  classes  of  carriers 
specified. 

Assuming,  therefore,  as  I  think  is  proper,  that  the  usual  moaning  of  the  word 
"  Inclndes "  as  given  above  is  correct,  it  then  remains  to  carefully  scrutinize  the 
act  to  see  to  what  extent,  if  at  all.  such  a  meaning  Is  inconsistent  with,  or  limited 
by,  its  other  provisions,  or  whether  from  the  entire  context  the  Inference  can  fairly 
and  reasonably  be  drawn  that  the  Legislature  Intended  to  place  such  classes  of 
common  carriers  as  ferries  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Commissions. 

An  analysis  of  the  definition  In  section  2  shows  that  of  the  seven  classes  of 
carriers  referred  to,  one  comprises  express  companies  and  the  other  six  distinct- 
ively railroad  agencies,  all  of  which  are  prolwbly  the  best  known  examples  of 
common  carriers,  and  whose  character  as  such  Is  unquestioned.  The  question 
Immediately  occurs,  what  Is  the  purpose  of  specifying  these  well  recognized  carriers, 
if  not  one  of  enumeration  of  carriers  subloct  to  the  provisions  of  the  act.  If  the 
definition  had  contained  some  carriers  whose  character  as  such  would  otherwise 
be  open  to  doubt,  or  contained  but  a  short  and  incomplete  list,  it  would  indicate 
that  all  well  recognized  common  carriers  were  embraced  therein  plus  the  doubtful 
ones;  but  here  there  are  no  doubtful  ones  and  the  list  is  full  and  complete  in 
reference  to  the  great  class  of  carriers  to  cover  which  the  legislation  was  desired. 
If,  however,  we  give  the  word  "  Include  "  Its  broader  meaning,  it  would  be  equiva- 
lent to  construing  the  definition  to  menu  that  the  word  common  carrier,  as  used 
in  the  act.  shall  include  common  carriers,  a  definition  that  does  not  define  and  a 
construction  that  would  violate  the  rule  that  elToct  Is  to  be  given  so  far  as  Is  possi- 
ble to  all  parts  of  the  act.     We  must  assume  that  the  Legislature  understood  the 
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meaolDg  of  the  words  it  iised«  and,  to  my  mind,  when  it  followed  a  broad  term 
with  but  a  small  number  of  well  recognized  parts,  it  narrowed  instead  of  extended 
the  broad  term.  This  definition  differs  from  that  of  railroads,  to  which  I  have 
referred  for  purposes  of  lllustrntlon,  in  that  a  railroad  as  generally  understood  is 
a  unit  made  up  of  many  component  and  inseparable  parts,  while  the  term 
*'  common  carrier "  is  a  comprehensive  one  embracing  a  large  number  of  separate 
and  distinct  units.  While  this  reasoning  may  not  be  absolutely  controlling  on  this 
question,  it  throws  a  heavier  burden  on  the  context  of  the  act  to  evidence  an  inten- 
tion to  include  carriers  other  than  those  specified  in  the  definition. 

Turning  to  the  act,  we  find  that  it  is  divided  into  five  articles,  of  which  Article  I 
contains  definitions  and  general  provisions  regarding  the  organization  and  procedure 
of  the  Commissions :  Article  II,  provisions  relating  to  the  duties  of  railroads,  street 
railroads  and  common  carriers;  Article  III.  provisions  relating  to  the  powers  of 
the  Commissions  over  common  carriers,  railroads  and  street  railroads;  Article  IV. 

{provisions  relating  to  gas  and  electric  corporations,  and  Article  V.  provisions  abol- 
shing  other  boards  and  devolving  their  powers  upon  the  Commissions.  Of  these 
the  only  ones  affecting  this  question,  outside  of  the  definitions  quoted  above,  are 
Articles  II  and  III.  As  ferries  were  not  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Board 
of  Railroad  Commissioners,  the  Commissions  can  not  acquire  Jurisdiction  through 
their  succession  to  the  powers  of  that  board.  (See  Transportation  Corporation  Law, 
sections  2-6,  inclusive.) 

Articles  II  and  III,  for  the  purposes  of  considering  this  question,  may  be  sub- 
divided as  follows : 


(1.  Application  of  article.   S  25. 
(2.  Adequacy  of  service,   H   26,  -.. 
\^.  Rates,  M  28-34,  inclusive;  i  36. 


ARTICLE  II.  2.  Adequacy  of  service,   H   26.  27. 


(Powers  of  Commissions.) 


(Dutiesof  Common  Carriers.)      4.  Discrimination,  ff  35,  37,  39. 
(.5.  Liability,  If  38,  40. 

fa.  General  powers  of  commissions,  S  46. 
b.  Reports  of  common  carriers,  f  46. 
c.  Investigations,  S^  47,  48. 
d.  Power  to  fix  rates,  order  changes,  etc.,  1 1  49,  50,  51. 
c.  I'niform  system  of  accounts.  |  52. 
f.  Franchises,  stock  and  bond  issues,  M  53,  54.  55. 
Penalties  and  proceedings,  fil  56,  57,  58,  59. 
Interstate  traffic,   $  60. 

ARTICLE   II. 

(1)   Application    of    Article. 
Section    25    should    be    r^ad    in    connection   with    the   short   title   of   the  act   in 
section  1,  which  provides : 

•*  This  chapter  shall  be  known  as  the  public  service  commissions  law,  and 
shall  applji  to  the  public  services  herein  described,  and  to  the  Commissions 
hereby  created." 

It  is  plain,  I  think,  that  the  word  "services"  refers  to  the  act  of  service 
rendered  and  not  to  tho  agency  rendering  it,  but  should  there  be  any  doubt  on  this 
point,  it  is  made  clear  by  a  reference  to  section  2.'5,  which  is  as  follows: 

"  The  provisions  of  this  article  shall  apply  to  the  transportation  of  passen- 
gers, freight  or  property  from  one  point  to  another  within  the  State  of  New 
York  and  to  any  common  carrier  performing  such  service." 

These  sections  are  both  Jurisdictional  and  are  of  the  utmost  importance  In  con- 
sidering this  question,  for  it  will  be  noted  that  by  section  1  the  act  is  to  apnly  to 
the  public  services  described  in  it,  and  section  25  describes  those  services  in  language 
sweeping  enough  to  embrace  all  carriers  and  unless  this  wide  Jurisdiction,  unlimited 
as  to  kind  or  class  of  common  carrier,  is  controlled  by  the  definition  in  section  2, 
I  think  the  Commissions'  power  to  regulate  all  such  agencies  would  not  be  open 
to  serious  dispute.  Those  sections  afford  substantial  basis  for  the  argument  that 
the  Intention,  as  drawn  from  the  act,  was  to  grant  in  general  terms  Jurisdiction 
over  all  common  carriers  and  that  the  provisions  for  details  of  regulation  do  not 
affect  such  Jurisdiction,  but  merely  make  dearer  the  powers  of  the  Commissions 
over  certain  carriers.  But  If  this  be  so,  what  Is  the  function  of  the  definition  In 
section  2?  It  must  be  assumed  that  It  was  inserted  for  some  purpose  and  our 
inquiry  comes  back  again  to  a  consideration  of  how  far.  if.  at  all,  the  sweeping 
Jurisdiction  granted  bv  these  sections  Is  limited  by  the  word  "includes"  in  the 
definition,  as  Itself  affected  by  the  context  of  the  act. 

(2)  Adequate   S^ertiee. 
Section  26  Is  Just  as  broad  and  requires  that  common  carriers 

"  shall  furnish  ♦  •  ♦  such  service  and  facilities  as  shall  be  safe  and 
adequate  and  In  all  respects  Just  and  reasonable "  and  that  "  all  charges 
*  i  *  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable  and  not  more  than  allowed  by  law  or 
by   order  of   the   Commission." 
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But  it  will  be  noted,  as  evidencinf?  the  Intention,  that  when  the  Legislature  came 
to  providing  for  a  detail  of  such  adequate  service.  It  concerned  itself  only  with 
railroads,  as  section  27  provides  that 

'*  a  railroad  corporation  upon     •     •     •     application     •     •     •     shall  construct 

•  •  •  switch  connections  ♦  ♦  •  with  a  lateral  line  of  railroad  or 
private  side-tracks     ♦     •     *." 

This  limitation  of  detail  is  further  found  in  subdivision  d  of  Article  III,  which 
will  be  referred  to  in  Its  order.  * 

(3)  Rates. 

Here  is  an  instance  of  where  the  language  Intended  to  cover  other  carriers  Is  so 
colored  by  the  prominence  of  the  necessity  for  railroad  regulation  as  to  seem 
restricted  to  it.  The  word  common  carrier  Is  used,  but  provision  for  details  is 
almost  exclusively  applicable  to  railroads ;  although,  by  the  definition  of  common 
carrier  referred  to  above,  express  companies  must  be  affected  as  well. 

Section  28  requires  that 

"every    common    carrier    shall    file     ♦     •     ♦     schedules    showing   4he    rates 

•  •  •  for  the  transportation  of  persons  and  property  within  the  State 
between  each  point  upon  its  route  and  all  other  points  thereon ;  and  between 
each  point  upon  Its  route  and  upon  all  pnintM  upon  every  route  leased,  operated 
or  controlled  hy  it  and  between  each  point  on  its  route  or  upon  any  route 
leased,  operated  or  controlled  hy  it  and  all  points  upon  the  route  of  any  other 
common  carrier  whenever  a  through  route  and  joint  rate  shall  have  been  estab- 
lished or  ordered  between  any  two  such  points     ♦♦♦.»• 

Strictly  si)eaklng,  there  are  no  routes  *'leased,  operated  or  controlled "  by  a 
ferry  company,  or,  for  that  matter,  by  an  exi»ress  company,  and  the  words  "  through 
route  and  joint  rate "  ar6  more  usual  as  applied  to  railroads,  but  between  an 
express  company  and  a  ferry  company  there  Is  this  Important  distinction  —  that 
these  provisions  apply  to  express  companies,  unsuited  though  the  languagr  may  be 
for  the  purpose,  because  they  are  expressly  mad»  8ub.1ect  to  the  act,  whllo  in  the 
case  of  ferry  companies,  if  they  be  so  subject,  they  are  made  so  by  construction. 
Though  these  words  in  section  28  hare  a  truer  application  to  railroads,  they  might 
include  ferry  companies  in  the  absenc»»  of  other  inconsistent  provisions  In  other 
parts  of  the  act.  but  this  is  to  be  noted  ah  one  of  the  indications  of  Intention  and 
taken  Into  consideration  with  all  other  provlslonn,  one  way  or  the  other,  in  sum- 
ming up  the  evidence  of  legislative  Intention. 

Sections  £9,  providing  for  chan.ws  in  schedules  "  filed  and  published  by  a  common 
carrier:" 

50,  Paragraph  1,  that 

*•  The  names  of  the  several  carriers  which  are  parties  to  any  joint  tariff 
shall  be  specified  therein  and"  (the  carriers)  ♦  *  •  "shall  file  with  the 
Commission  such  evidence  of  concurrence     •     •     *     as  may  be  required  ♦  ♦  ♦." 

— .  Paragraph  2,  that 

"  Every  common  carrier  shall  file     •     ♦     •     sworn  copies  of  every  contract 

•  •     ♦     with  any  other  common  carrier     •     •     •." 

51,  that 

"  No    common   carrier    shall      •      •      •      by   any   special    rate,   rebate,    drawback 
or  other  device  or  method,  charge,  demand,  collect  or  receive  from  any  person 

•  •  •  a  greater  or  less  compensation  for  any  service  ♦  ♦  •  In  the 
transportation  of  passengers,  freight  or  property  •  •  •  than  It  charges, 
demands,  collects  or  receives  from  any  other  person  •  ♦  ♦  for  doing  a 
like  and  contemporaneous  service     •     ♦     ♦." 

Sg,  that 
'•  No  common  carrier  shall  make  or  give  any  undue  or  unreasonable  preference 
or  advantage  to  any  person  or  corporation  or  to  any  locality  or  to  any  par- 
ticular description  of  traflic     *     •     *." 

— ,  and  that  portion  of  SS  providing  that 
"  No  common  carrier     •     ♦     *     shall  after  the  first  day  of  November,  1907, 
engage  or  participate  In  the  transportation  of  passengers,  freight  or  property 

•  ♦     •     until  its  schedule  shall  have  been  filed." 

\ 
—  and  that 
"  No    common    carrier     ♦     ♦     •     shall    directly   or   indirectly    issue    or  give 
any  free   ticket,   free  pass   or  free   transportation   for  passengers  or  property 

•  •     •  *• 

1 
are  all  comprehensive  enough  to  cover  ferry  and  navigation  companies.  Section 
82  then  gocK  op  to  provide  that  the  prohibition  against  giving  free  transportation 
shall  not  apply  to 

**  employees   of     *     *     *     telegraph   and    telephone   companies  doing  business 

along  the  line  of  the  issuing  carrier." 
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which  is  necessarily  restricted  to  railroad  companies,  as  is  the  second  paragraph  of 
section  33,  permitting  the  issuance  of  mileage  tickets,  for.  although  ft  Is  entirely 
feasible  for  navigation  companies  to  Issue  these  tickets,  such  is  not  the  practice. 

The  language  of  the  remaining  sections  of  this  subdivision,  providing  (section  Si) 
that 

"  No  common  carrier  •  ♦  •  shall  •  ♦  •  suffer  ♦  •  •  any  per- 
son •  •  •  to  obtain  transnortation  •  •  •  at  less  than  the  rates  then 
established  •  •  •  by  means  of  false  billing,  false  classification,  false  weight 
or  weighing  or  false  report  of  weight  or  by  any  other  device  or  means." 

and  section  S6,  that 

"  No  common  carrier  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  charge  or 
receive  any  greater  compensation  in  the  aggregate  for  the  transportation  of 
passengers  or  of  a  like  kind  of  property  under  substantially  similar  circum- 
stances and  conditions  for  a  shorter  and  for  a  longer  distance  over  the  same 
line  In  the  same  direction,  the  shorter  being  included  within  the  longer  dis- 
tance ;  but  this  shall  not  be  construed  as  authorizing  any  such  common  carrier 
to  charge  and  receive  as  great  a  compensation  for  a  shorter  as  for  a  loiiger 
distance  or  haul." 

would  perhaps  be  applicable  to  ferry  companies,  although  the  entire  language,  and 
especially  the  word  "  haul "  In  the  last  line  of  section  36  has  a  truer  application 
to   railroads. 

(4)  DUcrimlnation. 

In  this  subdivision  begins  to  appear  a  stricter  limitation  of  detail  to  railroads. 
Section  S5  provides : 

"  Every  common  carrier  is  required  to  afford  reasonable,  proper  and  equal 
facilities  for  the  interchange  of  passenger,  freight  and  property  traffic  between 
the  lines  owned     •     *     •     by  it  and  the  lines  of  every  other  common  carrier.*' 

The  word  "  lines "  as  usually  understood  might  apply  to  lines  of  steamboats  or 
ferries,  but  further  on  in  this  section  it  is  provided  that 

"  It  shall  not  be  construed  to  require  a  common  carrier  to  permit  or  allow 
any  other  common  carrier  to  use  Its  tracks  or  terminal  facilities.  Every 
common  carrier  as  such  Is  required  to  receive  from  every  other  common 
carrier,  at  a  connecting  point,  freight  cars  of  proper  standard,  and  haul  the 
same  through  to  destination     ♦     •     *." 

A  navigation  company  could  clearly  not  comply  with  this  detail,  for  the  act  uses 
the  word  tracks  and  requires  the  carrier  to  haul  the  freight  cars  through  to  desti- 
nation and  although  there  might  be  ferries  that  could  be  used  as  railroad  con- 
nections, the  language  Is  not  natural  to  such  a  case,  and  in  addition,  ferries  of  that 
character  would  be  owned  by  a  railroad  company  and  embraced  in  the  definition  of 
a  railroad  referred  to  above.  This  limitation  Is  even  more  pronounced  In  section 
S7,  requiring  that 

"  Every  railroad  corporation  or  other  common  carrier  engaged  In  the  trans- 
portation of  freight  shall  ♦  ♦  •  furnish  to  all  persons  sufficient  and  suit- 
able cars  for  the  transportation  of  such  freight  in  carload  lots." 

which  Is  manifestly  inapplicable  to  carriers  other  than  railroads. 
Section  39  providing  that 

"  No  common  carrier  shall  enter  Into  •  •  •  any  combination  •  •  • 
to  prevent  the  carriage  of  freight  and  property  from  being  continuous   ♦    *    •.** 

although  drawn  expressly  to  cover  railroad  companies  might  apply  as  well  to  navi- 
gation or  freight  companies,  but  not  the  further  provision  that 

"  No  breakage  of  bulk,  stoppage  or  interruption  of  carriage,  made  by  any 
common  carrier,  shall  prevent  the  carriage  of  freight  and  property  from  being 
treated  as  one  continuous  carriage." 

(5)  Liability. 
Section  38  requires 

"  Every  common  carrier  and  every  railroad  corporation  and  street  railroad 
corporation  to  issue  either  a  receipt  or  bill  of  lading  •  •  ♦." 
and  provides  for  liability  thereunder.  There  Is  nothing  In  this  section  which  could 
not  be  operative  as  against  ferry  companies  nor  is  there  in  section  iO,  which 
provides  for  a  recovery  of  damages  arising  from  a  violation  of  any  provisions  of 
the  act,  if,  indeed,  ferry  companies  are  subject  to  such  provisions. 

ARTICLE  III. 

(a)  General  Powers  of  Commissions. 

(b)  Reports  of  Common  Carriers. 

Section  iS.  The  first  paragraph  deals  with  the  powers  ^  the  Commissioners 
to  administer  oaths  and  summon  witnesses  and  does  not  affect  the  ^uest^on^ 
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Paragraph  2  provides  that 

*•  Each  Commission  shall  have  the  g^eneral  supervision  of  all  common  carriers, 
railroads,  street  railroads,  railroad  corporations  and  street  railroad  corpora- 
tions within  its  Jurisdiction,  as  hereinbefore  defined,  and  shall  have  power  to 
examine  the  same  and  keep  Informed  as  to  their  general  condition,  their 
capitalization,  their  franchises  and  the  manner  In  which  tfwir  lines  owned, 
leased,  controlled  and  operated  are  managed,  conducted  and  operated,  not  only 
with  respect  to  the  adequacy,  security  and  accommodation  afforded  by  their 
service,  but  also  with  respect  to  their  compliance  with  all  provisions  of  law, 
orders  by  the  Commission  and  charter  requirements." 

The  words  "  lines  owned,  leased,  controlled  or  operated "  are  inartificial  as 
applied  to  ferries  which  have  routes  but  not  lines  which  could  be  owned,  leased, 
controlled  or  operated  in  the  usual  sense  of  those  terms. 

Paragraphs  2  and  3,  authorizing  the  Commission  to  examine  all  books  and  papers, 
and  providing  for  hearings  by  the  Commission  relating  to  proposed  changes  in 
the  law  relating  to  any  common  carrier,  railroad  corporation  or  street  railroad 
corporation,  are  comprehensive  enough  to  cover  all  classes  of  carriers,  as  is  also 
section  ^6,  providing  for  the  making  of  reports  by  common  carriers,  railroad  and 
street  railroad  corporations. 

(c)    Inveafigations. 

Section  47  provides  that 

"  Each  commission  shall  investigate  the  cause  of  all  accidents  on  any  railroad 
or  street  railro<td  within  its  district.  •  •  •  Every  common  carrier,  rail- 
road corporation  and  street  railroad  corporation  Is  hereby  required  to  give 
immediate  notice  to  the  Commission  of  every  accident  happening  upon  any 
line  of  railroad  or  street  railroad  owned,  operated,  controlled  or  leased  by  it." 

This  is  probably  as  clear  an  Illustration  as  appears  in  the  act  of  the  limitation 
of  details  to  railroads.  It  might,  of  course,  be  argued  that  the  general  provisions 
cover  all  carriers  and  that  this  detail  is  only  intended  to  make  more  clear  its 
application  to  one  class  of  carriers,  and  If  the  word  ferries  had  occurred  in  the 
definition  this  would  probably  be  so ;  but  her*  we  are  endeavoring  to  ascertain 
intent  and  it  would  seem  only  reasonable  to  suppose  that  If  the  Legislature  had 
ferries  in  mind,  it  would  have  drawn  a  section  like  this  one  to  cover  them,  for 
accidents  to  ferry  and  steamboats  are  usually  more  serious  and  fraught  with  even 
a  larger  loss  of  life  than  in  the  case  of  railroads.  Paragraph  1  of  the  concluding 
section  (48)  of  this  subdivision,  providing  that 

"  Each  commission  may  •  ♦  ♦  Investigate  •  ♦  •  any  act  or  thing 
done  or  omitted  to  be  done  by  any  common  carrier,  railroad  corporation  or 
street  railroad  corporation  subject  to  its  supervision  "  and  that  "  The  com- 
mission must  make  such  Inquiry  in  regard  to  any  act  or  thing  done  or  omitted 
to  be  done  by  any  such  common  carrier,  railroad  corporation  or  street  railroad 
corporation  in  violation  of  any  provision  of  law  and  in  violation  of  any 
order  of  the  commission," 

is  broad  enough  to  cover  any  common  carrier,  as  is  also  paragraphs  2  and  3 
providing  for  the  procedure  to  be  followed  on  the  filing  of  a  complaint  and 
atxthorizlng  the  Commission,  after  investigation,  to  make  the  necessary  orders. 

(d)  Power  to  flw  rates,  order  changes,  etc. 

Section  i9  provides: 

"  Whenever  either  commission  shall  be  of  the  opinion  after  a  hearing  upon 
a  complaint  made,  as  provided  in  this  act.  that  the  rates,  fares  or  charges 
♦  •  •  collected  by  any  common  carrier,  railroad  corporation  or  street  rail- 
road corporation  subject  to  its  Jurisdiction  •  •  •  are  unjust  ♦  •  • 
.  or  in  any  wise  in  violation  of  any  provision  of  law,  the  Commission  shall  deter- 
mine the  Just  and  reasonable  rates  ♦  ♦  ♦  and  shall  fix  the  same  by  order 
to  be  served  upon  all  common  carriers,  railroad  corporations  or  street  railroad 
corporations  by  whom  such  rates,  fares  and  charges  are  thereafter  to  be 
observed." 

This  is  broad  enough  and  so  is  the  further  provision  authorizing  the  Commission 
to  require  any  common  carrier,  railroad  corporation  or  street  railroad  corporation 
to  accord  adequate  facilities,  but  the  section  then  goes  on  to  provide  that 

"The  Commission  shall  have  power  by  order  to  require  every  two  or  more 
common  carriers  or  railroad  corporations  whose  lines  owned,  operated,  con- 
trolled or  leased,  form  a  continuous  line  at  transportation  or  could  be  made 
to  do  so  by  the  construction  ancl  maintenance  of  stcitch  connection  to  establish 
a  through  route  and  Joint  rate." 

Although  this  language  of  this  last  part  of  the  section  might  cover  the  case 
of  traflic  connection  between  a  railroad  and  a  ferry  or  steamboat,  the  presumption 
is  against  it  and  also  against  such  a  construction  of  section  50,  which  authorizes 
the  Commission  to  require 

*•  repairs  or  improvements  to  or  changes  in  any  tracks,  switches,  terminals  or 
terminal  facilities,  motive  power  or  any  other  property  or  device  used  by  any 
common  carrier,  railroad  coiporation  or  street  railroad  corporation." 
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Section  51  provides  that 

**  If  in  the  Jud^rment  of  the  Commission  having  Jurisdiction  any  ra41road 
corporation  or  street  railroad  corporation  does  not  run  trains  enough  or  cars 
enough  or  possess  or  operate  motive  power  enough  reasonablv  to  accommodate 
the  traffic,  passenger  and  freight  transported  by  or  offered  lor  transportation 
to  it,  or  does  not  run  its  trains  or  oars  with  sufficient  frequency  •  •  • 
the  Commission  shall  have  power  to  make  an  order  directing  any  such  railroad 
corporation  or  street  railroad  corporation  to  increase  the  number  of  its  trains 
or  of  its  cars,  etc." 

This  section  is  most  significant,  for  here  the  Legislature  is  itself  dealing  with 
transportation  appliances  used  by  the  carriers  subject  to  the  act,  and  it  is  nardly 
open  to  doubt  that  if  the  Legislature  had  the  regulation  of  ferries  in  mind  it 
would  have  applied  such  an  important  provision  to  them  by  some  reference  to 
boats,  etc.,  ana  not  left  it  exclusively  applicable  to  railroads. 

(e)   Uniform  system  of  accounts. 

The  portion  of  section  52  which  authorizes  the  Commission   to 

. "  establish  a  uniform  system  of  accounts  to  be  used  by  railroads  and  street 
railroad  corporations  and  other  common  carriers  •  •  •  and  prescribe  the 
form  of  accounts,  records  and  memoranda  of  the  movement  of  traffic,  as  well 
as  receipts  and  expenditures  of  money." 

would  apply  to  all  common  carriers,  but  not  the  latter  part  of  the  section,  which 
provides  that 

"  The  Commission  shall  at  all  times  have  access  to  all  accounts,  records 
and  memoranda  kept  by  railroad  and  street  railroad  corporations  and  may 
prescribe  the  accounts  in  which  particular  outlays  and  receipts  shall  be 
entered     •     •     ♦." 

So  that   it  would   seem,  that   the  Commission   may  establish  a  uniform  system  of 
accounts  for  all  carriers,  but  can  only  examine  the  books  of  railroads. 

(f)  Franchise,  stock  and  bond  issues. 

Section  55  providing  that 

"  Without  first  having  obtained  the  permission  and  approval  of  the  proper 
commission  no  railroad  corporation,  street  railroad  corporation  or  common 
carrier  shall  begin  t?ie  construction  of  a  railroad  or  street  railroad  or  any 
extension  thereof     •     •     *." 

is  restricted  exclusively  to  railroad  corporations,  and  the  same  is  true  of  the  first 
paragraph  of  section  54,  which  provides  that 

•*  No  franchise  ♦  •  •  to  own  or  operate  a  railroad  or  street  railroad  shall 
be  assigned,  transferred  or  leased  •  •  •  unless  •  •  •  approved  by  the 
proper  commission  •     •     ♦." 

•'  No  franchise    •     •     •    to  own  or  operate  a  railroad  or  street  raUroad  shall 
The  second  paragraph  provides  that 

hereafter  purchase  •  ♦  •  any  part  of  the  capital  stock  of  any  railroad 
corporation  or  street  railroad  corporation  or  other  common  carrier  •  •  • 
unless  authorized  to  do  so  by  the  Commission  •  ♦  •  and  that  •  •  • 
no  stock  corporation  •  •  ♦  shall  purchase  ♦  •  •  more  than  ten  per 
centum  of  the  total  capital  stock  issued  by  any  railroad  corporation  or  street 
railroad  corporation  or  any  other  common  carrier     •     •     ♦." 

This  prohibition  against  acquiring  any  of  the  stock  of  a  common  carrier  seem- 
ingly applies  only  to  railroad  companies,  except  in  the  case  of  stock  corporations 
acquiring  more  than  ten  per  cent,  of  the  stock  of  a  common  carrier. 

The  concluding  section  of  this  subdivision  is  broad  enough  to  cover  all  carriers 
and  provides  that 

t^oction  55.  "A  common  carrier,  railroad  corporation  or  street  railroad  cor- 
poration may  issue  •  •  •  evidence  of  Indebtedness  payable  at  periods  of 
more  than  twelve  months  •  •  •  when  necessary  for  the  acquisition  of 
property  •  •  ♦  provided,  and  not  otherwise,  that  there  shall  have  been 
secured  from  the  proper  commission  an  order  authorizing  such  Issue  •  ♦  •. 
Such  common  carrier,  railroad  corporation  or  street  railroad  corporation  may 
issue  notes  ♦  •  ♦  payable  at  periods  of  not  more  than  twelve  months 
without  such  consent    •     •     ♦." 

(g)  Penalties   and  Proceedings. 

Those  provisions  are  broad  enough  to  cover  all  carriers,  If  they  come  within 
the  other  provisions  of  the  act,  and  do  not  require  extended  quotation  or  discussion. 

(h)  Interstate   Traffic. 

This  Is  applicable  to  railroads  alone,  since  the  Commission  is  only  authorized  to 
"  investigate  freight  rates  on  interstate  traffic  on  railroads  w^ithin  the  State." 
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SUMMAKY    AND    CONCLUSION. 

The  analysis  of  the  act  in  the  foregoing  pages  shows  that  the  plan  upon  which 
the  act  was  drawn  contemplated  very  broad  sections  in  providing  for  the  general 
powers  of  the  Commissions,  and  then  other  sections,  also  broadly  drawn,  providing 
for  details  of  transportation.  Broad  as  these  provisions  are,  it  will  be  noted 
that  nowhere  in  the  act  is  there  any  language  having  a  special  application  to 
ferry  companies.  Taking  up  the  most  important  subjects  with  which  the  act 
deals,  we  find  that  under  adequacy  of  service,  so  far  as  details  are  concerned,  the 
duty  placed  upon  a  carrier  is  in  certain  cases  to  provide  switches,  and  the  Com- 
missions are  empowered  to  require  connections  between  carriers  by  switches ;  to 
require  repairs  or  improvements  in  tracks,  switches,  terminal  facilities  and  motive 
power,  and  to  require  railroad  corporations  to  run  more  trains  or  cars.  In  the  almost 
equally  important  matter  of  rates,  although  more  general  in  Its  scope,  the  language 
is  more  applicable  to  railroads,  especially  the  details  such  as  those  In  regard  to 
mileage  tickets  and  Joint  rates,  in  regard  to  discrimination  connecting  carriers 
are  required  to  receive  "freight  cars"  and  "haul"  the  same;  carriers  are  required 
to  provide  sufficient  "  cars  "  for  *"  freight  in  car-load  lots  "  and  the  provision  for 
"  continuous  carriage  "  and  "  breakage  In  bulk  "  relate  to  evils  common  to  railroads. 
In  the  matter  of  investigations,  the  authority  of  the  Commissions  is  generally 
nnrestricted,  but  in  the  provision  for  the  investigation  of  accidents  the  only  acci- 
dents provided  for  are  those  happening  on  railroads.  In  the  provision  for  uniform 
system  of  accounts,  although  the  Commission  is  empowered  to  establish  a  uniform 
system  of  accounts  for  common  carriers.  Its  right  of  access  to  accounts  is  seemingly 
restricted  to  those  of  railroads,  and  finally  in  the  matter  of  aporoval  of  franchises 
and  stock  and  bond  issues  the  only  franchise  needing  approval  is  one  to  build  a 
railroad  or  an  extension  thereof.  The  approval  of  the  Commission  Is  necessary 
only  to  the  transfer  of  a  railroad  franchise  and  the  prohibition  against  a  corpora- 
tion acquiring  any  stock  in  a  common  carrier  corporation  without  the  Commission's 
approval  extends  only  to  railroad  corporations. 

The  inquiry  is  pertinent  —  If  the  necessity  for  the  regulation  of  water  trans- 
portation existed,  why  did  the  Legislature  in  all  the  important  respects  referred 
to  confine  its  attention  to  railroads  when  a  slight  change  of  phraseology  would 
have  embraced  these  other  classes  of  carriers? 

An  important  and  significant  fact  to  consider  as  evidencing  legislative  Intention 
is  the  treatment  of  the  question  of  placing  pipe  line  companies  within  the  Juris- 
diction of  the  Commission.  In  the  act  as  originally  introduced,  these  companies 
were  included  in  the  definition  of  common  carrier,  but  before  the  act  reached  final 
passage  they  were  stricken  therefrom.  What  other  view  can  be  tenable  but  that  the 
Legislature  considered  that  this  act  was  limited  in  its  effect  to  the  carriers  enumer- 
ated? To  take  any  other  view  would  be  to  place  pipe  line  companies  again  within 
the  purview  of  the  act  or  to  omit  them  for  some  illogical  reason,  while  at  the 
same  time  retaining  such  carriers  as  ferry  and  navigation  companies. 

Sections  /  and  25,  to  which  I  have  already  referred,  at  some  length,  do  furnish  a 
basis  for  the  argument  that  the  general  provisions,  such  as  section  25,  empower  the 
Commissions  to  regulate  all  common  carriers,  and  that  the  provisions  for  detail  are 
not  intended  to  limit  the  broad  Jurisdiction,  but  are  intended  merely  to  make  more 
dear  its  application  to  certain  carriers ;  but  the  primary  rule  of  construction  is  to 
ascertain  tne  legislative  intent,  and  I  do  not  think  that  the  act,  taken  as  a  whole, 
authorizes  such  a  broad  and  sweeping  construction,  but  on  the  contrary  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  Legislature,  by  its  application  of  this  legislation  to  the  details  re- 
ferred to,  clearly  showed  that  the  general  language  was  to  be  restricted  to  the 
carriers  specifically  named  in  such  definition.  It  is  by  this  construction  alone  that 
we  can  reconcile  the  action  of  the  Legislature  in  striking  from  the  definition  the 
words  "  pipe  line  companies." 

Although  the  fact  that  the  problem  of  railroad  regulation  was  the  most  pressing, 
and,  therefore,  most  prominent  in  the  minds  of  the  framers  of  the  act,  and  thot 
this  prominence  necessarily  colored  the  language  used  throughout,  whether  Intended 
to  apply  to  railroads  alone  or  to  other  common  carriers,  such  as  express  companies 
as  well,  and  although  probably  no  one  of  the  limitations  of  detail  to  railroads  would 
of  itself  warrant  the  conclusion,  yet  it  is  my  opinion  that  their  totality,  together 
with  the  form  of  the  definition  and  the  action  of  the  Legislature  in  regard  to  pipe 
line  companies  and  all  other  considerations  to  which  I  have  referred,  evidences  the 
intention  on  the  part  of  the  Legislature  to  confine  Its  action  to  the  classes  of 
carriers  specifically  named  in  the  definition. 

In  construing  this  act  it  must  be  also  borne  In  mind  that  legislation  of  this 
character  marks  a  wide  departure  from  American  Ideals  of  government  upon  which 
the  theory  of  the  .Teffersonlan  school,  of  as  little  government  as  poaslblo.  has  had 
a  wide  and  lasting  effect,  and  that  where  this  departure  is  made  to  meet  the 
complexities  of  modern  transportation  and  industrial  conditions,  the  courts  are 
bound  to  carefully  examine  the  basis  for  the  wide  powers  exercised  by  the  Com- 
missions, and  where  any  enlargement  of  such  powers  Is  claimed,  it  must  rest  on  a 
clear  and  stable  basis. 

The  fact  that  carriers  engaged  In  transportation  on  navigable  waters  come  within 
the  admiralty  jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Courts,  and  that  provision  for  them  might 
give  rise  to  -embarrassing  complications,  may  or  may  not  have  influenced  the  Legis- 
lature in  this  regard. 

In  conclusion,  this  view  is  further  borne  out  by  a  consideration  of  this  question 
In  its  broader  or  political  aspect.  The  problem  of  railroad  regulation  has  since 
and  even  prior  to  the  enoctment  of  the  first  Interstate  Commerce  Act  in  the  late 
eighties,  been  a  matter  of  vital  Importance  to  the  country  at  large  and  especially 
dnrtng  the  last  six  or  eight  years  —  has  occupied  probably  the  most  prominent  place 
in  American  politics ;  but   at   no   time   during  the  campaign   to   secure   this  legls- 
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latlon.  In  which  the  entire  subject  of  transportation  was  thoroughly  discussed  In 
all  its  bearings,  has  there  been,  to  my  knowledge,  any  agitation  for  the  regulation 
of  water  transportation ;  nor  is  it  covered  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  upon 
which  the  Public  Service  Commissions  I^w  is  so  largely  modeled,  save  where  those 
agencies  are  operated  in  conjunction  with  railroads.  In  this  gtate,  during  the 
gubernatorial  campaign  preceding  the  enactment  of  this  legislation,  in  which  the 
discussion  of  these  questions  was  widespread,  there  were  no  abuses  in  the  manage 
ment  of  ferry  or  navigation  companies  brought  to  light  and  there  was  no  public 
demand  for  legislation  affecting  them,  nor  was  there  any  reference  to  them  in  the 
Governor's  message,  pursuant  to  the  recommendation  of  which  this  law  was  passed. 
Regulation  for  railroads  and  all  carriers  connected  with  them  in  any  way,  and  of 
gas  and  electric  corporations,  was  demanded  and  was  granted,  but  there  was  no 
such  demand  in  the  case  of  ferry  companies,  and  in  the  public  mind  the  necessity 
for  their  regulation  did  not  exist. 

I,  therefore,  beg  to  report  that  in  my  opinion  the  Commission  is  without  juris- 
diction over  ferries,  and  has,  therefore,  no  power  to  act  upon  the  complaint  re- 
ferred to. 

Very  truly  yours, 
(Signed;  LE  ROY  T.  HARKNESS, 

AssUtant  Counsel. 


Jurisdiction  —  Commission  for  the  First  District  —  Ferries  In- 
cluded in  Railroad  —  Public  Service  Commissions  Law, 
Section  2. 

Opinion  of  Codnsel. 

October  11,  1907. 

Travis  H.  Whitney,  Esq.,  Secretary,  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  Firsi 
District: 
De-\k  Sir. —  I  have  j'our  letter  of  the  10th  Inst.,  transmitting  a  copy  of  a  letter 
from  Richard  L.  Leo,  dated  the  8th  Inst.,  complaining  of  the  ferry  service  main- 
tained by  the  Long  Island  Railroad  between  Thirty-fourth  street,  in  this  borough, 
and  Tjong  Island  City. 

Without  reference  to  the  general  question  of  jurisdiction  of  ferries  disassociated 
with  railroad  companies,  I  desire  to  advise  you  that  in  ray  opinion  the  Commission 
has  jurisdiction  oter  the  case  presented  by  virtue  of  section  2  of  the  Public  Service 
Commissions  Law,  which  provides  in  part  that  "the  term  'railroad'  Includes  every 
railroad  •  *  *  ,  with  all  ferries  •  •  •  used,  operated,  controlled  or  ow^ned 
by  or  in  connection  with  any  such  railroad." 

Yours  very  truly, 
(Signed)  ABEL  E.  BLACKMAR. 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 


Jurisdiction  Over  Common  Carriers — "Doing  Business  Exclu- 
sively"—  Filing  Schedules — 'Public  Service  Commissions 
Law,  Sections  2,  5. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

October  25,    1907. 

Tbavis  IT.  WiiiTNKV,  Esq.,  Secretary,  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District: 

Dear  Sir. —  I  have  your  letter  of  the  19th  inst.,  transmitting  a  communication 
from  the  New  York  and  Now  Jersey  Steamship  Company  of  the  ISth  Inst.,  inquiring 
whether  they  are  required  to  file  freight  schedules  under  the  Public  Service  Com- 
missions Act. 

The  company,  as  a  freight  company,  Is.  as  respects  its  business  transactions 
within  this  Stat^.  within  the  definition  of  the  terra  "common  carrier"  in  section  2 
of  the  act ;  but  the  company  in  this  case  raises  the  question  whether,  since  all  Its 
business  is  not  transacted  within  the  First  District,  it  comes  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Commission   for  that  district. 

Section  5  provides  that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  for  the  first  district 
shall  extend  (paragraph  IV)  "to  any  common  carrier  operating  or  doing  business 
exclusively  within  that  district." 

The  languaire  of  this  paracraph  Is  ambignoiis  and  immediately  gives  rise  to  the 
question  whether.  In  order  to  come  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  this  Commission,  all 
the  carrier's  business  must  ho  transacted  in  this  district  or  whether  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Commission  attaches  to  that  portion  of  the  business  of  the  company  which 
Is  transacted  exclusively  within  the  district. 

I  favor  the  latter  view,  although  there  is  considerable  force  In  the  argument 
that  according  to  strict  rules  of  grammatical  construction  the  jurisdiction  of  this 
Commission  only  attaches  to  a  company  which  does  all  its  business  here. 
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The  primary  object  is,  of  course,  to  ascertain  the  intention  of  the  legislature 
and  the  scheme  of  the  act  is  to  place  all  matters  arising  within  the  first  district 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  for  that  district  and  nil  the  matters 
arising  In  the  second  district  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  for  that 
district. 

Such  companies  are,  of  course,  within  the  jurisdiction  of  one  of  the  Commissions 
and  it  is  difficult,  keeping  in  mind  the  scheme  of  the  net,  to  understand  what 
reason  there  would  be  for  placing  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  for  the 
second  district  business  which  Is  entirely  consummated  within  this  district. 

In  common  parlance  the  words  •*  doing  business  exclusively  "  are  usually  under- 
stood as  referring  to  the  business  transacted  nud  I  think  the  Legislature  in  adding 
to  the  words  "  operating  ♦  ♦  ♦  oxclusively  "  the  words  "  doing  business  exclu- 
sively "  ijitended  that  the  Commission  for  this  district  should  have  jurisdiction 
not  only  over  those  companies  which  transact  their  entire  business  here,  but  also 
the  business  of  other  companies  which  is  exclusively  within  this  district. 

As  a  practical  matter  I  think  it  would  be  well  for  the  Commission  to  require 
reports  from  these  companies,  basing  its  action  upon  the  construction  which  I 
have  given  this  paragraph.  This  same  reasoning  applies  to  the  cases  of  express 
companies  about  which  I  have  conferred  with  Commissioner  Eustis,  and  in  which 
case  it  was  decided  that  we  should  require  them  to  flie  the  schedules  called  for 
by  the  act. 

Yours  very  truly, 
(Signed)  ABKL  E.  BLACKMAR, 

Oounael  to  the  Commiaaion. 


Commission  May  Rescind  Resolution  Adopting  Rapid  Trcuisit 
Route  Passed  by  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Com- 
missioners —  Methods  of  Constructing  Subways  —  Rapid 
Transit  Act,  as  Amended  by  Elsberg  Law. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

September  18, 1907. 
Puhlio  Service  Commiesion  for  the  First  District: 

Gbntlbmen. —  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  communication  dated  yesterday,  in  which 
you  ask  for  opinions  on  the  following  questions : 

(1)  Whether  the  Brooklyn  Uapld  Transit  Company  has  any  franchise  rights  in 
New  Utrecht  avenue  in  Brooklyn,  and  the  nature  and  extent  of  such  rights. 

(2)  Whether  the  Rapid  Transit  Company  Act  requires  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion to  proceed  to  make  contracts  for  the  construction  of  the  Fourth  avenue  subway. 

I  have  referred  the  first  of  these  questions  to  one  of  my  assistants  for  investi- 
gation and  will  report  the  result  of  such  inquiry  later. 

I  answer  the  second  of  said  questions  as  follows : 
'  Section  34  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Act  contains  the  following  provision  : 

**  The  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners  for  any  city  shall,  prior 
to  the  time  of  the  final  grant  of  any  franchise  under  the  provisions  of  this  act  or 
the  making  of  a  contract  for  construction  of  any  railroad  under  the  provisions  of 
this  act,  have  power  to  rescind  and  revoke  any  resolution  or  resolutions  of  such 
board  adopting  any  routes  or  general  plan  for  the  rapid  transit  railroad  adopted 
by  such  board  and,  in  the  discretion  of  the  board,  in  lieu  thereof,  to  adopt  new 
routes  and  general  plans.'* 

It  necessarily  follows  from  this  that  your  board  is  not  under  any  legal  compul- 
sion to  construct  the  Fourth  avenue  subway,  but  has  power  to  rescind  the  reso- 
lution establishing  such  route,  and  so  put  an  end  to  the  whole  project. 

The  question,  however,  might  arise,  whether  your  board  is  limited  in  its  action 
to  one  of  two  alternatives  —  to  proceed  immediatply  with  the  construction  of  the 
said  subway,  or  to  rescind  the  resolution  establishing  the  route.  The  decision  of 
this  question  requires  a  further  examination  of  the  law. 

At  the  time  when  your  board  came  in  power,  the  Beard  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad 
Commissioners  had  adopted  routes  and  a  general  plan  for  a  number  of  subway  lines 
In  the  city  of  New  York,  including  routes  known  as  : 

(1)  The  Seventh  and  Eighth  avenue  route. 

(2)  The  Lexington  avenue  route. 

(3)  The  Third  avenue  route. 

(4)  The  Jerome  avenue  route. 

(5)  The  Fourth  avenue  and  Bensonhurst  route. 

(6)  The   f so-called  )^ri-Borough  route. 

(7)  The  West  Farms  and  White  Plains  route. 

The  routes,  together  with  others,  had  been  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit 
fiailroad  Commissioners,  approved  by  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment 
and  the  consents  of  the  abutting  property  owners  or  of  the  Appellate  Division  in 
lieu  thereof  had  been  obtained.  The  estimated  cost  of  the  routes  above  specified  is 
between  150  and  200  million  dollars. 

Under  the  Rapid  Transit  Act,  as  amended  by  the  Elsberg  Law,  the  city  might 
proceed  with  these  subways  in  any  of  the  four  following  ways : 

First.  By  a  contract  for  construction,  maintenance  and  operation,  with  the  same 
person. 

Second.  By  a  contract  or  contracts  for  construction,  with  separate  contracts  for 
equipment  and  operation. 
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Third.  Ry  a  contract  or  contracts  for  construction  and  eqaipment  and  a  separate 
contract  for  operation. 

Fourth.  By  a  contract  or  contracts  for  construction  and  equipment  followed  by 
municipal  operation. 

It  is  the  province  of  the  Board  at  Estimate  and  Apportionment  to  decide  which 
of  these  courses  shall  be  pursued. 

On  the  7th  of  December,  1906,  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment  adopted 
a  resolution,  recommending  to  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners 
that  alternate  bids  be  invited,  first,  for  construction  alone,  and  second,  for  con- 
struction, equipment  and  operation,  for  each  of  the  routes  hereinabove  specified. 
Under  this  resolution,  bids  for  three  of  the  subways,  viz.,  the  Seventh  and  Eighth 
avenue,  the  Third  avenue  and  the  Jerome  avenue,  were  Invited ;  but  no  proposals 
were  received. 

On  the  4th  day  of  June,  1007,  at  the  request  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Railroad 
Commissioners,  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment  passed  a  resolution  modi- 
fying the  resolution  hereinbefore  referred  to  of  December  7,  1906.  as  to  the 
Fourth  avenue  and  Bensonhurst  route  and  the  said  Trl-Borough  route,  and.  instead 
of  the  provisions  of  the  resolution  of  December  7,  1906,  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit 
Railroad  Commissioners  was  authorized  to  let  contracts  for  construction  only  for 
the  Manhattan  Bridge  route,  part  of  route  9-C  in  Brooklyn,  part  of  route  11-E-l 
In  Brooklyn,  and  routes  11-A,  11-B,  11-F  (Bensonhurst  route)  in  the  borough  of 
Brooklyn ;  said  routes  together  forming  a  line  from  Chrystle  street  In  the  borough 
of  Manhattan,  across  the  Manhattan  Bridge,  and  under  Fourth  avenue  In  the'  bor- 
ough of  Brooklyn. 

The  Rapid  Transit  Act  contains  the  following  provision: 

"As  soon  as  such  consents,  where  necessary,  shall  have  been  obtained  for  any 
rapid  transit  railroad  or  railroads  and  the  detailed  plans  and  specifications  have 
been  prepared,  as  Is  provided  In  section  6  of  this  act,  the  said  board,  for  and  In 
behalf  of  the  city,  shall  enter  into  a  contract  with  any  person,  firm  or  corporation 
which,  In  the  opinion  of  said  board,  shall  be  best  qualified  to  fulfill  and  carry  out 
said  contract,  for  the  construction  of  said  road  or  roads,"  etc. 

This  provision  must  be  read  in  connection  with  other  clauses,  viz. : 

(Section  34.)  "And  the  said  board  may  in  any  case  contract  for  the  construction 
of  the  whole  road  or  all  the  roads  provided  for  by  the  aforesaid  plans  in  a  single 
contract,  or  may  by  separate  contracts,  executed  from  time  to  time,  or  at  the 
same  time,  with  one  or  more  such  persons,  firms  or  corporations,  provide  for  the 
construction  of  such  road  or  roads,"  etc. 

(Section  34-e.)  '*  Nothing  contained  in  this  act  shall  be  deemed,  or  be  construed 
as  intending,  to  limit,  or  as  limiting,  in  any  manner,  the  discretion  of  the  board 
of  rapid  transit  railroad  commls.««Ioners,  provided  in  the  opinion  of  the  board  of 
estimate  and  apportionment,  or  other  analogous  local  authority  of  such  city  it 
Is  expedient,  practicable  and  in  the  public  interest  to  do  so,  to  enter  Into  con- 
tracts for*  construction,  equipment,  maintenance  and  opcraton  with  the  same  per- 
son, firm  or  corporation,  or  for  any  one  or  more  of  said  purposes  with  the  same 
person,  firm  or  corporation,  or  with  different  persons,  firms  or  corporations,  either 
in  one  contract  or  In  separate  contracts,  and  at  any  time  or  times.''  (New  section, 
L.   1906,  Ch.  472,  §  6.) 

These  provisions  impose  on  the  board  the  general  duty  to  proceed  with  construc- 
tion of  a  system  of  rapid  transit  in  the  city.  But  there  is  no  greater  obligation 
to  proce«Mi  with  one  route  than  with  another.  As  to  the  time  when  bids  shall  be 
Invited  for  any  particular  route,  1  believe  that  discretion  rests  with  the  Commis- 
sion as  successor  to  the  power  of  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Com- 
missioners. 

This  discretion  in  the  Commission  was  recognized  by  the  Appellate  Division  of 
the  Supreme  Court  in  the  Mailer  of  the  Board  of  Rapid  Trnnnit  Railroad  Commis- 
sionirtt,  etc.,  114  App.  Div.  .S79.  This  was  an  application  to  approve  nineteen 
different  routes,  the  estimated  cost  of  the  construction^  and  equipment  of  which 
aggregated  $450,000,000,  whereas  the  city's  borrowing  canacity  was  only  $61,000,000. 
The  court  refused  to  tie  up  these  routes  permanently,  and  limited  its  approval  to 
a  period  of  two  years,  saying:  "This  will  enable  tnem  (i.  e.,  the  Board)  within 
the  period  named,  in  view  of  the  then  existing  condition  of  the  city's  finances, 
to  determine  Just  what  routes  should  be  built ;  and  after  that  time  they  should 
be  required,  If  able  to  construct  other  routes,  to  renew  their  application  to  this 
Court." 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  Commission  is  under  no  legal  obligation  to  proceed 
at  once  to  contract  for  the  construction  of  the  Fourth  avenue  subway  ;  but  has 
discretion  as  to  the  time  when  the  contract  shall  he  made,  and  also,  as  has  been 
pointed  out.  has  full  power  to  rescind  the  resolution  adopting  this  route. 

Yours  respectfully. 
(Signed)  ABEL  E.   BLACKMAR, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 


Modification    of    Subway    Contracts  —  Consents    Necessary  — 
; —  Changes  in  Route  —  Rapid  Transit  Act,  Sections  4,  5, 

oi9    oo»  Opinion  OF  Counsel. 

December  17, 1907. 
Public  Service  Commisiiion  for  the  First  District: 

Gkntlbmi:n. —  I    have   been   asked   to  advise   the    Commission   whether   a   change 
can  be  made  In  the  location  of  the  subway  structure  of  the  Brooklyn  and  Manhat- 
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tan  loop  In  Centre  street  by  supplemental  contract  with  the  contractors  and  with- 
out securing  the  consent  or  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment  and  of  the 
abutting  property  owners. 

Under  section  38  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Act,  the  Commission,  as  successor  to  the 
Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners,  may,  from  time  to  time,  with 
the  consent  of  the  bondsmen  or  sureties  of  the  contractor,  agree  with  the  con- 
tractor upon  changes  in  and  modifications  of  the  contract  or  the  plans  and  speci- 
fications upon  which  the  road  is  to  be  constructed.  It  is,  however,  provided 
therein  that  no  change  or  modification  in  the  plans  and  specifications  consented 
to  and  authorized  purfuant  to  section  5  of  the  act,  shall  be  made  without  the 
further  consent  and  authorization  provided  for  In  said  section. 

The  consent  and  authorization  last  herein  mentioned  refers  to  the  consent  of 
the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment  and  of  the  abutting  property  owners. 
Section  4  provides  that  the  general  plan  shall  show  the  mode  of  operation  and 
contain  such  details  as  to  manner  of  construction  as  may  be  necessary  to  show 
the  extent  to  which  any  street,  avenue  or  other  public  place  is  to  be  encroacbod 
upon  and  the  property  abutting  thereon  affected.  We  have,  therefore,  to  deter- 
mine whether  this  proposed  modification  alters  the  extent  to  which  the  street  is 
to  be  encroached  upon  and  the  abutting  property  thereon  affected,  as  shown  in 
the  general  plan  of  the  route,  as  it  was  originally  consented  to  by  the  municipal 
authorities  and  authorized  by  the  Appellate  Division. 

The  case  of  the  Park  avenue  deviation  has  been  several  times  before  the  court. 
The  maps  and  drawings  of  route  No.  1  were,  by  resolution  of  the  Board  of  Rapid 
Transit  Railroad  Commissioners,  passed  on  February  4th,  Incorporated  in  and  made 
a  part  of  the  resolution  showing  the  route  and  genera]  plan.  These  drawings 
showed  that  the  tunnel  was  to  be  located  thirty -five  feet  easterly  from  the  east- 
erly side  of  Park  avenue,  and  as  they  were  a  part  of  the  resolution  adopting  the 
route  and  general  plan,  they  determined  the  extent  to  which  Park  avenue  could 
be  legally  encroached  upon  and  the  rights  of  abutting  property  owners  legally  af- 
fected. Subsequently,  tne  location  of  the  subway  was  changed  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  municipal  authorities  or  the  abutting  property  owners,  so  that  the 
easterly  wall  thereof  was  within  seven  feet  of  the  easterly  side  of  Park  avenue. 
The  court  held  that  this  deviation  from  the  route  was  Illegal.  I  have,  therefore, 
examined  the  resolutions  and  the  maps  and  plans  establishing  route  No.  9,  namely, 
the  route  through  Centre  street,  to  determine  if  they  are  so  drawn  as  to  restrict 
or  limit  the  extent  to  which  Centre  street  may  be  used  for  subway  construction, 
either  as  against  the  city  or  as  against  the  abutting  property  owners. 

The  general  route  through  Centre  street,  as  laid  out  by  the  Board  of  Rapid 
Transit  Railroad  Commissioners,  locate  the  subway  generally  'in  Centre  street. 
The  plan  of  construction  provides  that  there  shall  be  four  tracks  in  Centre  street; 
that  the  tracks  shall  be  placed  in  general  under  the  center  of  the  longitudinal 
streets,  as  far  as  practicable  and  convenient,  but  if  required  may  be  diverted  to 
one  side  or  the  other  of  such  longitudinal  streets;  that  the  roof  of  the  tunnel 
shall  be  as  near  the  surface  as  street  conditions  and  grades  will  conveniently 
permit ;  that  the  tunnels  above  described  shall  in  no  case  be  less  than  thirteen 
feet  in  height  in  the  clear;  that  there  shall  be  a  width  in  the  tunnels  not  exceed- 
ing fifteen  feet  for  each  track  in  addition  to  the  thickness  of  the  supporting  walls. 
except  that  at  stations,  switches,  turnouts,  curves  and  cross-overs  the  width  may 
be  increased;  that  stations  and  station  approaches  shall  in  general  be  at  the  inter- 
section of  streets  and  shall  be  built  under  or  over  the  streets  and  immediately 
adjoining  private  abutting  property,  or  through  private  property,  or  both  under 
or  over  the  streets  and  through  private  property ;  that  wherever  it  shall  be  nec- 
essary for  the  proper  maintenance  of  pipes  or  other  subsurface  structures,  the 
width  of  the  tunnel  may  be  enlarged  on  either  or  both  sides  by  an  additional  width 
on  either  side  of  the  route  not  to  exceed  fifteen  feet.  These  are  the  substantial 
limitations  upon  the  right  to  use  the  street  and  to  affect  abutting  property  which 
I  find  in  the  general  plan.  Drawings  were  also  annexed  and  presented  to  the 
Board  of  E^stlmate  and  Apportionment  and  the  Appellate  Division,  but  by  resolution 
of  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners  it  was  expressly  provided 
that  they  were  adopted  for  convenience  merely  and  not  to  be  deemed  a  part  of 
the  description  of  the  routes  or  a  part  of  the  general  plans  for  any  purpose 
whatever. 

Up  to  this  point  this  opinion  has  been  devoted  to  the  Inquiry  whether  it  Is 
necessary  to  suDmit  anv  modification  of  this  contract  to  the  Board  of  Bstimate  and 
Apportionment  upder  the  proviso  contained  in  section  38,  on  the  ground  that  such 
change  involves  a  modification  of  the  original  route  end  general  plan. 

It  still  remains  to  consider  whether  the  provisions  of  section  37  require  that 
an  amendatory  contract  should  be  submitted  to  the  Board  of  Kntlmate  and  Appor- 
tionment. Such  section  provides  for  the  application  to  the  Hoard  of  E.stimate  and 
Apportionment  to  fix  the  amount  of  bonds  to  be  sold  for  the  purpose  of  furnlMhin? 
money  to  carry  out  the  contract.  It  further  provides  that  the  amount  of  l)onds 
•hall  not  exceed  the  limit  prescribed  by  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment, 
and 

"  No  contract  for  the  construction  of  such  road  or  roads  shall  be  made 
unless  and  until  such  board  of  estimate  and  apportionment  or  such  other 
local  authority  shall  have  consented  thereto  and  prescribed  a  limit  to  the 
amount  of  bonds  available  for  the  purposes  of  this  section,  which  shall  \ye 
tufflcient  to  meet  the  requirements  of  such  contract  In  addition  to  all  obli- 
gations theretofore  incurred  and  to  be  satisfied  from  such  bonds." 

To  determine  whether  this  provision  requires  a  submission  of  such  modifying 
contract,  it  la  necessary  to  trace  the  history  of  the  law  in  this  respect.     Prior  to 
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1904,  the  Rapid  Transit  Act  provided  that  the  total  amount  of  bonds  to  be  sold 
without  the  consent  of  the  Legislature  first  having  been  obtained  should  not  exceed 
tifty  millions  of  dollars,  with  a  possible  increase  of  $5,000,000  for  the  acquirement 
of  necessary  lands  and  easements.  In  that  vcar,  for  the  purpose  of  permitting 
other  and  additional  rapid  transit  contracts  to  be  made,  this  provision  was  repealed, 
and  in  the  place  thereof  was  enacted  the  provision  hereinabove  quoted. 

In  1906,  the  Elsberg  bill  was  passed,  which  referred  the  matter  to  the  Board 
of  Estimate  and  Apportionment,  to  decide  whether  the  contract  should  be  one  for 
construction,  equipment  and  operation,  or  for  construction  and  equipment,  or  for 
construction  only,  and  the  provision  already  above  quoted-  was  continued  in  the 
law.  At  the  time  of  the  enactment  of  the  Elsberg  bill  and  as  part  of  the  same 
bill,  section  38  was  also  amended  by  striking  out  the  word  "  and  "  in  such  section 
and  inserting  the  word  "  or  "  in  its  place,  thus  showing  the  legislative  intent  to 
continue  section  38  in  full  operation. 

The  conclusion  which  I  draw  is,  that  the  above  quoted  provisions  of  section  37 
refer  to  contracts  which  require  the  appropriation  of  money  and  do  not  refer  to  a 
modification  of  the  contract  which  does  not  increase  the  cost  of  the  work  of  the 
subway.  When  the  clause  limiting  the  total  amount  of  bonds  which  could  be  sold 
for  rapid  transit  purposes  was  repealed,  it  was  the  apparent  legislative  intent  to 
commit  to  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment  the  final  determination  of  the 
amount  of  money  to  be  used  for  rapid  transit  construction,  and  to  that  end  it  pro- 
vided that  contracts  for  construction  should  be  presented  to  the  Board  of  Estimate 
and  Apportionment,  so  that  such  board  might  base  upon  such  contracts  their  de- 
termination as  to  the  amount  of  money  to  be  expended. 

I,  therefore,  am  of  the  opinion  that  it  .is  not  necessary  to  present  any  modifying 
contract  to  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment  and  obtain  their  consent 
thereto,  unless  either  such  modifying  contracts  —  first,  contain  a  modification  of 
the  route  and  general  plan  originally  consented  to  by  the  Board  of  Estimate  and 
Apportionment  and  by  the  property  owners  or  the  Appellate  Division,  or  second, 
require  the  expenditure  of  a  larger  sum  of  money. 

I  wish  also  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  it  will  be  necessary  to  agree 
with  a  number  of  difEerent  contractors  before  this  modification  can  be  carried  out, 
and  any  of  them  can,  by  refusing  to  consent,  put  a  practical  veto  along  the  whole 
route.  This  proposed  modification  is  not  such  as  could  be  carried  out  by  the  mere 
direction  of  the  engineer  under  the  provisions  of  the  contract. 

Very  truly  yours, 
(Signed)  ABEL  E.  BLAOKMAR, 

Counsel  to  the  ComtnUaion. 


Construction  and  Operation  of  Flatbush  Avenue  Subway  Ex- 
tension as  an  Extension  of  Contracts  Nos.  1  and  2  —  Rapid 
Transit  Act,  Sections  32a,  38. 

OriNioN  OF  Counsel. 

December  23,  1907. 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District: 

Deab  Sirs. —  I  have  the  secretary's  letter  of  the  12th  Inst.,  transmitting  a  copy 
of  the  following  resolution : 

"  Resolved,  That  the  counsel  be  requested  to  prepare  an  opinion  on  the 
method  or  methods  whereby  a  contract  for  the  construction  and  operation  of 
an  extension  of  the  Fulton  street,  Brooklyn,  subway,  from  Atlantic  avenue 
station  to  Wlllink  entrance,  Prospect  I'ark,  can  be  made,  and  whether  It  can 
be  built  as  an  extension  of  Contracts  Nos.  1  and  2,  and  operated  for  35  years." 

On  examining  this  matter  I  find  that  this  route  extending  from  Atlantic  avenue 
to  Parkslde  avenue  was  considered  by  the  Rapid  Transit  Board  as  an  extejision  of 
Contract  No.  2,  being  tlie  contract  for  the  construction  of  the  Brooklyn-Manhattan 
route,  and  was,  at  the  time  of  its  adoption,  greatly  desired  by  the  Interborough 
Rapid  Transit  Company  as  a  complement  to  the  subway  already  under  construction 
by  it.  The  route  was  adopted  by  the  Rapid  Transit  Board  on  March  24,  1904 
(Rapid  Transit  Minutes,  Vol.  5,  p.  2508),  by  the  Board  of  Aldermen,  which  then 
had  jurisdiction  to  pass  on  franchises  on  August  4,  11)04,  and  by  the  Mayor  on 
August  22.  1904.  The  consents  of  the  abutting  property  owners  were  obtained,  as 
certified  to  the  board  by  its  counsel  on  December  29,  1904  (Rapid  Transit  Minutes, 
Vol.  5,  najre  3061),  and  have  been  recorded  and  are  now  in  the  safe  in  the  secne- 
tary's  office. 

The  only  remaining  consent  necessary  was  that  of  the  Park  Commissioner,  which 
was  refused  because  of  the  injury  tliat  would  be  caused  by  the  subway  construction 
to  the  trees  alongside  the  park  on  Ocean  avenue.  After  some  discussion  he  agreed 
to  give  his  consent  if  the  subway  at  that  point  was  moved  about  twelve  feet,  en- 
croaching upon  private  properly  on  the  other  side  of  the  street,  which  was  to  be 
acquired  by  the  city  at  an  estimated  expense  of  about  $3CK>.000.  No  steps  have 
been  undertaken  in  that  direction  and  the  estimated  cost  would  probably  be  greater 
today.  As  showing  the  route  as  laid  out,  I  tran.smit  herewith  blue-prints  of  the 
two  drawings  adopted  with  the  route  and  general  plan  by  the  Rapid  Transit  Board. 

I  understand  that  the  Commis.sion  at  present  only  contemplates  the  construction 
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of  this  route  as  far  as  the  Willink  entrance  to  Prospect  park,  but  the  consent  of 
the  Park  Commissioner  Is  still  necessary,  for,  in  my  opinion,  this  route  must  be 
treated  as  a  whole  so  far  as  consents  are  concerned,  and  the  consents  must  all 
approve  it  as  laid  out  and  not  a  mere  portion  of  it.  In  any  event,  the  consent  of 
the  Park  Commissioner  is  necessary  for  the  part  of  the  route  from  the  Plaza  to  the 
WlUink  entrance. 

The  question  whether  this  route  could  be  built  as  an  extension  of  Contract  No.  2 
is  dependent  upon  a  construction  to  be  given  section  38  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Act. 
This  section  in  full  Is  as  follows : 

"The  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners  for  and  on  behalf 
of  the  said  city  in  which  such  road  or  roads  may  be  constructed,  may,  from 
time  to  time,  with  the  concurrence  of  six  members  of  said  board  and  the  con- 
sent in  writing,  of  the  bondsmen  or  sureties  of  the  person,  firm  or  corporation 
wlilch  has  contracted  to  construct,  equip,  maintain  or  operate  said  road  or 
roads,  or  any  of  them,  agree  with  the  said  contracting  person,  firm,  or  corpo- 
ration upon  the  changes  in  and  modifications  of  said  contract,  or  of  the  plans 
and  specifications  upon  which  the  said  road  or  roads  is  or  are  to  be  constructed, 
bat  no  change  or  modifications  in  the  plans  and  specifications  consented  to  and 
authorized  pursuant  to  section  5  of  this  act  shall  be  made  without  the  further 
consent  and  authorization  provided  for  in  said  section  ;  but  in  no  event  shall 
the  annual  rental  to  be  paid  to  said  city  for  the  use  of  said  road,  be  reduced 
below  the  minimum  rate  nereinbef ore  provided." 

I  desire  to  draw  especial  attention  to  the  fact  that  this  section  applies  to 
"  changes  in  and  modifications  of  said  contract  or  of  the  plans  and  specifications 
upon  which  said  road  or  roads  is  or  are  to  be  constructed,"  and  that  nowhere  is  the 
express  permission  *  given  for  the  construction  of  extensions  as  such  under  a 
modifying  contract.  The  construction  of  this  section  in  regard  to  extensions  has 
twice  engiiged  the  attention  of  the  counsel  to  the  former  Rapid  Transit  Board ; 
once  in  the  case  of  the  Fort  Lee  extension,  and  again  in  the  case  of  the  Van 
Cortlandt  park  extension. 

In  the  letter  of  counsel  of  16th  July,  1903,  printed  at  page  2219,  Vol.  4  of  the 
Rapid  Transit  Minutes,  it  is  said : 

"  In  drafting  the  tmpers  for  the  proposed  spur  to  Fort  Lee  Ferry  on  130th 
Street  and  the  proposed  connection  with  the  Manhattan  Elevated  Railroad  at 
3rd  and  Westchester  Avenue,  we  have  had  to  consider  whether  these  spurs 
are  to  be  deemed  to  be  technically  complete  new  routes  within  the  meaning  of 
the  provisions  of  Sections  34  and  36  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Act  prescribing  the 
form  of  contracts  and  the  procedure  in  letting  them,  or  whether  on  the  other 
hand,  these  spurs  were  to  be  treated  merely  as  incidents  of  the  main  line  of 
the  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  now  under  construction.  We  are  satisfied  that  the 
latter  is  the  case.  Each  of  these  spurs  is  very  short,  costing  a  relatively  small 
sum  of  money,  perhaps  $100,000  or  $150,000,  and  of  no  value  whatever  except 
as  an  incident  to  the  Manhattan -Bronx  Rapid  Transit  Railroad.  It  would 
seem  to  be  quite  absurd  that,  for  the  construction  of  these  spurs,  the  Board 
should  go  through  the  Illusory  form  of  competition  involving  delay  and  larg^ 
expense  and  should  require  in  each  case  a  cash  deposit  of  $1,000,000  and  a  bond. 
The  competition  would  be  sheerly  illusory,  for  the  only  value  of  the  spurs  is 
in  making  the  Manhattan-Bronx  Railroad  more  useful  to  the  traveling  public." 

In  concluding  this  opinion,  however,  the  counsel  thought  it  well  to  qualify  it  by 
adding  to  it  as  the  last  paragraph  the  following  statement: 

•'  It  Is  proper  for  us  to  add  that  this,  in  our  opinion,  would  not  apply  to 
any  addition  or  extension  long  or  important  enough  to  be  treated  as  a  route 
in  itself  or  as  something  more  than  a  relatively  unimportant  incident  to  the 
main  line  of  railroad  already  contracted  for." 

It  Is  to  be  noted  that  one  of  the  reasons  which  doubtless  had  considerable  effect 
In  the  decision  of  this  matter,  namely,  the  requirement  of  a  cash  deposit  of  a 
million  dollars  and  a  bond  on  all  contracts,  is  no  longer  present,  the  Rapid  Transit 
Act  having  been  amended  In  that  regard. 

In  the  second  opinion,  that  in  relation  to  the  Van  Cortlandt  park  extension,  of  6th 
August,  1906,  printed  at  page  4293,  Vol.  7  of  the  Minutes,  the  scope  of  section 
3  is  somewhat  extended,  but  the  general  reasoning  of  the  Fort  Lee  ferry  opinion  is 
reafflrmed.     In  this  opinion  the  counsel  said : 

"  The  Van  Cortlandt  Park  extension  is  on  elevated  line  of  about  5,300  feet, 
or  almost  exactly  one  mile  In  length.  If  constructed  it  Is  Intended  to  omit 
the  part  of  the  original  line  extending  from  Broadway  to  Bailey  Avenue,  about 
600  feet  long.  The  net  addition  to  the  original  line  will  therefore  be  about 
4,700  feet,  less  than  nine-tenths  of  a  mile  of  elevated  railway.  It  Is  proposed 
by  the  Chief  Engineer  to  construct  three  stations  on  the  new  extension,  namely, 
at  231st  Street,  238th  Street  and  242nd  Street,  the  latter  being  located  near 
the  entrance  to  Van  Cortlandt  Park.  The  actual  cost  of  this  extension  is 
estimated  by  the  Chief  Engineer  at  $735,000,  while  the  estimated  cost  of  the 
part  to  be  omitted  from  Broadway  to  Bailey  Avenue  is  $60,000,  not  including 
the  ccwt  of  the  terminal  station  which  Is  replaced  by  that  at  Van  Cortlandt 
Park  entrance. 

"It  will  thus  be 'seen  that  the  proposed  line  constitutes  a  net  addition  to 
the  original  route  of  about  4%  in  length  and  less  than  2%  in  cost.     It  was  so 
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desinied  as  to  be  attached  to  and  used  with  the  original  road.  It  obviously 
would  be  of  no  value  as  an  independent  line,  for,  as  laid  out  by  your  Board 
and  approved  by  the  other  constituted  authorities,  it  could  command  no  traffic 
If  separated  from  the  main  stem." 

Applying  this  reasoning  to  the  proposed  Prospect  park  extension,  we  find  that 
the  original  contract  price  for  Contract  No.  2,  extending  from  Park  Row,  In  Man- 
hattan, to  Flatbush  avenue  In  Brooklyn,  was  $2,000,000  for  construction,  and  an 
allowance  of  $1,000,000  for  the  purchase  of  terminals,  which  will  be  somewhat  in- 
creased by  the  four  tracking  or  Fulton  street,  the  cost  of  which  is  to  be  borne 
equally  by  the  city  and  the  contractor.  Instead  of  an  unimportant  and  relatively 
inexpensive  addition,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Fort  Lee  ferry  and  Van  Cortlandt  park 
extensions,  we  have  here  a  road,  considering  it  on  the  basis  of  Its  extension,,  merely 
to  the  WilUnk  entrance  to  the  park,  about  a  mile  and  three-quarters  in 'length, 
containing  four  tracks  from  Atlantic  avenue  to  the  Plaza,  a  large  loop  in  the 
Plaza  ana  two  tracks  from  the  Plaza  to  the  WilUnk  entrance,  all  of  which,  I  am 
Informed  by  Mr.  Rice,  will  cost  between  three  and  one-half  and  four  millions  of 
dollars.  I  also  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Commission  to  the  difficulty,  of 
which  I  am  informed  by  Mr.  Rice,  in  the  matter  of  grades  on  this  road.  If  it 
terminates  at  the  Willlnk  entrance.  There  is  quite  a  hill  beginning  at  the  Willink 
entrance  to  the  park  and  rising  to  the  Plaza,  and  the  stopping  of  this  road  at  the 
Wlllink  entrance  would  therefore  present  the  problem  of  stopping  and  starting  at 
the  foot  of  a  hill.  On  the  basis  or  the  route,  as  laid  out,  extending  down  to  Park- 
side  avenue,  the  length  will  be  Increased  to  about  two  and  one-half  miles,  and  the 
cost,  due  to  the  large  eight  track  terminal  yard  on  Ocean  avenue,  increased  to 
between  seven  and  eight  millions  of  dollars. 

In  addition  to  the  length  and  cost,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  possible  that 
even  If  this  road  could  not  be  operated  by  itself,  it  could  be  operated  In  conjunction 
with  tho  Fourth  avenue  route  in  Brooklyn  by  means  of  a  short  connection  at  Flat- 
bush  avenue  and  Fourth  avenue,  and  might  possibly  be  operated  by  the  Brooklyn 
Rapid  Transit  System  by  connection  with  its  open  cut  road  at  Malbone  street  and 
its  elevated  road  at  Atlantic  avenue. 

In  my  opinion,  section  38  was  never  intended  to  permit  such  an  important  ex- 
tension to  DC  built  under  the  guise  of  a  modification  of  the  contract,  and  it  seems 
to  me  to  have  more  in  view  a  modifleatlon,  such  as  that  involving  the  construction 
of  additional  tracks  at  90(h  street  in  the  present  subway.  There  is  an 
additional  reason  for  this  conclusion  in  the  further  consideration  that  since  the 
execution  of  Contract  No.  2  containing  a  leasing  provision  for  thirty-five  years,  the 
L>egl8laturc  has  amonded  the  Rapid  Transit  Act  in  this  regard  by  prohibiting  leases 
for  longer  than  twenty  years.  We  must  accept  this  until  changed  aa  the  policy  of 
the  State,  and  for  that  reason  it  would  be  improper,  by  treating  this  important 
section  as  an  extension,  to  place  it  under  the  tnlrty-flve  year  leasing  provision  of 
Contract  No.  2,  whereas  by  a  new  contract  made  in  accordance  with  the  law  as  it 
now  stands  it  would  be  Impossible  to  make  a  lease  for  more  than  twenty  years, 
effecting  a  practical  evasion  of  the  provisions  Inserted  In  the  Rapid  Transit  Act  by 
the  Elsberg  bill  of  1906. 

There  are  two  methods  under  which  this  section  can  be  built.  It  can  be  built 
(1)  under  section  32a  of  the  act  at  the  expense  of  the  company,  or  (2)  under  the 
system  of  municipal  construction. 

Section  32a  permits  the  building  of  extensions  of  existing  roads  wholly  at  the 
expense  of  the  railroad  company  at  a  rental  to  be  fixed  by  the  Commission  to  be 
operated  bv  the  company  for  a  period  not  longer  than  twenty-five  years  and  for 
renewals  not  exceeding  twenty  years  in  the  aggregate,  and  it  is  further  provided 
that 

"  upon  such  termination  of  such  franchise,  right  or  authority,  the  plant 
and  structure  together  with  the  appurtenances  thereto  of  the  grantee  con- 
structed pursuant  to  such  certificate  except  rolling  stock  and  other  movable 
equipment,  shall  become  the  property  of  the  city  without  further  or  other 
compensation  to  the  grantee," 

It  Is  doubtful  whether  the  Rapid  Transit  Subway  Construction  Company,  as  the 
contractor  under  Contract  No.  2,  would  care  to  avail  Itself  of  the  provisions  of  this 
section,  but  such  a  method  Is  at  the  disposal  of  the  Commission. 

There  remains  the  final  method  of  construction  at  municipal  expense  under  which 
the  Commission  can,  subject  to  the  consent  of  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Appor- 
tionment, make  a  contract  for  construction,  construction  and  equipment  or  for  con- 
struction, equipment  and  operation,  but  under  the  present  provisions  of  the  act 
the  term  of  such  operation  cannot  be  longer  than  twenty  years.  If  the  money  for 
construction  were  available,  it  might  be  that  the  Commission  could  construct  the 
subway  at  the  same  time  It  is  constructing  the  Fourt  avenue  route,  and  when 
completed  it  could  be  used  either  In  connection  with  Contract  No.  2  or  with  the 
Fourth  avenue  route,  thus  securing  a  measure  of  competition  under  which  to 
negotiate  with  the  Rapid  Transit  Subway  Construction  Company;  or  it  may  b« 
that  the  Rapid  Transit  Subwav  Construction  Company  would  be  willing  to  take 
this  under  a  contract  for  construction,  equipment  and  operation  for  a  twenty-year 
term,  trusting  to  secure  a  further  extension  on  the  expiration  of  such  term. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  Commission  might  well  consider  carefully  the  advisability 
of  recommending  an  amendment  of  the  law  to  permit  under  proi)er  safeguards  the 
extension  of  an  existing  route  under  the  terms  of  the  existing  contract. 

I  am  also  In  receipt  of  Commissioner  Bassett's  letter  of  the  12th  Inst.,  advising 
me  that  the  Commission  wished  this  department  to  proceed  with  the  completion  of 
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the  consents  for  this  extension.  As  I  have  shown  above,  the  only  remaining  con- 
sent necessary  is  that  of  the  Park  Commissioner,  and  I  would  be  glad  if  the  Com- 
mission would  advise  me  whether  it  wishes  me  to  take  the  matter  up  with  him. 

Yours  very  truly, 
(Signed)  ABEL  E.  BLACKMAR, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 


Contract  for  Subway  Construction  —  Bridging  Excavation  in 
Street  in  Front  of  Nos.  605-607  Fulton  Street,  Under  Re- 
quirement   by    Commission,    Must   be    Considered    Extra 


Work. 


Opinion  op  Counsel. 


August  23,  1907. 
Tbavis   H.    Whitney,    Esq.,   Secretary,    Public   Service    Commission   for    the   First 
DistHct: 

Dbab  Sib. —  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  two  letters  of  August  16  and  20,  trans- 
mitting letters  of  the  Realty  Associates,  bearing  date  respectively  August  12  and 
19,  asking  that  for  their  use  in  taking  down  the  front  part  of  their  building  at 
No.  605  Pulton  street,  under  a  contract  which  they  have  with  the  city  to  take  down 
the  same.  In  preparation  for  the  city's  extension  of  Flatbush  avenue,  the  subway 
contractor,  under  the  Brooklyn-Manhattan  contract  in  Pulton  street,  be  required 
by  the  Commission  to  plank  over  his  excavation  in  front  of  their  building,  ana  also 
asking  the  Commission's  permission  to  bridge  the  subway  excavation  at  that  point 
for  the  same  purpose.  Tney  also  state  that  the  decking  over  the  bridging  is  neces- 
sary because  tney  cannot  take  their  material  out  and  In  except  at  the  front.  With 
this  letter  you  transmit  a  report  of  Mr.  Norton,  Assistant  ^Secretary,  which  indi- 
cates that  he  has  looked  into  the  matter  and  considers  that  the  request  of  the 
Realty  Associates  may  possibly  be  reasonable,  but  says  that  the  expense  of  the 
work  demanded  may.  If  required,  be  extra  work  to  be  paid  for  under  the  contract, 
and  added  to  the  cost  of  the  subway  upon  which  rental  is  computed. 

You  ask  my  opinion  as  to  the  powers  of  the  Commission  in  this  matter. 

I  find  that  by  the  terms  of  the  Brooklyn-Manhattan  contract  under  which  thl* 
work  is  being  done,  the  city  assures  to  the  contractor  the  right  to  construct,  accord- 
ing to  the  contract,  free  from  the  claim  or  interference  of  abutting  property  owners. 
The  contract  provides  that  between  the  Borough  Hall  and  Flatbush  avenue  before 
construction  is  begun  the  contractor  shall  furnish  to  the  engineer  and  receive  his 
approval  thereto,  a  plan  indicating  his  method  of  procedure.  This  plan  was  dulv 
submitted  and  approved  by  the  late  Chief  Engineer,  Mr.  Parsons,  as  I  am  informed 
by  our  engineer,  and  it  did  not  provide  for  covering  the  excavation  at  this  point  or 
for  the  support  of  any  roadway  sufficient  to  hold  up  trucks  and  traffic  in  building 
materials  of  this  description.  At  this  point  the  elevated  railroad  pillars  have  to 
be  supported,  and  the  plan  above  mentioned,  which  has  been  approved,  has  been 
worked  out  in  careful  detail. 

My  opinion  is  that  any  requirement  now  by  the  Commission  that  the  contractor 
cover  or  bridge  the  subway  excavation  at  this  point  for  the  purposes  of  the  Realty 
Associates  will  be  extra  work  necessary  to  be  paid  for  as  such  under  the  terms  of 
the  contract,  and  that  the  contractor  Is  not  bound  under  the  contract  to  vary  the 
plan  of  construction  which  has  been  properly  approved,  in  order  to  give  access  to 
the  property  of  the  Realty  Associates,  for  the  purposes  they  mention.  It  is,  how- 
ever, within  the  power,  no  doubt,  of  the  Commission,  to  require  the  work  to  be 
done  under  the  direction  of  the  chief  engineer  as  extra  work.  If  it  sees  fit  to  do  so. 

I  have  been  aided  in  this  matter  by  a  report  of  the  chief  engineer  furnished  to 
me  at  my  request,  as  to  the  situation  at  this  point.  The  same  is  herewith  sub- 
mitted to  yon,  and  it  appears  from  that  report  that  there  is  reason  to  think  that 
the  facts  have  not  been  fully  set  forth  to  the  Commission  by  the  Realty  Associates, 
and  that  the  direction  to  the  contractor  which  they  ask  for  is  not  really  necessary. 

In  regard  to  their  request  for  permission  to  bridge  over  the  sidewalk  in  their 
letter  of  August  19,  which  they  say  was  stopped  by  the  contractor,  who  required 
that  they  should  first  give  a  guaranty  against  Injury  or  damage  resultine:  from 
their  work.  It  appears  that  the  request  of  the  contractor  was  that  they  should  state 
in  writing  that  they  would  be  responsible  for  the  safety  of  their  own  work,  and  that 
they  should  not  place  any  load  upon  the  timber  work  of  the  subway.  They  refused 
to  write  such  a  letter,  stating  that  they  had  given  a  bond  to  the  city,  and  that  that 
was  the  only  obligation  that  they  would  assume. 

I  think  that  such  a  bond  to  the  city  does  not  sufficiently  Indemnify  the  contractor 
In  the  prosecution  of  the  work  which  has  been  committed  to  him  by  the  city,  in 
the  construction  of  the  subway  In  Fulton  street,  and  that  unless  the  Commission  Is 
disposed  to  require  the  extra  work  necessarv  to  be  done  by  the  contractor  for  the 
covering  of  hiB  excavations  and  making  the  same  sufficient  to  support  the  addi- 
tional weight  reoulred,  it  should  not  authorize  the  Realty  Associates  to  construct 
or  maintain  a  bridge  or  covering  of  the  character  requested. 

Very  truly  yours. 
(Signed)  ABRL  E.  BLACKMAR. 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 


92         Public  Seevice  Commission  —  First.  District. 

Ducts  for  Cables  Used  to  Convey  Electricity  for  Manhattan- 
Bronx  Subway  Are  Part  of  Construction,  Not  of  Equip- 
ment, Though  Built  Apart  From  Subway  Wall. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

Nbw  York,  Ooioher  2,  1907. 

Travis    U.    Whitney,    Esq.,    Secretary,    Public   Service   Commission   for   the    First 
District: 

Dear  Sir. —  I  return  herewith  letter  of  Mr.  Rice,  chief  engineer,  of  August  28th, 
transmitted  to  me  with  jour  letter  of  September  4th.  Mr,  Rice  asks  for  advice  as 
to  whether  the  ducts  not  forming  part  of  the  walls  of  the  subway  are  to  be  treated 
as  part  of  the  construction  or  as  part  of  the  equipment  under  Contract  No.  1. 

When  the  contract  for  the  construction  and  operation  of  the  Manhattan-Bronx 
subway  was  made,  the  motive  power  to  be  used  therein  had  not  been  determined, 
and  was  left  open  for  further  consideration,  until  late  in  1901,  when  it  was  de- 
cided to  use  electricity  and  that  the  cables  used  for  conveying  it  should  be  carried 
through  ducts,  the  main  part  of  which  were  built  as  part  of  the  subway  wall,  the 
subway  being  widened  about  eight  inches  to  provide  for  these  conduits.  At  some 
parts  of  the  road,  however,  it  was  impracticable  to  build  these  ducts  in  the  side 
walls,  and  they  were  in  some  places  built  over  the  roof  of  the  subway  and  In  others, 
as  in  the  Park  avenue  tunnels,  under  the  floors  of  the  subway,  all  forming  a  con- 
tinuous system. 

The  question  whether  ducts  should  be  charged  against  construction  has  alreadv 
been  litigated,  and  was  carried  to  the  Court  of  Appeals  (175  N.  Y.  470),  which 
decided,  on  the  opinion  of  Judge  Hatch  below  (80  App.  Div.  210),  that  such  work 
constituted  construction  and  not  equipment 

The  argument  in  the  Appellate  Division  was  based  largely  on  the  question  of  tht! 
character  of  the  ducts  which  were  built  as  part  of  the  subway  wall,  and  the  court 
confined  Itself  almost  entirely  to  the  consideration  of  those  ducts  and  did  not  con- 
sider the  character  of  the  ducts  about  which  Mr.  Rice  now  asks  advice.  I  th.lnk, 
however,  that  they  are  also  covered  by  this  decision,  for  the  Corporation  Counsel 
conceded  on  the  argument  that  the  entire  duct  system  was  one  thing  or  the  other, 
either  construction  or  equipment.  I  understand  from  Mr.  Rice  that  these  ducts 
are  constructed  in  almost  as  permanent  a  fashion  as  those  in  the  walls  and  can 
only  be  removed  by  doing  considerable  damage  to  the  subway  structure.  It  would 
manifestly  be  the  cause  of  great  difficulty  if,  on  the  termination  of  the  lease,  part 
of  the  duct  system  should  be  treated  as  construction  and  part  as  equipment,  to  be 
removed  by  the  subway  company  or  paid  for  by  the  city.  These  ducts  form  a  com- 
plete system,  and  are  all  of  a  permanent  character.  They  all,  in  my  opinion,  form 
part  of  the  construction  and  should  be  charged  against  that  account. 

The  claim  that  part  of  this  system  constitutes  equipment  would,  moreover 
seriously  prejudice  the  action  instituted  by  the  Rapid  Transit  Board  to  restrain 
the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  from  selling  the  surplus  electricftv  con- 
veyed by  means  of  cables  through  these  ducts,  on  the  ground  that  as  they  belong 
to  the  city,  the  company  is  not  at  liberty  to  use  them  for  purposes  other  than  for 
subway  purposes. 

Yours  very  truly, 
(Signed)  ABEL  E.  BI^CKMAR, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 

The  contract  also  contains  a  covenant  which  is  in  part  as  follows  (page  159)  : 
•*  It  is  the  intent  of  this  agreement  that  in  addition  to  indemnifying  the  city 
against  all  claims  for  damaRos,  the  contractor  shall  also  be  liable  to  the  owners  of 
adjacent  or  abutting  property  or  of  buildings  or  structures  thereon,  and  to  all 
tenants  of  or  persons  in  such  buildings  or  structures,  for  all  physical  Injuries  to 
property  or  person  which  may  be  occasioned  by  the  work  of  construction,  even  in 
cases  where  such  owners,  tenants  or  other  persons  have  no  legal  claim  against  the 
city  for  such  Injuries.  *  *  •  In  addition  to  all  other  liability  for  injuries  to 
adjacent  or  abutting  property  or  to  buildinjjs  or  structures  thereon  or  for  Injuries 
to  persons,  the  contractor  shall  fully  meet  and  duly  pay  the  amount  of  any  loss  or 
damage  that  any  Shutting  or  other  owners  or  other  persons  may  suffer  by  reason  of 
any  physical  injury  to  property  or  person  occasioned  by  anv  act  or  omission  of  the 
contractor  or  of  any  subcontractor  or  other  person  employed  on  the  work." 

1.  I  think  that  under  thp  foregoing  nrovNions  of  the  contract  the  contractor 
has  undertaken  that  the  work  covered  by  the  contract  involves  no  danger  to  build- 
ings, and  that  If  support  of  adiacent  buildings  becomes  necessary  In  the  prosecution 
of  his  work,  it  Is  the  contractor's  duty  to  support  the  buildings  and  to  procure  the 
license  from  the  adjacent  owner  referred  to  in  the  building  ordinance  above  men- 
tioned. 

2.  The  obligation  of  the  city  to  secure  and  assure  to  the  contractor  the  right 
to  construct  ihe  railroad  free  from  right,  claim  or  other  interference  whether  by 
Injunction,  suit  for  damages  or  otherwise,  on  the  part  of  owners,  abutting  owners 
or  other  persons,  does  not  require  the  Commission  to  put  the  contractor  into  physical 
possession  of  abutting  nropertv  for  the  purpose  of  underpinning  the  same,  but  re- 
quires the  city  to  protect  him  in  the  performance  of  his  work  against  Injunction, 
suit  for  damages  or  otherwise. 
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3.  Under  the  case  of  March  v.  I'he  City,  69  App.  Div.  1,  the  contractor  Is 
iastified  In  entering  upon  the  property ;  and  the  courts  would  not  enjoin  such  entry. 
but  would  leaye  the  owner  to  his  action  for  damages  if  there  has  been  a  technical 
trespass. 

4.  In  so  far  as  these  clauses  in  the  contract  above  cited  are  for  the  benefit 
of  the  property  owner  or  tenant,  a  refusal  on  their  part  to  permit  the  contractor 
to   protect  the  property  would.  1  think,  operate  as  a  waiver. 

5.  The  provisions  of  the  Building  Code  (section  22,  chapter  15,  of  the  ordi- 
nances of  the  city  of  New  York)  seem  tu  be  applicable  to  this  situation,  and  in 
effect  are  said  so  to  be  by  the  per  curiam  opinion  in  the  March  case.  Recourse  may, 
therefore,  be  had  under  the  provisions  of  the  Building  Code  to  the  Commissionei' 
of  Buildings,  to  secure  the  safety  of  the  building  at  the  expense  of  the  party  whose 
duty  it  is  to  keep  the  same  safe  and  secure. 

Very  truly  yours, 
(Signed)  ABEL  E.  BLACKMAR, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 

October  17,  1907. 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District: 

Gentlemen. —  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  communication,  dated  October  16,  sub- 
mitting to  me  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  the  chief  engineer's  office  and  also  one  from 
the  chief  engineer  of  the  Degnon  Contracting  Company,  and  a  copy  of  the  opinion 
of  the  counsel  for  the  contractors. 

I  do  not  see  how  any  good  purpose  can  be  subserved  by  continuing  a  discussion 
regarding  the  rights  and  duties  of  the  contractor  and  the  city  under  the  contract. 
I  was  familiar  with  and  had  examined  the  cases  referred  to  and  the  opinions  of 
the  Corporation  Counsel  and  the  counsel  to  the  board,  which  are  quoted  at  length 
in  the  opinion  of  the  contractors'  counsel,  and  took  them  into  consideration  when  I 
rendered  my  opinion.  It  Is  true  that  no  city  department  can  interfere  with  'or 
control  the  work  of  the  subway  construction  carried  on  under  your  supervision  as 
successor  to  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners,  and  that  the 
authority  of  the  Commission  is  paramount  in  all  matters  of  construction  and 
operation  of  the  subways.  Nevertheless,  the  Commission  has  no  means  at  its  com- 
mand of  placing  the  contractor  in  the  physical  possession  of  abutting  private  prop- 
erty. The  contractor  construes  the  contract  as  imposing  a  duty  upon  the  city  of 
placing  him  in  possession  of  the  property.  I  have  pointed  out  an  ordinance  of  the 
city  vesting  in  one  of  its  departments  power  so  to  do,  but  the  contractor  seems 
to  think  it  should  be  accomplished  in  some  other  way.  If  he  is  right  that  the 
city  has  assumed  this  duty,  I  do  not  understand  why  he  hesitates  to  appeal  to 
the  department  of  the  city  which  has  undoubted  power  in  the  premises.  The  para- 
mount power  vested  in  this  Commission  over  control  of  subway  construction,  is 
no   objection  to  the  building   department  acting  if  this  Commission  so  desires. 

If  the  contractor  is  right  that  the  city  fails  in  its  duty,  the  contract  by  its  terms 
provides  his  exclusive  remedy,  namely,  a  claim  for  any  damages  which  he  may 
suffer  through  such  default  on  the  part  of  the  city. 

Yours  truly, 
(Signed)  ABEL  E.  BLACKMAR, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 


Subway  Construction  —  Access  to  Buildings  for  the  Purpose  of 

Shoring. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

October  8,  1907. 
Tbavis   H.    Whitney,    Esq.,    Secretary,  Public   Service    Commission   for  the  First 
DUtrict: 

Dear  Sin. —  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  September  24  transmitting  a  copi- 
munication  of  Mr.  Rice,  chief  engineer,  which  forwarded  to  you  a  letter  of  H.  C. 
Sanford,  chief  engineer  of  Degnon  Contracting  Company,  the  contractor  for  Contract 
9-0-2,  Brooklyn  loop,  Centre  street,  from  Pearl  to  Canal  streets,  referring. to  an 
obstruction  to  access  to  property,  Nos.  174  and  170  Canal  street,  needed  for  neces- 
sary shoring  of  the  building.  Mr.  Sanford  says  that  tenants  refuse  access  to  the 
property  and  that  one  Max  Weil,  who  appears  on  the  list  as  owner,  gives  no  re- 
sponse to  letters,  and  that  the  work  of  the  contractors  is  hampered  by  failure  to 
get  access  to  the  building.  Mr.  Sanford  also  states  that  under  his  contract  the 
dty  covenants  to  secure  the  right  to  construct  a  railroad  free  from  the  interference 
of  abntting  owners  and  asks  the  Commission  to  take  the  necessary  steps  so  that 
the  contractor  may  not  be  hampered  by  having  access  denied  along  the  route 
where  necssary  for  shoring  purposes.  Mr.  Rice  also  intimates  that  some  doubt 
exists  as  to  the  limits  of  jurisdiction  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  and  of  the 
hulfding  department,  and  that  it  Is  desirable  that  the  authority  of  the  Commission 
be  definitely  determined. 

1.  The  city's  covenant  referred  to  by  Mr.  Sanford  is  in  words  as  follows  (page 
162  of  the  contract)  : 

"The  City  hereby  stipulates  and  covenants  to  and  with  the  contractor  that  the 
City  will  secure  and  assure  to  the  contractor  so  long  as  the  contractor  shall  per- 
form the   stipulations  of  this  contract  the  right  to  construct  and  to  operate  the 
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railroad  as  prescribed  In  this  contract,  free  of  all  right,  claims  or  other  interfer- 
ence, whether  by  injunction,  suit  for  damages  or  otherwise  on  the  part  of  anj 
owners,  abutting  owner  or  other  person," 

Among  the  stipulations  which  the  contract  undertakes  •  to  perform  are  these 
(page  153)  : 

"  The  contractor  admits  and  covenants  to  and  with  the  City  that  the  plans  and 
specifications  and  other  provisions  of  this  contract  for  construction.  If  the  work  be 
done  without  fault  or  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  contractor,  do  not  Involve  any 
danger  to  the  foundations,  wails  or  other  parts  of  adjacent  buildings  or  structares, 
and  the  contractor  shall  at  his  own  expense  malce  good  any  damage  that  shall  in 
the  course  of  construction  be  done  to  any  such  foundations,  walls  or  other  parts 
of  adjacent  buildings  or  structures  or  to  navlgaton.  But  this  covenant  Is  not  to 
be  construed  as  applying  to  foundations,  walls  or  other  parts  of  buildings  erected 
upon  private  property  through  which  a  railroad  or  any  station  entrance  or  approach 
shall  be  constructed/' 

And  at  page  156,  as  follows: 

"  The  contractor  shall  obey  any  order  of  the  Engineer  to  support  or  secure  adja- 
cent property  or  any  surface  or  structure  thereon,  but  the  contractor  shall  not  be 
relieved  of  responsibility  either  by  compliance  with  any  such  order  or  by  any  failure 
or  omission  of  the  EZngineer  to  give  any  such  order  or  to  give  notice  of  any 
danger." 

The  Building  Code  also  provides  in  respect  of  the  support  of  buildings  as  fol- 
lows  (chapter  15,  the  Building  Code,  section  22)  : 

**  Whenever  an  excavation  of  either  earth  or  rock  for  building  or  other  purposes 
shall  be  Intended  to  be,  or  shall  be  carried  toi^the  depth  of  more  than  ten  feet  below 
the  curb,  the  person  or  persons  causing  such  excavation  to  be  made  shall  at  all 
times,  from  the  commencement  until  the  completion  thereof,  if  afforded  the  neces- 
sary license  to  enter  upon  the  adjoining  land,  and. not  otherwise,  at  his  or  their 
own  expense,  preserve  any  adjoining  or  contiguous  wall  or  walls,  structure  or  stnic- 
tui^s,  from  Injury,  and  support  the  same  by  proper  foundations,  so  that  the  said 
wall  or  walls,  structure  or  structures  shall  be  and  remain  practically  as  safe  as 
before  such  excavation  was  commenced,  whether  said  adjoining  or  contiguous  wall 
or  walls,  structure  or  structures,  are  down  more  or  less  than  ten  feet  below  the 
curb.  If  the  necessary  license  is  not  accorded  to  the  person  or  persons  making 
such  excavations,  then  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  owner  refusing  to  grant  such 
license  to  make  the  adjoining  or  contiguous  wall  or  walls,  structure  or  structures, 
safe,  and  support  the  same  by  proper  foundations,  so  that  adjoining  ezcavatloos 
may  be  made,  and  shall  be  permitted  to  enter  upon  the  premises  where  such  exca- 
vation is  being  made  for  that  purpose  when  necessary.  •  •  •  If  the  person  or 
persons  whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  preserve  or  protect  any  wall  or  walls,  structure 
or  structures  from  injury  shall  neglect  or  fail  to  do  so  after  having  had  a  notice 
of  twenty-four  hours  from  the  Department  of  Buildings,  then  the  Commissioner 
of  Buildings  may  enter  upon  the  premises  and  employ  such  labor  and  furnish  such 
materials  and  take  such  steps  as  in  his  judgment  may  be  necessary  to  make  the 
same  safe  and  secure  or  to  prevent  the  same  from  becoming  unsafe  or  dangerous, 
at  the  expense  of  the  person  or  persons  whose  duty  it  is  to  keep  the  same  safe 
and  secure."  Very  truly  vours, 

(Signed)  ABEL  E.  BLACKMAR, 

Counset  to  the  Commission. 


Subway  Contruction  —  Duty  of  Contractor  to  Support  Struc- 
ture on  East  Side  of  Mott  Street,  Although  Erected  After 

Making  Contract. 

Opinion  of  Counsel, 

November  4,  1907. 
Tbavis   H.    Whitney,    Esq.,    Secretary,  Public   Service   OotMnission  for   the  Firsts 
District: 

Dbab  Sib. —  I  duly  received  your  letter  of  September  23,  transmitting  a  commu- 
nication from  Mr.  Rice,  chief  engineer,  dated  September  20,  as  to  underpinning  the 
new  buildings  at  the  northw^est  corner  of  Mott  and  Delancey  streets.  This  is  tn 
the  portion  of  the  Brooklyn  loop  linos  to  be  built  in  the  Delancey  street  extension, 
known  as  Contract  9-0-2,  let  to  the  Bradley  Contracting  Company. 

The  duty  of  the  contractor  to  support  abutting  structures  and  the  obligations 
which  he  has  assumed  to  adjacent  property  owners  have  l>een  referred  to  in  my 
opinions  of  October  8  and  October  17,  in  the  matter  of  No.  174  Canal  street. 

The  question  now  arising  is  whether  the  obligations  referred  to  exist  under  the 
contract  as  to  new  structures  in  a  new  street,  i.  e..  such  as  were  not  there  when  the 
contract  was  let  and  signed.  In  view  of  the  following  provisions  of  the  contract 
I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  contract  must  apply  to  these  new  structures,  and  that 
the  contractor  is  under  obligation  to  support  them  In  pursuance  of  the  contract 
obligations. 

The  obligation  of  the  contractor  is  to  protect  and  supi^ort  all  buildings  and  other 
structures,  including  foundations  (page  15),  and  including  underpinning,  wherever 
necessary,  of  all  buildings  affected  or  Interfered  with  during  construction  of  the 
railroad  (page  17)  ;  as  to  excavation,  contractor  is  to  take  special  precaution  where 
there  is  additional  pressure  due  to  the  presence  of  buildings  or  other  structures 
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(page  66).  Also  when  passing  specially  heavy  buildings  which,  by  their  construction 
or  position,  might  bring  a  great  pressure  upon  the  trenches,  the  right  is  reserved 
by  the  board  for  the  engineer  to  direct  that  such  buildings  be  underpinned  (page 
57).  The  contractor  also  covenants  that  his  work,  if  done  without  fault  or  negli- 
gence on  his  part,  does  not  involve  any  danger  to  foundations,  walls  or  other  parts 
of  adjacent  buildings  or  structures,  and  that  he  will  make  good  any  damages  that 
shall  in  course  of  construction  be  done  to  foundations,  walls  or  other  parts  of 
adjacent  buildings  or  structures  (page  155)  ;  and  the  contractor  also  undertakes  to 
obey  any  order  of  the  engineer  to  support  or  secure  adjacent  property  or  any  sur- 
face or  structure  thereon,  but  he  Is  not  relieved  of  responsibility  either  by  compliance 
with  an  order  of  the  chief  engineer  or  an  omission  of  the  chief  engineer  to  give 
it  or  give  notice  of  danger  (page  157).  Contractor  also  assumes  a  very  extensive 
responsibility  for  all  physical  injuries  to  the  property  of  abutting  owners  occasioned 
bsr  any  act  or  omission  of  himself  or  of  any  subcontractor  or  person  employed  on 
the  work.  The  contract  runs  over  a  period  before  completion  of  at  least  twenty 
months. 

It  does  not  seem  reasonable  to  assume  that  in  a  contract  to  extend  over  two 
years  in  a  crowded  city  street  that  the  obligations  of  a  contractor  to  abutting  prop- 
erty owners  and  to  adjacent  property  and  structures  can  be  limited  to  those  in 
position  at  the  time  the  contract  is  entered  into,  and  that  the  constant  changes  in 
condition  of  property  in  the  ordinary  course  of  business  and  improvement  for  so 
long  a  period  while  the  work  is  in  process  are  to  be  entirely  ignored  and  the  own- 
ers* rights  completety  passed  over.  I  have  advised  you  that  in  my  opinion  new 
water  pipes  put  in  by  the  city  itself,  after  the  letting  of  a  loop  contract  and  requir- 
ing to  l>e  supported  by  the  contractor  as  a  subsurface  structure,  should  be  deemed 
to  be  extra  work,  for  which  an  additional  allowance  may  be  proper,  but  the  city  is 
a  party  to  such  contract  and  must  be  deemed  to  have  expressed  its  intention  as  to 
Its  own  rights  and  obligations. 

In  this  case,  however,  as  to  abutting  property  owners,  obligations  are  undertaken 


the 


_  tic  contract,  and  it  would  seem  to  me  that  the  obligation  which  the  contractor 
has  assumed  must  include  every  person  of  that  class,  not  as  of  the  time  the  con- 
tract is  signed,  but  of  the  time  when  his  rights  and  property  are  touched  In  the 
prosecution  of  the  contract. 

I  think,  therefore,  that  the  obligation  of  the  contractor  is  to  underpin  and  support 
any  structures  which  may  be  found  to  need  such  support,  new  or  old,  at  the  time 
when  such  support  becomes  necessary  by  reason  of  the  prosecution  of  his  work. 

If  I  am.  in  error  on  this  point  the  contractor  has  his  remedy  under  the  terms  of 
the  contract  In  the  new  Fourth  avenue  contracts,  I  have  Inserted  a  clause  remov- 
ing this  uncertainty. 

Very  truly  yours. 
(Signed)  ABEL  E.  BLACTKMAR, 

Oounael  to  the  Commission. 


Occupation  of  Street  by  Structure  Containing  Boilers  and  Com- 
pressed Air  Machinery  Necessary  fdr  Use  in  Subway  Con- 
struction—  Power   of    the    Commission    to    Grant    Permit 

Therefor. 

Opinion  of  Counsbl. 

JttZy31, 1907. 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District: 

Gkntlbmen. —  I  have  received  your  communication  enclosing  a  demand  by  the 
New  York  Dock  Company  that  the  structure  containing  boilers  and  compressed  air 
machinery  in  Furman  street,  and  claimed  to  be  a  nuisance  and  to  be  there  without 
right,  should  be  removed. 

I  requested  Mr,  Rice,  the  chief  engineer,  to  report  as  to  the  character  and  situ- 
ation of  the  structure,  and  have  received  from  him  a  letter  dated  July  29th,  stating 
that  It  was  authorized  under  Permit  No.  185,  granted  November  23,  1906,  which 
was  valid  for  the  year  1996,  but  was  lately  extended  to  October  1,  1907,  and  also 
stating  that  it  would  be  unwise  to  order  the  removal  of  the  structure  before  Octo- 
ber Ist,  because  It  would  be  required  to  provide  the  air  supply  needed  to  complete 
the  ventilating  shaft  now  tinder  construction  on  Jora lemon  street. 

I  recently  read  In  the  papers  that  the  New  York  Dock  Company  had  applied 
for  a  writ  of  peremptory  mandamus  directed  to  the  officials  of  the  city,  command- 
ing them  to  remove  the  structure  as  an  encroachment  upon  the  street  and  a  nui- 
sance, and  that  the  same  had  been  argued  before  Mr.  Justice  Scudder.  of  Kings 
eonnty.  and  decision  reserved,  I  communicated  with  the  Hon,  James  D.  Bell,  of 
Corporation  Counsers  office  for  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  who  confirmed  this  account. 
Colonel  Bell  informed  me  that  he  had  opposed  the  granting  of  a  mandamus. 

The  right  of  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners  to  issue  permits 
to  the  contractors  to  occupy  portions  of  the  street  has  recently  been  before  the 
Appellate  Division  of  the  Supreme  Court,  in  the  Second  Department.  In  that  case 
the  plaintiff  was  a  subcontractor  under  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Com- 
missioners, and  with  the  consent  and  pursuant  to  the  permit  of  such  board  occu- 
pied certain  streets  in  Brooklyn  which  crossed  the  street  under  which  the  con- 
ttniction  was  progressing.     The  occupation  of  such  streets  was  without  the  permit 
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of  the  Borough  President  or  the  Commissioner  of  Public  Works.  These  latter  officials 
threatened  to  remove  the  plaintiff  from  the  cross  streets  and  the  plaintiff  broDght 
an  action  to  restrain  such  removal,  claiming  a  right  to  occupy  the  same  under  the 
authority  of  the  permit  granted  by  the  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners. 

The  motion  for  injunction  was  granted  at  Special  Term,  and  the  Borough  Presi- 
dent and  Commissioner  of  Public  Works  appealed.  On  July  23d  the  Appellate  Divi- 
sion handed  down  a  decision  affirming  the  order  and  Anally  deciding  in  favor  of  the 
validity  of  permits  granted  by  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners 
for  the  occupation  of  streets  and  cross  streets  by  contractors  and  subcontractors, 
so  far  as  the  same  may  be  reasonably  necessary  to  the  prompt  and  proper  progress 
of  the  work. 

The  power  to  grant  such  permits  has  devolved  upon  this  Commission  as  successor 
of  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners. 

I  retain  the  papers  in  this  matter  in  my  hands,  in  order  that  I  might  act 
thereon  if  occasion  should  require. 

Yours  very  truly, 
(Signed)  ABEL  C.  BLACKMAR, 

Counsel  to  the  CommUaion. 


Relocation  of  Water  Pipes  on  Permit  Issued  by  the  Commis- 
sion But  Not  Submitted  to  the  Department  of  Water  Sup- 
ply for  Approval. 

Opinion   of  Counsel. 

August  6.  1907. 

Travis  H.  Whitney,  SecreUiry,  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District: 

SiK. —  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  July  24  transmitting  a  copy  of  communl- 
rnlion  of  the  Hon.  John  II.  O'Brien,  Commissioner  of  Water  Supply,  env,  requesting 
the  Public  Service  Commission  for  tlie  T^rst  District  to  take  up  with  the  West- 
chester Lighting  Company  the  question  of  the  removal  of  its  main  on  Broadway, 
between  Two  Hundred  and  Thirtieth  and  Two  Hundred  and  Porty-second  streets,  on 
the  };round  that  the  same  was  laid  without  the  approval  of  the  Commissioner  or 
the  BorouRh  l*resident,  and  because  the  space  is  soon  to  be  needed  for  the  placing 
of  a  new  12-lnch  water  pipe,  and  asking  also  that  hereafter  all  contractors  working 
under  th*;  Public  Service  Commission  be  required  to  submit  their  plans  for  approvaTl 
to  the  department  of  water  supply  under  section  469  of  the  charter,  where  it  becomes 
necessary  to  shift  water  or  gas  pipes  or  other  subsurface  structures. 

Upon  investigation  of  the  facts  by  your  chief  engineer  and  by  Commissioner 
Baasett,  as  reported  in  writing  and  transmitted  also  to  me  by  you.  It  appears  that 
the  Westchester  lighting  Company's  pipe  was  rolald  by  a  contractor  for  the  buildine 
of  superstructures  for  a  rapid  transit  railway  in  that  street  under  the  terms  and 
oblii?atlons  of  a  contract  between  the  contractor  and  the  city,  acting  by  the  Board 
of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners,  the  pipe  being  a  subsurface  structure  In 
the  line  of  Improvements  and  necessary  to  be  relocated  at  the  contractor's  expense 
by  the  terms  of  this  contract. 

It  was  so  relocated  without  a  permit  from  the  department  of  water  supply, 
because  under  his  contract  with  the  city  he  was  authorized  and  was  bound  to  do 
it,  and  the  corporation  counsel  and  the  courts  have  held  that  a  permit  of  the 
Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners  is  sufficient  authority  for  a  con- 
tractor to  proceed  with  work  and  because  the  permit  of  the  Commissioner  of  Water 
Supply  is  unnecessary. 

I  am  also  informed  by  the  chief  engineer's  report  that  the  relocation  and  placing 
of  the  Westchester  Lighting  Company's  pipe  was  with  the  knowledge  of  the  officials 
of  the  department  of  water  supply,  and  that  there  is  sufficient  room  In  the  street 
for  the  placing  of  the  proposed  12-inch  water  main  without  a  removal  of  the 
gas  main. 

Under  the  circumstances  I  cannot  see  that  the  contractor  or  this  board  is  under 
a  duty  to  take  up  and  relocate  the  gas  pipe  complained  of,  and  I  cannot  advise  you 
to  undertake  to  do  It. 

The  request  of  the  commissioner  that  hereafter  contractors  working-  under  the 
Public  Service  Coinmi&sion  be  required  to  submit  their  plans  for  approval  to  the 
department  of  water  supply  under  soctlon  469  of  the  charter,  when  it  hecomes 
necessary  to  shift  subsurface  structures,  introduces  to  this  board  the  same  question 
which  \vas  often  brought  to  the  attention  of  tlie  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad 
Commissioners,  whether  in  prosecution  of  its  duties  under  the  Rapid  Transit  Act 
and  contracts  mado  thoreundor  permits  of  various  city  departments  are  necessary 
to  a  use  of  the  streets  or  to  opening  the  same  by  the  board  or  its  officers  or 
contractors. 

The  nupstion  was  finally  submitted  to  the  Corporation  Counsel  and  hy  the  opinion 
of  Mr.  Delany.  dated  June  19. 1906,  addressed  to  the  Borough  President,  to  be  found 
in  Vol.  7,  page  4226  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Board's  minutes,  it  was  held  that  that 
board  alone  had  control  nnd  that  a  permit  from  such  board  is  all  that  is  required 
to  enable  a  contractor  to  proceed,  and  it  was  recommended  to  the  Borough  Presi- 
dent that  for  the  convenience  of  his  office  an  arrangement  be  made  whereby  the 
Bonrd  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners  should  notify  the  Borough  Presi- 
dent's office  of  each  permit  Issued.  The  same  question  substantially  has  been  In 
various  forms  also  before  the  courts,  and  most  recently  in  the  case  in  the  Second 
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Department,  Appellate  Division,  not  yet  reported,  brought  by  the  Rapid  Transit 
Subway  Construction  Company  againtfit  Bird  S.  Coler  as  president  of  the  borough 
of  Brooklyn,  to  restrain  the  removal  of  the  plaintiffs  from  cross  streets  occupied 
by  them  for  the  purposes  of  a  construction  contract  without  the  permit  of  the 
Borough  President. 

In  this  case  the  court  said  :  "  It  is  apparent  •  •  •  that  it  was  the  Intent 
of  the  Legislature  to  confer  upon  the  Commission  all  of  the  necessary  powers 
properly  to  construct  the  sul)way,  and  this  without  concurrent  action  of  the  ordi- 
nary mnnicipnl  authorities,  except  where  such  action  was  specifically  required  by 
the  act  The  power  to  grant  a  valid  permit  to  a  contractor  or  subcontractor  to 
occupy  an  adjacent  part  of  cross  streets  where  such  is  necessary  in  the  prosecuting 
of  the  work  is  *  *  *  an  incidental  power  which  the  Commission  possesses 
under  the  Act." 

In  regard  to  the  placing  of  subsurface  structures  In  the  line  of  construction  and 
necessary  to  be  relocated  by  a  contractor  under  such  a  contract  made  by  the  city 
pursuant  to  the  Rapid  Transit  Act,  I  think  the  authority  of  the  Commission  Is  final 
and  that  this  board  or  its  contractor  is  not  required  by  law  to  submit  the  plan  of 
such  relocation  to  the  department  of  water  supply,  but  it  would  seem  well  that 
the  practice  be  observed  of  notifying  the  department  of  water  supply  of  any 
proposed  action  by  the  contractor  and  of  regarding,  as  far  as  may  be  practicable, 
its  wishes  in  the  matter. 

Yours  very  truly, 
(Signed)  ABKL   E.   BLACKMAR. 

Counsel  to  the  Commisaion. 


Vaults  in  Fulton  Street,  Brooklyn,  Taken  by  Condemnation  for 
Subway  Purposes  —  Rights  of  Abutting  Owners  as  to 
Restoration. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

November  29,  1907. 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District: 

Gbntlembn. —  I  have  a  letter  of  Mr.  Norton,  dated  October  16,  1907,  transmitting 
copy  of  a  letter  from  Messrs.  Jones,  McKinny  &  Stelnbrink,  of  October  15,  in  which 
letter  they,  as  attorneys  for  the  Sterling  I'iano  Company,  the  owner  of  No.  518 
Pulton  street,  Brooklyn,  complain  that  the  subway  contractors,  building  the  subway 
under  B*ulton  street,  have  refused  to  restore  the  vault  maintained  by  the  Sterling 
Piano  Company  under  its  premises,  and  threatening  that  if  such  restoration  is  not 
made  to  its  satisfaction,  it  will  have  the  work  done  and  hold  the  city  responsible 
for  the  cost. 

The  matter  of  vaults  under  the  sidewalks  was  before  the  Rapid  Transit  Board 
In  a  number  of  cases.  There  Is  a  difference  in  the  legal  situation  between  Manhattan 
and  Brooklyn,  due  to  the  fact  that  In  Manhattan  the  city  owns  the  fee  of  the 
streets,  while  it  does  not  in  Brooklyn. 

In  answer  to  a  number  of  complaints  about  Interference  with  vault  rights  along 
Elm  street  In  building  the  present  subway,  the  counsel  to  the  Rapid  Transit  Board 
advised  that  abutting  property  owners  had  merely  revocable  license  to  maintain 
these  vaults,  and  that  all  their  rights  ceased  on  being*  notified  by  the  chief  engineer 
that  the  space  occupied  by  them  was  necessary  for  rapid  transit  purposes.  In 
Brooklyn  it  was  necessary  to  institute  a  condemnation  proceeding  to  acquire  an 
easement  to  operate  a  rapid  transit  railroad  through  and  under  B^ulton  street,  in 
which  the  oatns  of  the  condemnation  commissioners  were  filed  on  June  2,  1903, 
and  which  proceeding  Is  still  pending. 

In  answer  to  several  complaints  made  by  property  owners  on  Fulton  street 
against  interference  with  their  vaults,  the  counsel  to  the  Board  adFised  them  of 
the  institution  of  condemnation  proceedings  and  referred  them  to  the  Corporation 
Counsel,  evidently  on  the  theory  that  these  vault  rights  were  covered  by  these 
proceedings  (Minutes,  Rapid  Transit  Board,  Vol.  6,  pages  3r>84,  3700). 

In  the  case  of  the  claim  of  the  Sterling  Piano  Company,  I  find,  on  Inquiry, 
that  the  only  permit  for  vault  privileges  In  connection  with  this  building  was  one 
issued  to  C.  F.  Bond,  president,  on  May  21,  1901.  and  that  the  subway,  as 
origfnallv  planned,  at  this  point,  would  take  all  of  their  vault  space,  but  on  the 
request  of  the  Sterling  Piano  Company  a  further  study  of  the  plans  was  made. 
and  it  was  found  that  oy  altering  the  design  of  the  subway  structure  a  space  could 
be  left  over  the  roof  of  the  depressed  track  of  sufflolent  depth  to  permit  them  to 
still  maintain  a  vault.  This  change  was  made  to  accommodate  the  Sterling  Piano 
Company,  but  when  it  came  to  a  question  of  restoring  the  vault  they  were  not 
satisfied  with  the  sub-contractor's  oflfcr  to  restore  it  with  glazed  tiles,  such  as  are 
U8«d  in  the  subway  stations,  but  demanded  that  the  vault  be  restored  with  a  very 
expensive  tile,  such  as  was  used  in  the  vault  prior  to  the  building  of  the  subway. 

In  view  of  these  facts  it  seems  to  me: 

Pint. —  That  such  vault  rights  as  these  abutting  property  owners  had  were 
eztingnlshed  by  the  condemnation  proceeding,  and  that  they  were  then  placed  in 
the  same  position  as  propertv  owners  in  Manhattan  whose  vault  licenses  had  been 
revoked,  and  that  if  entltle'd  to  any  compensation  their  remedy  Is  through  the 
condemnation  proceeding  which  is  still  pending;  and 
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Second. —  That  under  the  Rapid  Transit  Act.  the  title  to  an  easement  through 
this  vault  vested  in  the  city  on  the  tiling  of  the  oaths  of  the  condemnation  com- 
missioners on  June  2,  1903,  and  that  in  maintaining  such  a  vault  without  a 
further  permit  from  the  city  the  owner  of  the  building  is  maintaining  an  illegal 
and  unauthorized  structure ;  and 

Third. —  That  without  reference  to  strict  legal  rights  it  is  most  unjust,  where 
space  for  a  vault  remains,  due  to  a  change  in  the  nlans  made  to  accommodate 
the  property  owner,  that  he  should  then  seek  to  impose  such  an  additional  expense 
upon  the  city  to  restore  a  vault  allowed  him  as  a  mere  matter  ol  favor. 

I,  therefore,  desire  to  advi.sc  you  that,  in  my  opinion,  the  Sterling  IMano  Com- 
pany, if  it  stes  tit  to  restore  this  vault  in  the  manner  it  proposes,  has  no  right 
to  Impose  the  expense  of  doing  it  upon  the  city  of  New  Yorlc. 

Yours  very  truly, 
(Signed)  ABEL  K.  BLACKMAR, 

Counsel  to  the  Comminsion . 


Stipulation  Not  to  Tear  Down  Wall  at  Wall  Street  Station  of 
Subway  Without  Five  Days'  Notice  to  Owner. 

Opinion  of  CorNSEi.. 

Au(/u9t  30,  1907. 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District: 

Gentlemen. —  The  case  of  Potter  v.  Hoard  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commis- 
sioners was  one  brought  to  restrain  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Com- 
missioners from  tearing  down  a  wall  which  was  built  by  the  plaintiJ  in  the 
entrance  to  the  subway  on  the  west  side  of  Broadway  at  the  Wall  street  station. 
The  Intention  originally  was  to  agree  with  the  owner  of  the  Empire  building  for 
an  entrance  from  the  subway  into  his  building.  This  agreement  failed,  and  the 
owner  of  the  building  built  a  wall  cutting  otf  the  subway  station.  The  Board 
claimed  that  the  wall  was  built  so  as  to  include  a  space  of  twenty-tive  feet  by  ten 
feet,  which  was  properly  included  within  the  station  limits,  and  proposed  to  tear 
the  wall  down.  The  Potter  estate,  owning  the  Knipire  buildinj;,  brought  an  action 
to  enjoin  the  destniction  of  the  wall.  Tins  action  waa  tried  before  Justice  t*itz- 
gerald  and  resulted  in  a  decision  for  the  defendant,  tberel)y  sustaining  our  right 
to  this  space,  and  holding,  as  I  am  informed,  practically  that  the  wall  was 
Illegally  erected. 

This  is  not  a  matter  of  great  moment  now.  The  wall  cuts  oflf  a  space  of  twenty- 
five  feet  by  ten  feet,  which  is  practically  a  recess,  and  which  is  of  no  particular 
value  at  present.  However,  when  the  Brooklyn  tunnel  is  opened,  a  large  passenger 
traffic  will  probably  develop  between  this  W»ili  street  station  and  Brooklyn,  and  it 
may  be  necessary  to  enlarge  this  station.  When  this  time  arrives  this  space  will 
be  valuable.  It  is  suggested  by  the  plaintiff  that,  pending  the  appeal,  we  enter 
into  a  stipulation  that  we  will  not  tear  the  wall  down,  except  on  five  day.s'  notice, 
80  that  he  may  have  an  opportunity  to  apply  to  the  court  for  a  stay.  If  we  do 
not  give  this  stipulation,  he  will  apply  immediately  for  a  stay.  In  my  opinion, 
the  stipulation  snould  l)e  given,  because,  first,  tliere  is  no  reason  why  the  wall 
should  be  torn  down  at  present,  as  It  would  simply  deface  the  station  ;  and,  second, 
if  the  plaintiff  should  now  apply  for  a  stay  we  would  have  no  practical  reason  for 
opposing  it,  whereas,  if  we  snould  reach  a  point  where  this  space  is  needed  for  the 
enlargement  of  the  station,  and  then  the  question  of  the  stay  should  be  brought 
before  the  court,  we  would  have  much  strongt'r  |?round  for  opposing  it. 

1  therefore  suggest  that  you  authorize  me  to  enter  into  a  stipulation  upon 
these  lines. 

I  Inclose  a  diagram  show^ing  the  space  involved. 

Yours  very  truly, 
(Signed)  ABET.  E.  BLACKMAR. 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 


Application  for  Privilege  of  Window  in  Subway  Wall  — 

Procedure. 

Opinion  of  Counskl. 

August  22,  1907. 

Travis  IT.  Whitney,  Esq.,  Secretary,  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District: 

Dear  Sib. —  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  Aujnist  12,  transmitting  an  applica- 
tion made  by  Mr.  Burton  Thompson  for  the  privilege  of  putting  a  window  in  the 
subway  wall  at  building  No.  1  Wall  street.  He  apparently  makes  his  application 
on  behalf  of  a  corporation  known  as  the  "  No.  1  Wall  Street  Corporation."  On 
June  12,  1907.  he  made  a  similar  application  to  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Rail- 
road Commissioners. 

The  No.  1  Wall  Street  Corporation,  under  a  contract  with  the  Board  of  Rapid 
Transit  Railroad  Commissioners,  which  appears  at  page  4364  of  the  minutes  in 
October  last,  appears  to  have  an  entrance   from   Its   building  to  the  Rector  street 
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station  of  the  subwET,  constructed  under  the  Brooklyn-Manhattan  contract,  known 
as  Contract  No.  2.  The  contractor,  the  Rapid  Transit  tSubway  Construction  Com- 
pany, and  the  assignee  of  the  lease  portion  of  that  contract,  namely,  the  Inter- 
borough  Rapid  Transit  Company,  arc  also  parties. 

Your  inquiry  is  as  to  what  procedure  should  be  followed  in  applications  for 
windows  of  this  character,  and  includes  the  question  whether  It  is  necessary  for 
the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  first  to  consent  before  the  consent  of  the 
Commissi<m   is  given. 

I  have  no  doubt  that  before  a  show  window  or  any  window  of  the  character 
desired  by  this  applicant  can  be  constructed  In  the  wall  of  the  subway  structure 
the  consent  of  the  lessee,  in  this  case  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company,  is 
essential.  I  think,  also,  inasmuch  as  the  Brooklyn-Manhattan  contract  is  not  yet 
entirely  completed,  that  the  consent  of  the  contractor  for  construction,  the  Rapid 
Transit  Subway  Construction  Company,  would  also  be  essential. 

As  to  procedure,  1  suggest  that  the  consent  of  those  corporations  should  be 
required  prior  to  an  application  being  made  to  this  Commission  for  its  consent  and 
approval,  though  it  would  be  practicable,  if  the  terms  of  the  application  were 
satisfactory,  to  pass  a  resolution  approving  the  application  and  stating  speciflcally 
that  the  same  should  be  subject  to  the  consent  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit 
Company  and  the  Rapid  Transit  Subway  (Construction  ('ompany,  w^hich  in  each 
case  should  be  acknowledged  and  filed  with  the  Commission. 

I  find  that  in  the  case  of  previous  applications,  after  investigation  bv  the 
standing  committee  on  plans  and  contracts  of  the  late  Board,  it  was  siTggested  that 
applicants  should  pay  a  uniform  rate  of  one  dollar-  per  square  foot  per  month  for 
show  window  space,  the  owner  of  the  window  to  pay  all  expenses  of  installation 
and  the  work  to  be  done  in  accordance  with  plans  approved  by  the  Chief  Engineer 
of  the  Board ;  that  the  terms  should  be  subject  to  renewal  annually,  ana  the 
privilege  subject  to  revocation  by  the  Board  on  sixty  days'  notice  in  writing,  and 
that  the  owners  of  the  show  windows  save  the  city  harmless  from  any  and  all 
injury  which  might  be  sustained  to  said  show  windows  or  premises  in  the  rear  of 
the  same,  or  in  any  building  erected  thereon,  by  reason  of  anything  of  any  nature 
whatsoever  happening  to  said  premises  by  reason  of  such  show  windows  fronting 
on  the  subway.  The  consent  oi  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  was  also 
required,  inasmuch  as  that  company  had  called  the  attention  of  the  Board  to  the 
provision  of  the  Brooklyn-Manhattan  contract,  page  109,  denying  in  general 
advertising  privileges  to  that  company,  and  suggesting  that  it  was  not  consistent 
to  grant  such  privileges  to  exceptional  property  owners. 

I  am  now  advised  by  the  Chief  Engineer  that  no  show  window  privileges  of  this 
description  have  ever  been  granted,  though  in  cases  where  property  owners  conveyed 
property  or  rights  to  the  city  some  such  privileges  have  been  obtained. 

Yours  very  truly, 
(Signed)  ABEL  B.  BI.ACKMAR, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission.'' 


Bond  —  Substitution  of,  by  Rapid  Transit  Subway  Construc- 
tion Company  in  Place  of  $1,000,000  Cash  Deposited  Under 
Contract  No.  2,  Not  Allowable  —  Rapid  Transit  Act,  Sec- 
tion 38,  L.  1906,  Ch.  472,  Section  14. 

Opinion  op  Counsel. 

October  31,   1907. 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District: 

Gbntlembx. —  You  have  referred  to  me  the  request  of  the  Subway  Construction 
Company  to  substitute  a  bond  In  the  place  of  $1,000,000  cash  which  was  deposited 
by  the  contractor  under  Contract  No.  2.  for  the  construction  of  the  so-called 
Brookljn-Manhattan  subway,  as  security  for  the  construction  agreement,  with  the 
request  that  I  examine  the  same  and  advise  as  to  procedure.  « 

It  seems  to  me  that  there  was  a  serious  question  as  to  the  legality  of  such 
proposed  action  I  have  therefore  held  the  matter  under  advisement  until  the 
present  time. 

When  Contract  No.  2  was  made,  the  law  required  a  deposit  of  $1,000,000  in  cash 
or  securities  as  security  for  construction,  but  permitted  the  continuing  security  for 
rentals  to  become  due  and  generally  for  the  performance  of  the  terms  of  the  con- 
tract, to  be  made  either  in  the  form  of  a  continuing  bond  or  of  a  deposit  of  cash 
or  securities. 

A  deposit  of  $1,000,000  In  cash  having  been  made  under  Contract  No.  2.  as 
security  for  construction,  and  also  $1,000,000  more  in  securities  as  a  continuing 
security,  the  contractor  requested  permission  to  tile  a  continuing  bond  and  to  have 
the  $1,()00,000  deposited  as  continuing  security  released  to  him.  A  supplemental 
contract  was  thereupon  made  between  the  Board  and  *the  contractor  altering  the 
terms  of  the  original  contract  so  as  to  require  a  continuing  bond  with  sureties  In 
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the  place  of  the  deposit  of  securities,  and  said  $1,000,000  In  securities  which  had 
been  lodged  for  a  continuing  deposit  were  returned  to  the  contractor. 

The  contractor  now  requests  that  the  $1,000,000  lodged  as  security  for  construc- 
tion be  returned  upon  a  bond  being  given  in  its- place,  and  the  question  is  whether 
this  may  legally  be  done. 

Assuming  that  this  might  legally  be  done  as  to  a  continuing  security,  it  does  not 
follow  that  the  same  power  exists  as  to  the  security  given  for  construction.  The 
law  in  existence  at  the  time  the  contract  was  made  required  a  deposit  of  cash  or 
securities  to  secure  construction,  but  permitted  either  a  deposit  of  cash  or  securities 
or  a  bond  to  be  given  for  the  continuing  security. 

Bectlon  38  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Law  authorized  the  Board  and  the  contractor 
to  agree  to  a  change  in  the  provisions  of  the  contract.  It  might  therefore,  be  held 
to  follow  that  anything  which  could  legally  have  been  inserted  in  the  original 
contract  could  be  provided  for  In  a  supplemental  one,  and  that  in  this  manner  a 
continuing  bond  could  be  substituted  for  the  cash  deposit  and  the  cash  returned. 
As,  however,  the  law  did  not  authorize  a  bond  to  be  taken  to  secure  construction 
in  the  first  instance,  it  would  seem  to  follow  that  unless  there  has  been  some 
change  in  the  law  this  result  cannot  be  accomplished  by  a  supplemental  contract. 

The  counsel  for  the  contractor  argue  that  under  the  Elsberg  Bill  of  1906,  the 
Commission  has  the  discretion  to  accept  a  bond  instead  of  a  cash  deposit  as  security 
for  construction,  and  that  therefore,  under  section  38,  it  may  make  a  supplemental 
contract  or  change  In  the  original  contract  substituting  a  bond  for  the  cash,  and 
providing  f6r  the  return  of  the  cash.  If  the  EUsberg  Bill  can  be  held  to  repeal 
or  change  the  original  law  as  applicable  to  contracts  which  had  been  executed 
before  the  Elsberg  Law  was  passed,  this  conclusion  might  possibly  follow,  but  such 
is  not  the  case. 

Section  14  of  the  Elsberg  Law  is  as  follows : 

"  Nothing  in  this  act  contained  shall  repeal,  modlfv  or  alter  any  provision  of  the 
act  hereby  amended  in  respect  of  any  railway  or  railways  constructed,  constnictinsr 
or  contracted  for  thereunder  when  this  act  takes  effect ;  but  the  act  hereby  amended 
s^all  be  and  continue  in  full  force  and  effect  in  respect  of  such  railway  or  railways 
so  constructed,  constructing  or  contracted  for,  as  if  this  act  had  not  been  passed." 

This  provision  of  the  Elsberg  Law,  which  is  not  printed  in  the  Rapid  Transit  Act, 
seems  to  me  to  be  conclusive  upon  this  subject. 

My  opinion,  therefore,' Is  that  no  change  in  the  contract  can  be  made  by  agree- 
ment, under  section  38,  which  shall  contain  a  provision  which  could  not  legally 
have  been  inserted  in  the  original  contract  under  the  law  then  in  existence.  As 
the  law  required  that  the  contract  should  provide  for  a  deposit  of  cash  or  securities 
to  secure  the  agreement  for  construction,  and  it  did  not  authorize  the  taking  of 
a  bond  for  that  purpose,  it  Is  not  in  my  opinion  competent  to  make  a  supplemental 
contract  at  this  time  which  shall  authorize  the  substitution  of  a  bond  for  the 
cash  deposit. 

Yours  very  truly, 
(Signed)  ABEL  E.  BLACKMAR, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 


Bond  —  Substitution  of  Bond  of  United  States  Fidelity  and 
Guaranty  Company  for  One  of  Lawyers'  Surety  Company, 
as  Surety  for  American  Bridge  Company;  as  Sub-Con- 
tractor Under  Contract  No.  i. 

Opinions  of  Counsel. 

September  4,  1907. 

Travis    H.    Whitney,    Esq.,    Secretary,   Puhlic   Service    Commission  for   the   First 
District: 

Deab  Sir. —  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  August  16,  transmitting  a  request 
of  the  Lawyers'  Surety  Company  and  correspondence  respecting  a  bond  of  that 
company  as  surety  in  $200,000,  to  John  B.  McDonald,  for  the  American  Brid^ 
Company,  a  sub-contractor  under  McDonald,  for  which  bond  it  is  proposed  to  sub- 
Btltute  a  similar  bond  of  the  United  States  Fidelitv  and  Guaranty  Company,  stating 
that  it  is  to  have  the  same  force  and  effect  as  though  executed  on  May  29,  1900, 
the  date  of  the  bond  first  mentioned.  The  bond  of  the  Lawyers'  Surety  Company 
was  assigned  to  the  citv  of  New  York  under  the  provisions  of  the  McDonald  con- 
tract, as  modified,  and  is  on  file  with  the  Comptroller, 

The  bond  proposed  to  be  substituted  was  approved  as  to  form  by  Mr.  Rives, 
Counsel  to  the  late  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners.  A  resolution 
was  passed  by  the  late  Board  on  April  11,  1907,  approving  of  such  substitution  of 
bonds,  subject  to  the  consent  of  John  B.  McDonald,  and  the  Rapid  Transit  "Subway 
Construction  Company. 

The  Lawyers'  Suretv  Companv's  request  now  is  for  leave  to  withdraw  its  bond 
first  given  in  view  of  the  ^substitution  of  the  United  States  Fidelity  and  Guaranty 
Company. 

I  am  informed  by  you  that  after  an  examination  of  your  files  made  at  my  request, 
you  are  unable  to  find  the  consents  described  in  the  resolution  on  file  in  your  ofllce. 
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I  think  that  the  consents  to  substitution  mentioned  in  the  resolution  of  the  late 
Board  should  be  ^iven  by  an  instrument  executed  and  acknowledged  and  filed  with 
this  Commission,  and  that  such  Instrument  should  also  specifically  assign  to  the 
city  of  New  York  the  bond  so  substituted,  the  same  to  stand  in  place  of  the  one 
previously  given  by  the  Lawyers*  Surety  Company  and  so  assigned. 

I  do  not  think,  however,  the  bond  of  the  Lawyers'  Surety  Company  can  properly 
be  withdrawn  even  when  such  consents  to  substitution  are  given  and  filed. 

Yours  very  truly, 
(Signed)  ABEL  E.  BLACKMAR, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission," 

New  Yohk,  October  7,  1907. 
Tbavis    H.    Whitney,    Esq.,    Secretary,   Public   Service    Commission   for   the   First 
District: 

Dear  Sib. —  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  October  4,  with  which  you  sent  me 
a  letter  of  the  Lawyers'  Surety  Company,  which  transmits  consents  of  John  B. 
McDonald  and  the  Rapid  Transit  "Subway  Construction  Company  to  a  substitution 
of  the  United  States  Fidelity  and  Guaranty  Company  bond  in  place  of  one  of  the 
Lawyers'  Surety  Company,  in  the  sum  of  two  hundred  thousand  dollars.  The  last 
named  bond  was  one  given  originally  for  four  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars 
as  surety  for  the  American  Bridge  Company  to  John  B.  McDonald,  the  American 
Bridge  Company  being  a  subcontractor  under  Mr.  McDonald  in  the  work  of  Con- 
tract No.  1. 

The  bond  for  four  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars  of  the  Lawyers'  Surety 
Company  was,  with  the  consent  of  the  late  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Com- 
missioners, in  September,  1905,  reduced  to  the  sum  of  two  hundred  thousand 
dollars.  It  is  now  proposed  to  substitute  for  the  Lawyers'  Surety  Company  as 
surety,  the  United  States  Fidelity  and  Guaranty  Company,  who  are  to  give  a  bond 
in  the  sum  of  two  hundred  thousand  dollars. 

The  bond  proposed  to  be  substituted  was  approved  as  to  form  by  Mr.  Rives, 
Counsel  to  the  late  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners,  and  a 
resolution  was  passed  by  the  Board  on  April  11,  1907,  approving  of  such  substitu- 
tion of  bonds,  subject  to  the  consents  of  John  B.  McDonald,  and  the  Rapid  Transit 
Subway  Construction  Company. 

I  wrote  you  previously  In  respect  to  this  matter  under  date  of  September  4, 
1907,  making  a  suggestion  that  the  consents  should  be  given  by  an  instrument 
■    "      nd  acknowledged  and  filed  with  the  Commission,  and  tha'    " 


executed  and  acknowledged  and  filed  with  the  Commission,  and  that  there  should 
be  an  assignment  of  the  new  bond  to  the  city  of  New  York,  so  that  the  same  might 
stand  in  place  of  the  one  previously  given  by  the  Lawyers'  Surety  Company,  which 


The  consents  which  you  now  transmit,  and  the  assignment  of  John  B.  McDonald 
to  the  city,  which  is  also  transmitted  by  you  therewith,  are  apparently  forwarded 
to  the  Commission  in  pursuance  of  the  suggestion  in  my  letter. 

I  find  that  the  consents  are  in  proper  form  and  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the 
assignment  by  John  B.  McDonald  of  the  said  bond  proposed  to  be  substituted  to 
the  city  of  New  York,  is  in  proper  form  and-  in  accordance  with  the  practice 
followed  by  the  former  Board  in  such  matters,  as  appear  at  page  986  of  the 
minutes.  Vol.  2. 

It  will  be  necessary  that  this  assignment  shall  be  also  executed  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District. 

These  papers,  that  is  to  say,  the  original  consents,  the  original  assignment  and 
the  bond  of  the  United  States  Fidelity  and  Guaranty  Company,  should  remain  on 
file  together,  with  the  bond  of  the  Lawyers'  Surety  Company,  which,  I  believe  to  be 
already  in  your  files  or  in  those  of  the  auditing  department  of  the  Commission. 

The  assignment  of  these  subcontractors'  bonds  by  Mr.  McDonald  as  contractor 
under  Contract  No.  1,  as  additional  security  to  the  city.  Is  in  pursuance  of  a 
stipulation  In  the  modification  of  the  original  Contract  No.  1,  which  appears  on 
page  235  of  the  contract. 

Very  truly  yours. 
(Signed)  ABEL  B.  BLACKMAR. 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 


Violation  of  Eight  Hour  Law  by  Contractor  for  Subway  Con- 
struction, Labor  Law,  Sections  3,  13. 

Opinion   op  Counsel. 

September  27,  1907. 

Travis  H.  Whitney,  Esq.,  Secretary,  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District: 
Deiar  Sib. —  Referring  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Norton,  acting  secretary,  of  the  20th 
Inst,  inclosing  copy  of  letter  from  Mr.  Rlro.  chief  engineer,  calling  the  attention  of 
the  Commission  to  the  fact  that  the  Bradley  Contracting  Company,  the  contractor 
for  section  9-0-5  of  the  Brooklyn  loop  (Delancey  street,  between  Bowery  and  Nor- 
folk), has  not  compiled  with  the  contract  In  respect  to  requiring  laborers  to  work 
more  than  eight  hours  a  day,  despite  the  fact  that  the  chief  engineer  has  twice 
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called  his  attention  to  this  violation,  I  dpHlre  to  advise  you  that  the  contract  under 
which  the  Bradley  Contracting  Company  is  constructing  this  section  of  the  Brooklyn 
loop  line  provides : 

**  The  contractor  agrees  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  Labor  Law,  includ- 
ing section  3  thereof,  as  re-enacted  by  chapter  506  of  the  Laws  of  1906.  The 
contractor  further  agrees  and  stipulates  that  no  laborer,  workman  or  mechanic  In 
the  employ  of  the  contractor,  sub-contractor  or  other  person  doing  or  contracting 
to  do  the  whole  or  a  part  of  the  work  contemplated  by  this  contract,  shall  be  per- 
mitted or  required  to  work  more  than  eight  hours  in  one  calendar  day,  except  In 
cases  of  extraordinary  emergency  caused  by  fire,  flood  or  danger  to  life  or  property  ; 
and  further  that  the  wages  to  be  paid  for  a  legal  day's  work  as  hereinbefore 
defined  to  all  classes  of  such  laborers,  workmen  or  mechanics  upon  the  work  con- 
templated by  this  contract,  or  upon  any  material  to  be  used  upon  or  In  connection 
therewith,  shall  not  be  less  than  the  prevailing  rate  for  a  day's  work  in  the  same 
trade  or  occupation  In  the  borough  of  Manhattan,  where  the  work  herel>y  contem- 
plated, about  or  In  connection  with  such  labor,  is  performed,  as  in  its  final  or 
completed  form  to  be  situated,  erected  or  used,  and  that  each  such  laborer,  work- 
man or  mechanic  employed  by  the  contractor  or  by  any  subcontractor  or  other 
person  on,  about  or  upon  the  work  contemplated  by  this  contract,  shall  receive 
such  wages  herein  provided  for.  This  contract  shall  be  void  and  of  no  effect  unless 
the  contractor  shall  comply  with  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph.  In  obedience 
to  the  requirements  of  section  13  of  the  I>abor  I^aw,  it  is  further  provided  that 
if  the  provisions  of  the  said  section  are  not  complied  with  this  contract  shall  be 
void." 

This  provision  of  the  contract  is  inserted  in  pursuance  to  the  express  direction 
of  the  Legislature,  and  although  the  earlier  statute  of  1897  was  declared  unconsti- 
tutional it  has  been  re-enacted  by  the  legislature  upon  the  adoption  of  a  consti- 
tutional amendment  authorizing  legislation  of  this  character.  The  amendment  to 
the  Constitution,  Article  XII,  section  1,  adopted  at  the  general  election  of  1905, 
which  went  into  effect  January  1,  1006.  provides  : 

"  Section  1.  It  shall  he  the  duty  of  the  IjCglslature  to  provide  for  the  organiza- 
tion of  cities  and  incon>orated  villages  and  to  restrict  their  power  of  taxation, 
assessment,  borrowing  money,  contracting  debts  and  loaning  their  credit,  so  as  to 
prevent  abuses  in  assessments  and  contracting  debt  by  such  municipal  corporations ; 
and  the  Legislature  may  regulate  and  fix  the  wages  or  salaries,  the  hours  of  work 
or  labor,  and  make  provision  for  the  protection,  welfare  and  safety  of  persons 
employed  by  the  State  or  by  any  county,  city,  town,  village  or  other  civil  division 
of  the  State,  of  by  any  contractor,  or  sub-contractor  performing  work,  labor  or 
services  for  the  State,  or  for  any  county,  city,  town,  village  or  other  civil  division 
thereof." 

l*ursuant  to  this  provision  the  legislature,  by  the  provisions  of  chapter  506  of  the 
Laws  of  1906,  re-enacted  section  3  of  chapter  415  of  the  Laws  of  1897,  which  had 
been  declared  unconstitutional  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  to  the 
Constitution. 

•'  Section  3.  Hours  to  constitute  a  day's  work. —  Eight  hours  shall  constitute  a 
legal  day's  work  for  all  clas.ses  of  employees  In  this  State,  except  those  engaged  in 
farm  and  domestic  service  unless  otherv.'ise  provided  by  law.  This  section  does  cot 
prevent  an  agreement  for  overwork  at  an  increased  compensation  except  upon  work 
by  or  for  the  State  or  a  municipal  corporation,  or  by  contracting  or  sub-con t meters 
therewith.  Each  contract  to  which  the  State  or  a  municipal  corporation  is  a  party 
which  may  involve  the  employment  of  laborers,  workmen  or  mechanics  hhall  contain 
a  stipulation  that  no  laborer,  werkmen  or  mechanic  in  the  employ  of  the  ccmtractor. 
«iul>-contractor  or  other  person  doing  or  contracting  to  do  the  whole  or  a  part  of  tht* 
work  contemplated  by  the  contract  shall  be  permitted  or  required  to  work  more 
than  eight  hours  in  any  one  calendar  day  except  in  cases  of  extraordinary  emer- 
gency caused  by  fire,  flood  or  danger  to  life  or  property.  The  wages  to  l>e  paid  for 
a  legal  day's  work  as  hereinbefore  defined  to  all  classes  of  such  laborers,  workmen 
or  raechaoicR  upon  all  such  public  works,  or  upon  any  materials  to  be  used  upon 
or  in  connection  therewith  shall,  not  be  Irss  than  the  prevailing  rate  for  da.v's  work 
in  the  same  trade  or  occupation  in  the  locality  within  the  State  where  such  public 
work  on,  about  or  In  connection  with  which  such  labor  is  performed  In  Its  final  or 
completed  form  is  to  Ik*  situated,  erected  or  used.  Each  such  contract  hereafter 
made  shall  contain  a  stipulation  that  each  .such  laborer,  workman  or  mechanic  em- 
ployed by  .said  contractor,  sulncontractor  or  other  person,  on,  about  or  upon  such 
pubMc  work,  shall  receive  such  wages  herein  provided  for.  Each  contract  for  such 
public  work  hereafter  made  shall  contain  a  provision  that  the  same  shall  be  void 
and  of  no  effect  unless  the  person  or  corporation  making  or  performing  the  same 
shall  comply  with  the  provisions  of  this  section  ;  and  no  such  person  or  corporation 
shall  be  entitled  to  receive  any  sum  nor  shall  any  officer,  agent  or  employee  of  the 
State  or  of  a  municipal  corporation  pay  the  same  or  authorize  Its  payments  from 
the  funds  under  his  charge  or  control  to  any  such  person  or  corporation  for  work 
done  under  any  contract,  which  in  its  form  or  manner  of  performance  violates  the 
provisions  of  this  section,  but  nothing  in  this  section  shall  be  construed  to  apply 
to  persons  regularly  employed  In  State  institutions,  or  to  engineers,  electricians 
and  elevator  mon  in  the  department  of  public  buildings  during  the  annual  session 
of  the  lycgislatnre.  nor  to  the  construction,  maintenance  and  repair  of  highways 
outside  the  limits  of  cities  and  vlllajjes." 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  T'nited  States  in  206  V.  S..  considered  the  constitu- 
tionality of  such  legislation  and  upheld  the  constitutionality  of  an  Act  of  Congress 
providing  that  eight  hours  .should  constitute  a  day's  work  under  Federal  contracts. 
This  would  seem  to  remove  all  doubt  as  to  the  constitutionality  of  this  legislation. 
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1  should  advise  that  peremptory  notice  be  given  the  Bradley  Contracting  Com- 
f>any  to  olK»y  the  requirements  of  Its  contract  and  that  in  caRo  of  fallnro  to  remedy 
this  violation  within  the  time  specltled  In  the  notice,  the  Commission  may  declare 
this  contract  to  be  void  and  requ**st  the  comptroller  to  make  no  payments  therefor. 

Yours  very  truly, 
(Signed)  ABEL   E.  BLACKMAR. 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 

Thft  Secretary  was  directed  to  send  peremptory  notice  to  the  contractor,  as 
suggest M  by  the  Counsel. 


Lease  of  Permanent  Offices  by  the  Commission  not  to  be  Sub- 
mitted to  the  Comissioners  of  the  Sinking  Fund  —  Desig- 
nation of  Newspapers  for  Rapid  Transit  Advertisements  — 
City  Charter,  Sections  149,  217;  Public  Service  Commis- 
sions Law,  Section  10;  Rapid  Transit  Act,  Sections  36,  37. 

Opinion   op  Counsel. 

New  York,  July  31,  1907. 

Travis  H.  Wtiitney,  Es']..  Sccrctari/,  Public  ^emice  Commission  for  the  First 
THslricf: 
Dear  Sir. —  I  nm  In  receipt  of  your  letter  of  July  29,  advising  me  of  a  resolu- 
tion of  the  rommis^IoQ.  referring  to  me  the  question  as  to  whether  the  lease  of 
permanent  offices  by  the  Commission  should  be  submitted  to  the  Sinking  Fund  Com- 
mlKHlon  for  approval,  and  also  the  question  of  the  designation  of  newspapers  for 
Rapid   Transit  advertisements, 

Mr.  Semple.  of  this  office,  in  a  conversation  yesterday  with  Deputy  Comptroller 
Phillips  and  Mr.  Brown,  of  the  finance  department,  real  estate  bureau,  was  informed 
hv  them  (hat  in  their  opinion  leases  by  Ihe  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  should  be  submitted  for  aoproval  to  the  commis.sioners  of  the  sinking 
fund,  liocause  the  commissioners  of  the  sinking  fund  are  "  Trustees  of  Public 
Buildings "  within  the  meaning  of  section  10  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions 
Iaw,  and  also  because  under  section  217  of  the  city  charter,  applications  for  leases 
for  the  purposes  cf  the  city  of  New  York  or  any  of  the  counties  contained  within 
Its  territorial  limits,  must  be  presented  to  and  n?iss?d  upon  by  the  commissioners 
of  the  sinking  fund:  and  by  section  140  of  the  charter,  when  such  leases  are 
authorized  by  the  hoard  of  sinking  fund  commissioners.  Ihey  must  be  entered  Into 
by  the  Comptroller  on  l>ehalf  of  the  city. 

I  am  of  the  opinion,  however,  that  the  reference  In  section  10  of  the  Public 
Sorvlre  Commissions  I.nw  to  trustees  of  public  building.^  applies  only  to  those 
officials  who  are  defined  by  the  Public  Buiid'nj's  1*1  w  as  trustoes  of  public  bulldlngi, 
viz.,  the  Governor.  T.leutenant-Ciovernor  and  SM)eaker  of  tho  Assembly,  who  by  that 
act  are  entrusted  with  the  control  of  spfclfed  pub'ic  buildings  In  Albany,  and  that 
the  words  "  Trustees  of  PubHc  Buildings  "  do  not  Include  the  commissioners  cf  the 
sinking  fund  of  the  city  of  Now  York. 

The  provisions  of  section  217  of  tbo  rlijirt<T  are  with  respect  to  leases  of  real 
estate  for  the  purnoscs  of  the  city  of  Ni'w  York  or  in  the  (ountles  contained  within 
its  territorial  limits.  This  section  was  taken  from  the  Consolidation  Act  of  1882. 
chapter  410.  passed  manv  years  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Act. 
and  in  mv  opinion  It  is  limited  in  Its  oper.ition  to  The  purposes  mentioned.  The 
lease  of  offltes  for  the  PuMIr*  Service  Commis^sion  is  not  for  the  purposes  of  the 
city  of  New  York  or  anv  of  the  countii's  cont:iined  within  its  territorial  limits,  but 
for  the  purposes  of  a  State  commission.  It  Is  sljjnificant  also  thnt  the  Board  of 
Rapid  Transit  Ilnilroad  Commissioners  did  n)t  submit  lea«es  to  the  commissioners 
of  the  sinkinp  furd  for  nnproval.  but  miide  the  same  directly. 

By  section  140  of  the  charter,  lenses  whon  aoprovcd  by  the  Commissioners  of  the 
Sinking  Fund  are  required  to  be  entered  into  by  the  (\)mptroller  on  l>ehalf  of  the 
flty ;  but  there  Is  a  nrovision  later  on  in  this  s'»rtlon  to  tb**  eff<^ct  that  pothlnij 
therein  contained  shall  affect  the  Board  of  Ilauid  Transit  Uailroad  (Commissioners. 
1  am  therefore  of  the  opinion  that  the  lease  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  for 
the  First  District  of  its  permanent  offices  nerd  not  be  submitted  for  approval  to  the 
Commissioners  of  the  Sinking  Fund. 

Respecting  the  further  nuesllon  as  to  the  desi*rnntlon  of  newsnaners  for  Ranld 
Transit  advertisements,  the  reading  of  the  Rauld  Transit  Act  seems  plain.  The 
Mavor  designates  the  newspspers  in  which  heartntjs  on  the  form  of  contract  are 
advertised,  and  the  Public  Service  Commission,  as  the  sik  cessor  to  the  Board  of 
Rapid  Transit  Rallread  Commissioners,  deslffn-ites  the  newspapers  in  whieh  the 
contracts  are  advertised  for  letting.  (See  sections  30  and  ,'$7  of  the  Rapid  Transit 
Act.) 

Ver.v  tr'Mv  vonrs. 
(Signed)      '     ABKL    K     BLACKMiXR, 

C<.uif-tr!  to  1Ui    Commi'tHiou. 
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Steinway    Tunnel  —  Position    of    Commission    Concerning 

Operation. 

Opinion  of  CoVnsei.. 

November  9,  1907. 
Thavis  it.  Whitney,  Esq.,  i^ccrctary.  Public  Strvicc  Commission  for  the  First 
District: 
Dbl^ii  Sir. —  I  duly  recolved  your  letter  of  September  17  requesting  me  to  give 
you  my  opluion  as  to  whether  the  commencement  of  operation  of  the  Steinway 
tunnel  will  In  any  way  prejudice  any  rights  that  the  Commission  may  have  In 
any  legal  prooeedings  undertaken  lookinfir  to  the  prevention  of  operation  and  owner- 
ship of  this  tunnel  hy  the  alleged  company  now  In  charge  of  the  work. 

The  courts  have  hold  that  an  Injunction  is  not  necessarily  to  he  granted  In  every 
case,  and  that  acquiescence  or  laches  of  a  complainant  is  to  be  regarded  on  any 
application  for  such  relief  in  equity;  and  although  this  principle  does  not  apply  in 
a  case  where  a  public  body  is  complainant  with  the  same  force  as  where  a  private 
individual   is,   yet  it   deserves  consideration. 

I  therefore  think  that  the  Commission  should  not  acquiesce  in  any  operation  of 
the  Steinway  tunnel  :  but  upon  lM»lng  piacod  In  possession  of  evidence  that  opera- 
tion is  about  to  begin,  the  Commis'iion  should  consider  carefully  whether  an  appli- 
cation to  the  courts  to  enjoin  the  operation  should  not  be  made. 

Yours  very  truly, 
(Signed)  ABEL   E.   BLACKMAR, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 


Steinway  Tunnd  —  Resume  of  Rights  of  Company  and  Pend- 
ing Litigation  Affecting. 

Opinion  of  Cot.nsei,. 

November  21,  1907. 

Hon.    Miix)    R.    Maltbib,    CommittHioncr,   Public   Service   Commission  for   the   First 
District: 

Drub  Mr.   Malti!Ie. —  I   have  your  letter  of  the   13th  inst..   asking  for  a   brief 
summary  of  the  situation  in  regard  to  the  Steinway  tunnel,  and  particularly  as  to 

(1)  "What  litigation  Is  now  pending  In  the  courts?" 

and 

(2)  "  What  court  decisions  have  boon  rendered  upon  the  question  of  the  right  of 

the  company  to  construct  and  to  operate  the  road?" 
In  renly  I  have  to  state  as  follows : 

The  New  York  and  Ix)ng  Islnud  Railroad  Company  was  incorporated  July  30, 
1887.  under  chapter  140  of  the  Laws  of  1850,  known  as  the  (leneral  Railroad  Act. 
for  the  purpose  of  constructing  and  operating  a  railroad  five  miles  long,  more  or  less, 
from  a  point  in  Long  Island  City,  one  mile  from  the  Rast  river,  thence  partly 
underground  and  partly  in  cutting  to  th.?  river,  thence  iinder  the  river,  and  thence 
by  tunnel  under  certain  streets  In  New  York  city. 
Its  coiT  orate  existence  was  to  be  ninety-nine  years. 

Its  capital  stock  was  to  be  $100,000,  consisting  of  1.000  shares  of  $100  each. 
The  General   Railroad  Act  of  18.50.  under  which  the  company  was  incorporated, 
was  amended  by   chapter  775   of   the  Laws   of   1807,   which   nrovided,  among  other 
things,   that  If  any  corporation  formed  under  the  Act  of  1850, 

**  shall  not,  within  five  yi»ar«  nftcr  its  articles  of  association  are  filed  and 
recorded  in  the  office  of  the  S-'ecretary  of  Fitato,  begin  the  construction  of  its 
road,  nnd  expend  therein  ten  per  cent,  on  the  amount  of  its  capital,  or  shall 
not  finish  Its  road  and  put  It  In  operation  in  ten  years  from  the  time  of 
filing  its  articles  of  as.'tociatlon,  as  aforesaid,  Its  corporate  existence  and 
power  shall   conse." 

The  route  of  the  road  and  tunnel,  as  constructed,  is  approximately  as  follows: 
From  Park  avenue  and  Forty  second  street.  Manhattan,  under  Forty-second  street: 
thence   under  the   Fast   rivr   to  approxinmtely   the  west  end  of  Fifth  street.   Long 
Island  City;  and   thence  utkIot  private  property  to  Fourth  street  and  under  F'ourth 
street  to  a  point  betwoon  Jacks<»n  avenue  and  Van  Alst  avenue,  I-ong  Island  City. 
The  route  thus  consists  of  three  main  sections,  namely  : 

(1)  Park   avenuo  to  the  Fast    river, 

(2)  TTnder  the  P^ast   river. 

(3)  P'rom  the   river  to  the  Loner  Islnnd  terminus. 

The  company  bases  its  right  to  construct  and  operate  its  road  over  this  route 
in  the  main  on  three  consents,  as  follows: 

(1)    Resolution  of  the  Hoard  of  Aldermen  of  the  old  city  of  New  York,  approved 

IVceinl.er  ."^1.    1800. 
C2V    TNitrnr   issued   bv   the   State  of  New  York  Januarv  5.  1801, 
(3)   Resolution  of  the  Board  of  Aldermen  of  Long  Island  City,  approved  October 
27,   ISOl. 
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By  the  first  resolution,  above  mentioned,  tlie  city  assented  ' 

•*  to  the  construction  of  a  double  track  railroad  by  the  New  York  and  Long  Islana 
Railroad  Company,  in,  by  and  through  a  tunnel  beneath  the  surface  of  42nd 
street,  from  its  easterly  end,  to  a  point  therein  between  10th  and  11th  Avenues,  in 
said  City,  with  such  connections,  branches,  turn-outs,  sidings  and  switches,  as 
may  be  requisite  and  necessary,  in  accordance  with  the  plans  and  profiles  <  f  such 
railroad  heretofore  deposited  with  this  Board,  or  such  modification  thereof  as  shall 
be  approved  by  the  Commissioner  of  Public  Works  of  such  City." 

The  consent  of  the  State  of  New  York,  above  mentioned,  was  granted  by  the 
following  patent : 

"  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York,  by  the  Grace  of  God,  Free  and  Inde- 
pendent :   To  all  to  whom  these  Presents  shall  come,  Greeting : 

"  Know  Ye,  That  pursuant  to  Chapter  140,  Laws  of  1850,  as  amended  by  Chapter 
601,  Laws  of  1K86,  and  a  resolution  of  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office, 
adopted  November  25,  1890,  we  have  given  and  granted,  and  by  these  presents 
do  give  and  grant  unto  the  New .  York  and  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  its 
successors  and  assigns,  a  right  of  way  99  feet  in  width  and .  50  feet  In  height 
within  which  to  construct  a  tunnel  for  the  use  and  operation  of  the  above  named 
grantees  railroad,  beneath  the  waters  of  the  East  River  upon  ?ind  :.»loii!i  the  route 
of  Bald  railroad  between  the  City  of  Now  York  and  Hunter's  Point  in  I/ong  Island 
City,  as  shown  In  plan  and  profile,  upon  the  charts  filed  in  the  office  of  our 
Secretary  of  State  with  the  water  grant  papers  of  the  month  of  January,  1891. 

Together  with  all  and  singular  the  rights,  hereditaments  and  appurtenances 
to  the  same  belonging  or  In  any  wise  appertaining ;  To  have  and  to  hold  the  above 
described  premises  unto  the  said  the  New  York  and  Ixjng  Island  Railroad  Company, 
its  successor  and  assigns  forever. 

In  Testimony  Whereof,  we  have  caused  these  our  letters  to  be  made  patent, 
and  the  Great  Seal  of  our  said  State  to  be  hereunto  affixed     •     ♦     *." 

By  the  second  resolution,  above  mentioned,  Long  Island  City  assented  to  the 
construction  of  a  double  track  railroad 

"  Beginning  at  a  point  under  the  ground  at  or  near  the  westerly  end  of  5th 
Street  and  in  the  middle  line  thereof  at  low  water  mark,  on  the  jast  side  of  the 
East  River,  in  said  City :  thence  running  easterly  beneath  streets  and  private 
property  to  a  point  at  or  near  the  Intersection  of  4th  Street  »nid  West  Avenue ; 
thence  along  4th  Street  to  or  near  Van  Alst  Avenue,  with  a  station  hereafter  to 
be  located  between  the  easterly  shore  of  the  East  River  and  Van  Alst  Avenue; 
thence  northeasterly  by  a  curved  line  to  Meadow  Street     •     •     *"." 

For  compensation  to  the  city  the  New  York  city  ordinance  provided  that  the 
company  should 

"  pay  annually  to  the  City  of  New  York  three  per  centum  of  its  gross  earnings 
or  receipts  from  transportation  of  persons  and  property  on  its  railroad  within  said 
city ;  such  payment  to  be  exclusive  of  all  taxes  levied  by  and  payable  to  the  City  of 
New  York  on  the  real  or  personal  property,  capital  stock  or  Income  of  said 
company,  and  the  hooks  of  said  company  showing  the  amount  of  its  said  gross 
earnings  or  receipts  shall  at  all  reasonable  times  and  hours  be  open  to  the  Inspec- 
tion of  the  Comptroller  of  the  City  of  New  York  (or  to  his  duly  authorized  agents) 
for  the  purpose  of  verifying  the  returns  thereof  of  said  company."    . 

The  company's  contractor  started  work  in  May,  1892.  and  up  to  July  30.  1892. 
there  was  claimea  to  have  been  expended  the  sum  of  $11,718.33.  or  more  than  10 
per  cent  of  the  capital  stock  of  the  company.  Work  continued  down  to  December, 
1892.  when  an  explosion  occurred,  whereupon  the  work  ceased  for  nearly  thirteen 
years,  that  Is,  until  1905.  when  work  was  auain  started.  In  thus  resuming  opera- 
tions, the  company  relied  upon  chapter  775  of  the  Laws  of  1867.  and  various 
sulwequent  acts,  the  last  of  which  was  chapter  597  of  the  Laws  of  1903,  as  extend- 
ing until  January  1,  1907,  the  time  within  which  to  complete  the  road. 

In  August.  1905.  the  company  obtained  from  the  fire  commi.<^soner  of  the  city 
of  New  York  licenses  to  use  and  keep  explosives  at  four  shafts  where  it  was 
prosecuting  It.«;  work,  and  In  October  and  November  of  the  .same  year  It  obtained 
permits  from  the  building  department  to  erect  cert.nin  temporary  structures.  On 
Janunrv  22,  1906.  the  Inspector  of  combustibles  of  the  fire  department  of  the  city  of 
New  York  Informed  the  Degnon  Contracting  Company,  which  company  was  doing 
the  work,  that  four  permits  for  blasting  had  been  revoked  by  **  direction  of  thfe 
Corporation  Counsel."  Two  days  later,  on  January  24,  1906,  the  superintendent 
of  buildings  for  the  borough  of  Manhattnn  informed  the  contracting  company  that 
certain  building  permits  were  revoked  "  for  the  reason  that  the  right  to  build  this 
tnnnel   Is  disputed." 

Thereupon,  by  summons  and  complaint  dated  February  8,  1906,  the  railroad 
company  began  action  against  the  fire  commissioner  of  the  city  of  New  York, 
the  inspector  of  combustibles  of  the  fire  department,  the  superintendent  of  build- 
ings of  the  borough  of  Mnnhattan.  and  the  city  of  New  York,  to  stnv  the  revocation 
of  these  permits.  The  answers  of  all  defendants  were  served  February  9.  and 
Issne  was  joined  by  the  service  of  an  amended  answer  on  April  17,  1906.  A 
preliminary  Injunction  was  thereupon  granted. 

As  to  the  mitters  at  Issue  In  this  case,  the  cnmpnnv,  presumably  because  It 
felt  that  Its  riffht  to  construct  the  tunnel  was  challenged,  considered  it  necessary 
or  at  least  advisable  to  allege  and  establlsli  its  two-foid  right  to  carry  on  Its 
work  and  to  obtain  an  inlunction  restraining  Interference  on  the  part  of  the 
city  authorities,  Accordingly,  it  aileced  its  due  incorporation  and  its  compliance 
with  the  legal  refjulrements  necessary  to  entitle  It  to  construct,  maintain  and 
operate  Its  proposed  railroad. 

Bv  their  amended  answer  the  defendants  put  in  issue,  or  attempted  so  to  do,  al* 
of  tlie  material  allegations  of  the  complaint. 
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The  position  of  the  company,  as  stated  subsequently  by  its  counsel,  was  as 
follows : 

*'  By  the  arbitrary  act  of  the  officials  above  referred  to,  in  seeking  to  revoke 
permits  which  they  had  theretofore  duly  issued,  after  careful  deliberation  the 

fdaintiff  (that  is,  the  railroad  company)  was  placed  in  the  position  where 
t  was  compelled,  in  order  that  it  might  continue  the  prosecution  of  the  work 
of  constructing  its  railroad,  to  appeal  to  the  Court  for  an  injunction  restraining 
the  arbitrary  and  unwarranted  intervention  by  those  otflcials.  The  defendants 
(that  is,  the  city  authorities)  therel)y  threw  upon  the  plaintiff  the  burden 
of  establishing  its  right  to  construct  its  railroad." 

When  the  matter  came  before  Mr.  Justice  Blanchard  of  the  Supreme  Court,  on 
a  motion  to  continue  pendente  lite  the  proiiminary  injunction,  the  Justice,  in  hl^ 
opinion  printed  in  the  lAw  Journal  of  March  7,  1906,  went  into  the  rights  of  the 
company  and  the  city  at  some  icngtb.  He  was  inclined  to  su.stain  the  contention 
of  the  company  to  the  effect  that  it  was  duly  incorporated,  and  that  the  acts  under 
which  it  based  its  right  to  proseoute  its  work  were  constitutional  and  valid. 

He  said : 

**  Independent  of  the  foregoing  consideration,  however,  the  validity  of  the 
plaintiff's  franchise,  in  which  a  large  amount  of  capltai  is  invested  and  great 
public  Interests  are  concerned,  cannot  properly  be  determined  upon  affidavits.  To 
resolve  this. question  now  against  the  plaintiff  would  permit  such  interference 
with  the  plaintiff's  work  as  would  prevent  its  completion  within  the  time  set 
therefor,  upon  which  its  franchise  Is  conditional.  The  plaintiff  will  be 
irremediably  damaged  if  the  doul)t  were  now  resolved  against.  The  defendant, 
on  the  other  hand,  cannot  be  prejudiced  by  the  postponement.  For  this  reason 
the  Court  may  well  refuse  to  determine  the  question  upon  the  present  motion, 
and,  instead  may  properly  make  a  restraining  order  permitting  the  continuance 
of  the  work  under  the  alleged  franchise  until  the  question  may  be  tried  in 
Court  according  to  the  rules  of  evident e.  I'pon  this  ground,  as  well  as  ui>on 
the  merits,  the  plaintiff's  move  for  a  continuation  pt';i(/rnfe  lite  of  the  pre- 
liminary injunction  is  granted." 

The  case  came  on  for  trial  l^efore  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald  in  June,  1906.  In 
his  conclusions  of  law,  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald  found  that 

(1)  "The  plaintiff  had  acquired  at  the  time  of  the  beginning  of  this  action, 
and  now  has,  due  legal  power  and  lawful  authority  to  construct  and  operate 
its  tunnel  and  railroad." 

(2)  "There  was  no  warrant  or  authority  In  law  for  the  attempted  revoca- 
tion of  any  of  said  licenses  and  permits,  either  for  the  use  of  explosives  or 
for  temporary  buildings ;  and  said  licenses  and  permits  were  and  are  of  full 
force  and  effect." 

(3)  "The  time  of  the  plaintiff  to  complete  the  construction  of  its  tunnel 
will  expire  on  the  31st  day  of  December.  1906." 

(4)  ^' The  plaintiff  is  entitled  to  Judgment  •  •  •  restraining  the  de- 
fendants, the  City  of  New  York  •  ♦  •  from  in  any  respect  molesting  or 
interfering  with  the  plaintiff  or  the  Degnon  Contracting  (Company.  In  the  con- 
struction of  the  plaintiff's  tunnel  and  railroad." 

In  his  opinion,  printed  In  the  Law  Journal  on  November  14,-  190C,  Mr.  Justice 
Fitzgerald   said  : 

"The  validity  of  plaintiff's  incorporation  under  the  provisions  of  the  General 
Railroad  Act  of  IS.IO,  as  affected  by  various  su6soiiuent  statutes,  particularly 
the  prohibition  of  Chapter  10,  I^ws  of  1800,  appllcnble  onlv  to  the  City  of 
New  York,  the  constitutionality  of  the  Tunnel  Act.  Chapter  .'>82,  Laws  of  18S0, 
the  alleged  failure  of  the  defendant  In  any  event  to  comply  with  Its  provisions, 
the  legality  of  the  consents  of  the  local  authorities  and  of  the  abutting  owners, 
the  lapsing  by  expiration  of  time  of  the  defendant's  franchise  and  its  failure 
to  comply  with  statutory  requirements  in  the  matter  of  the  change  of  route, 
were  all  sharply  presented  and  definitely  determined  " 

when  the  matter  was  before  Mr.  Justice  Blanchard. 

Inasmuch  as  no  attempt  had  been  mado  to  distinguish  the  facts  presented  before 
Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald  from  those  presented  on  the  motion.  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald 
stated  that  he  considered  the  doctrine  of  stare  drrifiis  was  jpipllcable  to  the  matt-jr 
as  It  came  before  him.  Accordingly,  he  rendered  his  decision  for  the  company 
and  Judgment  was  thereupon  entered. 

The  appeal  from  this  Judgment  was  argued  in  the  Appellate  Division  In  October 
of  the  present  year,  and  a  decision  should  be  expected  shortly  from  the  Appellate 
Division. 

In  addition  to  the  first  action  a  second  action  was  brought  by  the  city  of  New 
York  in  February  of  the  present  year.  The  SMl>stance  of  this  second  action  is, 
that  the  corporate  existence  and  powers  of  the  railroad  company  ceased  January  1. 
1007,  and  that  its  work  since  that  time  has  been  tarried  on  without  legal  authority. 
Accordingly,  the  city  asked  Judgment  permanently  enjoining  and  restraining  the 
construction  and  operation  of  the  railroad,  deelnrinir  the  corporate  existence  and 
powers  of  the  company  to  have  ceased  and  also  declaring  the  franchise  granted 
by  the  city  of  New  York  and  Long  Island  City  to  lie  forfeited  and  void.  To  this 
complaint  the  company  demurred,  and  the  demurrer  was  argued  before  Mr.  Justice 
Davis  of  the  Supreme  Court.  October  8.   1907. 

Trusting  that  the  above  may  be  of  assistance   in  this  matter,   I  am. 

Yours   verv  truly. 
(Signed!  ABEL  E.   BLACKMAR, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 
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Pennsylvania  Tunnel  —  Jurisdiction  of  Commission. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

December  16,  1907. 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District: 

Dear  Sirs. —  I  return  herewith  letter  of  Mr.  Walter  B.  James  of  the  6th  Inst., 
complaining  of  the  condition  of  East  Thirty-third  street,  in  the  borough  of  Man- 
hattan, between  First  avenue  and  the  East  river,  and  of  the  condition  of  Seventh 
and  Eighth  avenues  between  Thirty-second  and  Thirty-third  streets,  at  both  of 
which  points  the  Pennsylvania,  New  York  and  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  is 
engaged  in  constructing  a  subway,  which  letter  was  referred  to  me  for  an  opinion 
whether  the  Commission  had  Jurisdiction  to  act  upon  this  complaint. 

The  so-called  Pennsylvania  tunnel  is  being  constructed  under  a  certificate  granted 
by  the  former  Rapid  Transit  Board  to  the  Pennsylvania,  New  York  and  Long 
Island  Railroad  Company  dated  October  9,  1902,  which  contained  the  following 
provisions  germane  to  this  complaint : 

Paragraph  VI,  page  18. — "  The  tunnel  company  shall  at  all  times  keep 
paved  with  smooth  pavement  in  such  manner  as  may  be  reasonably  required 
by  the  municipal  authorities  having  care  of  the  streets,  and  shall  at  all  times 
keep  in  thoroughly  good  condition  the  portions  of  31st  and  33rd  Streets  between 
7th  and  8th  Avenue%  and  between  8th  and  9th  Avenues." 

Paragraph  VI,  page  19. —  "All  plans  for,  and  the  method  of  doing,  the  work 
shall  from  time  to  time  be  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Board." 

Paragraph  XIII,  page  20. —  **  The  City,  the  Board,  and  all  dulv  authorized 
representatives  of  the  City,  shall  have  the  right  at  all  reasonable  times  to 
inspect  the  railroad  and  an}f  part  thereof,  and  to  enter  thereon  when  neces- 
sary for  the  examination,  supervision  or  care  of  any  property  of  the  City  or 
for  any  proper  purpose." 

From  these  franchise  provisions  it  seems  to  me  to  be  plain  that  the  construction 
ef  this  tunnel  is  at  all  times  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  as  the 
successor  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Board,  and  that  the  Commission  has  complete 
power  to  order  the  railroad  company  or  its  contractors  to  live  up  to  their  franchise 
covenants. 

In  this  connection,  I  think  it  well  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Commission  to 
the  fact  that  for  certain  portions  of  the  work,  the  Rapid  Transit  Board  on  Feb- 
ruary 14th  last  granted  to  the  railroad  company  the  right  to  make  excavations 
from  the  surface  on  certain  portions  of  the  line.  Those  permits  were  four  in 
number  and  allowed  excavation  from  the  surface  at  the  following  places : 

From  a  point  on  West  Thirty-third  street  460  feet  west  of  Blxth  avenue, 
-for  not  more  than  500  feet  running  east ; 

From  a  point  on  West  Thirty-third  street  20  feet  west  of  Fifth  avenue,  for 
not  more  than  600  feet  running  west ; 

From  a  point  on  West  Thirty-second  street  200  feet  west  of  Madison 
avenue,  for  not  more  than  650  feet  running  west ; 

And  from  a  point  on  West  Thirty-third  street  600  feet  west  of  Sixth  avenue, 
for  n.ot  more  than  750  feet  running  east. 

These  permits  expressly  provide  that  temporary  street  surfaces  shall  be  maintained 
and  that  upon  the  completion  of  the  work  they  shall  be  replaced  with  asphalt 
subject  to  tne  specifications  .of  the  bureau  of  hlghwoys. 

At  the  time  of  granting  these  permits,  the  following  resolution  was  adopted  : 
(Rapid  Transit  Minutes,  page  4086.) 
'•  Resolved,  That   this  Board  hereby   directs  Its  Chief  Engineer  to  maintain 
a  constant  supervision  of  the  method  and  progress  of  the  work  of  construction, 
etc.,  under  the  permits  this  day  authorl/.ea  to  be  granted  to  the  Pennsylvania, 
New  York  and  Long  Island  Railroad  Company." 

Although  repaving  is  required  by  the  provision  above  quoted  to  be  done  in  such 
manner  as  may  be  reasonably  required  by  the  municipal  authorities,  I  do  not  think 
that  this  ousts  the  Commission  of  its  right  of  regulation,  but  that  the  Rapid 
Transit  Board,  by  the  terms  of  the  franchise,  gave  concurrent  rights  of  regulation 
in  some  respects  to  the  other  city  authorities.  Section  32  of  tho  Rapid  Transit 
Act,  under  which  the  Rapid  Transit  Board  acted  In  granting  this  certificate,  pro- 
vides that  the  Board  shall  fix  and  determine  tho  locations  and  plans  of  construc- 
tion of  the  railroad  and  to  include  In  tho  contract  such  terms,  conditions  and 
rpquirements  as  to  the  Board  may  appear  Just  and  proper.  The  act  further  pro- 
vides that  such  grant  shall  be  deemed  a  contract  between  the  city  and  the  railroad 
company. 

As  the  railroad  company  has,  therefore,  agreed  with  the  city  through  the  Rapid 
Transit  Board  in  the  particulars  above  specified,  this  Commission  has,  in  my  opinion, 
the  rlg^t  to  compel  tne  railroad  company  to  live  up  to  such  agreements. 

Yours    very   truly, 
(Signed)  ABEL  E.   BLACKMAR, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission.  ' 


108       Public  Service  Commission  —  First  District. 

Jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  over  Subway  of  Hudson  and 
Manhattan  Railroad  Company  —  Noise  at  Night  in  Work 
of  Construction  —  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  Sec- 
tion 48. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

8eptefnber  19,  1907. 

Tbavis    H.    Whitney,    Esq.,    Sccretaru,   Public   Service    Commission,   for   the  First 
District:  -^  t, 

Deab  Sir. —  Referring?  to  the  letter  of  S.  Marks,  dated  September  6,  1907,  which 
I  return  herewith,  complaining  of  the  noisv  night  construction  work  on  that 
portion  of  the  tunnel  now  being  built  by  the  Hudson  and  Manhattan  Railroad 
Company,  which  is  under  Mr.  Marks'  premises,  No.  419  Sixth  avenue,  in  the  borough 
of  Manhattan,  transmitted  to  me  with  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Commission 
of  the  10th  Inst.,  asking  my  opinion  as  to  the  extent  of  the  Commission's  Jurisdiction 
over  such  tunnel,  I  desire  to  advi.se  you  that,  in  my  opinion,  such  tunnel  and  the 
method  of  doing  the  work  thoreln  is  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Commission. 

With  reference  to  section  48  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  which,  I 
think,  is  of  itself  sufficient  to  vest  the  Commission  with  Jurisdiction,  the  contract 
between  the  tunnel  company  and  the  city  as  embodied  In  the  certificate  of  the 
Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners  to  the  tunnel  company  of  Feb- 
ruary 2,  1905,  provides,  paragraph  V : 

"All  plans  for,  and  the  method  of  doing,  the  work,  including  all  plans  for 
stations  and  station  arrangements,  shall,  from  time  to  time  be  subject  to  the 
approved  by  the  Hoard." 

And  further,  paragraph  XIII :  * 

*  The  City,  the  Board  and  all  duly  authorized  representatives  of  the  City,  shall 
have  the  right  at  all  reasonable  times  to  inspect  the  railroad  and  any  part  thereof, 
as  well  during  construction  as  afterwards,  and  to  enter  thereon  when  necessary  for 
the  examination,    supervision  or  care   of  any   property   of  the  City  or  of  abutting 

Sroperty   owners,  or  for  any   proper  purpose.      Nothing  in   this  franchise  shall   be 
eemed  to  diminish  or   affect  the  sanitary  or  police  Jurisdiction   which   the  public 
authorities  shall  lawfully  have  over  property  in  the  City." 

It  would  also  appear  that  by  the  terms  of  the  contract  under  which  the  con- 
struction work  is  being  done  by  and  on  behalf  of  the  Hudson  and  Manhattan 
Railroad  Company,  of  which  contract  form  a  copv  Is  on  file  with  the  Commission, 
that  the  contract  is  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  franchise  and  of  the  certificate 
of  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners  granting  the  same,  and 
that  the  provisions  thereof  are  superior  to  and  supersede  any  contllcting  provisions 
of  the  contract,  and  that  the  contractor  shall  in  the  execution  of  the  works,  and 
notwithstanding  anything  In  the  contract  contained  in  all  respects  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  the  franchise  and  certificate.  The  contract  also  provides  that  the 
methods  of  doing  the  work  under  the  contract  shall  be  subject  to  the  approval  of 
the  Board ;  that  the  contractor  shall  in  all  matters  relating  to  the  works  conform 
to  all  valid  regulations  and  requirements  of  law  or  of  any  State,  municipal  or 
other  governmental  or  public  authority;  that  the  blasting  shall  be  carried  out  with 
great  care,  so  as  not  to  disturb  any  adjacent  properties  or  improvements,  either 
public  or  private,  and  that  the  contractor  shall  Indemnify  and  save  harmless  the 
Hudson  and  Manhattan  Railroad  Company  against  and  from  all  loss  and  damage 
arising  from  the  failure  of  the  contractor  or  of  those  acting  under  him  to  conform 
to  the  requirements  of  the  said  franchise,  and  the  provisions  of  the  certificate 
granting  such  franchise,  or  to  conform  to  the  valid  regulations  and  requirements 
of  law  or  of  any  State,  municipal  or  other  governmental  or  public  authority. 

The  Commission  in  the  light  of  the  above  provisions  can  either  itself  investigate 
the  complaint  or  call  the  matter  to  the  attention  of  the  tunnel  company  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  section  48  of  the  l»ublic  Service  Commissions  Act. 

Yours   very   truly, 
(Signed)  A.  E.  BLACKMAR, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 


ORDERS  OF  THE  COMMISSION  ISSUED  IN  1908. 


Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions 
Law,  copies  of  each  order  issued  during  the  year  1908  are  here 
published,  except  that  as  blank  forms  were  used  in  issuing  certain 
complaint,  extension  and  hearing  orders,  it  has  been  deemed 
unnecessary  to  repeat  in  publishing  such  orders  that  part  which 
is  uniformly  the  same  in  each  respectively. 


'Sote.   1. —  Complaint   Orders.    Such  orders  were  issued  in  substantially 
the  following  form: 

Tribune  Building,   154  Nassau  Street, 
Borough  of  Manhattan,  City  of  New  York. 

STATE  OF  NEW  YORK, 
PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION  FOR  THE  FIRST  DISTRICT. 


Complainant, 
against 


Defendant. 


Case  No.  — 
Complaint  Order 


Thia  matter  coming  on  upon  the  complaint  of    ,  by  which  it 

appears  that  said  complainant   is   aggrieved  by  acts  done  or  omitted  to  be 

done  by    ,  said  defendant,  and  set  forth  in  said  complaint,  which 

are  claimed  to  be  in  violation  of  some  provision  of  law,  or  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  defendant's  franchise,  or  of  an  order  of  this  Commission, 

Now,  upon  the  said  complaint,  it  is 

Ordered:  That  a  copy  of  the  said  minutes  be  forwarded  to  tlie  said 
defendant  and  that  the  matters  therein  complained  of  be  satisfied  or  the 
charges  in  said  complaint  set  forth  be  answered  by  said  defendant  within  ten 
days  after  service  upon  it  of  this  order,  exclusive  of  the  day  of  service. 

[109] 
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Note  2. —  Extension  Ordfks.     Orders  extending  the  time  within  which  to 
answer  complaints  were  issued  in  substantially  the  following  form: 

Tribune  Buildinjg,   154  Nassau  Street, 
Borougli  of  Manhattan,  City  of  New  York. 

STATE  OF  NEW  YORK, 
PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION  FOR  THE  FIRST  DISTRICT. 


Ccmplainant, 


against 


Defendant. 


Case  No.  — 
Extension  Order 


An  order.  No ,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the day 

of *. ,  ordering  and  directing  the Company 

to  answer  the  complaint  herein  within  a  time  therein  specified,  and  the  said 

Company,  having  on ,  19 . . ,  applied  in  writing  for 

an  extension  of  such  time. 

Now,  on  motion,  it  is 

Ordered:     That  the  time  of   the    Company  within  which  to 

answer  said  complaint  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  extended  to  and  including 
the   day  of   ,19... 


Note  3. —  Hearing  Orders.     Such  orders  upon  complaints  and  answers  were 
issued  in  substantially  the  following  form: 

Tribune  Building,   154  Nassau  Street, 
Borough  of  Manhattan,  City  of  New  York. 

STATE  OF  NEW  YORK, 
PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION  FOR  THE  FIRST  DISTRICT. 


Complainant, 


against 


Defendant. 


Case  No.  — 
Hearing  Order 


Upon  tlie  complaint  of heroin,  dated   on  w^hich  order 

No was  issued,  and  tlie  .answer  of   thereto,  dated   

Ordered,  That  U|>on  the  matters  therein  a  luviring  be  had  on  the day 

of    ,   19. ...  at    o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or 

times  to  which  tlie  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission 
at  154  Nassau  Street,  Borough  of  Manhattan,  City  and  State  of  New  York, 
to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  su(;h  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  proper. 
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Further   Ordered,   That    of    ,    ,    Borough 

cf    ,  New  York  City,  and  thcf  said   Company,  be  given 

at    least    days'  notice   of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  them,   either 

personally  or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such 
liearing  they  may  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evi- 
dence and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  afore- 
said. 


ORDERS  FOLLOWING  APPLICATIONS  FOR  PERMIS- 

SIOX  TO  ISSUE  STOCKS,  BONDS  AND 

OTHER  SECFRITIES. 


Brookl5m  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Cprnpany  —  Nassau  Electric 
Railroad  Company. —  Application  of  Brooklyn  Union  Ele- 
vated Railroad  Company  for  authority  to  issuo  a  mortgage  of 
$20,000,000,  and  of  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  to 
i^iie  a  mortgage  of  $5,000,000. 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  McCarroll. 
Final  Order  No.  643. 
Final  Order  No.  042. 

Application   was  made  by   tho   Xassiin   Kloctric  llailroad  Company   for  consent  to  ' 
the  issuance  of  a  mortgage  to  secure  ^f.l.OOO.OOO  of  demand  certincates  and  by  the 
Brooklyn  T'nlon  Elevated  Railroad  Company  for  consent  to  the  Issuance  of  ft  mort- 
jfagp  to  secure  $20.000.(K>0  of  demand  certificates. 

The  applications  were  made  to  the  former  Board  of  llailroad  Commissioners  but 
were  not  acted  upon  by  that  board  and  proceedInj;s  were  continued  before  the 
Public   Service  Commission. 

The  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  Company  has  stock  control  of  all  the  street  surface 
and  elevated  railroad  companies  in  Brooklyn  except  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn 
Railroad  Company  and  the  Van  Brunt  Street  and  Erie  Basin  Railroad  Company. 
It  holds  in  excess  of  05  per  cent  of  the  stock  of  each  of  these  different  companies 
and  also  holds  some  of  their  bonds.  The  management  of  the  property  of  all  these 
companies  is  actually  conducted  by  the  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  Company. 
"  In  1902  the  stockholders  of  the  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  Company  authorized  a 
mortiraKC  upon  the  property  of  their  company,  consisting  of  the  stocks  and  bonds 
of  the  com:>anies(  mentioned,  to  secure  Itonds  at  a  total  amount  not  exceeding 
fir»0.OO(),0O(t,  liearinjT  Interest  at  a  rate  not  higher  than  4  per  cent,  payable  July 
1.  2(M>2,  and  subject  to  redemption  Ix'fore  July  1.  2000,  upon  payment  of  a  premium 
of  10  per  cent  and  after  that  date  at  par.  The  mortgage  provides  that  a  sufficient 
amount  be  reserved  to  refund  bonds  secured  by  the  $7,000,000  mortgage  of  the 
Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  (*ompany  already  existing  and  also  of  the  various  com- 
panies whose  stock  is  held  as  these  borxis  become  due  or  sooner  if  the  exchange 
can  re  made  with  advantage  to  the  company.  Vnder  this  provision  $01,065,000  of 
l<onds  have  been  reserved.  Under  this  mortgage  there  had  been  issued  up  to  June 
30,  ir07,  $32,702,0(K),  of  which  ?:27.702,(K)0  had  been  issued  upon  the  deposit  of 
securities  purchased  and  certificates  of  Indebtedness  of  subsidiary  companies.  The 
bonds  sold  did  not  realize  par,  the  discount  upon  the  issues  made  amounting  tp 
$4,854,955. 
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The  financial  procedure  connected  with  the  Issuance  of  bonds  under  the  mortgage 
is   as   follows : 

Whenever  expenditures  for  construflion  or  iKtterments  are  required  for  any 
companies  comprised  In  the  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  system,  the  board  of  directors 
or  the  executive  committee  of  the  Brooklyn  Rapid  Iransit  Company,  upon  enifi- 
'  neer's  estimates  submitted  by  the  presidont  or  vice-president,  authorizes  in  advance 
all  such  expenditures.  The  heads  of  departments,  by  of  under  the  supervision  of 
which  the  work  is  to  be  done,  then  prepare  formal  resolutions  known  as  authoriza- 
tions showing  the  title  of  the  work  required  to  be  done  and  other  details  tORether 
with  estimated  cost.  The  account  to  which  the  work  is  to  be  charged  is  indicated 
by  the  comptroller  and  stamped  upon  the  face  of  the  authorization.  The  formal 
authorizations  are  approved  by  the  vice-president  and  general  manager  and  finally 
by  the  president  of  the  company.  The  work  Is  then  undertaken  and  completed  by 
the  Transit  Development  Company,  one  of  the  companies  In  the  Brooklyn  Rapid 
Transit  system,  acting  under  general  contract  dated  February  28,  1907,  for  and 
on  account  of  the  company  benofltod.  All  v^ompanles  raukc  monthly  payments  out 
of  their  current  fundn  to  the  Transit  Devolopmont  Company  for  all  construction 
work  done  as  it  progresses.  If  the  companies  are  not  In  funds  they  borrow  from 
the  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  Company  on  demand  notes.  Each  company  then 
makes  a  certificate  of  Indebtedness  in  favor  of  the  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany covering  tho  total  of  t'.ie  expenditures  made  during  the  month  and  sells  the 
certificate  of  Indebledness  at  the  face  value  for  cash  to  the  Brooklyn  Rapid  Ti*ansit 
Company.  These  certificates  of  indebtedness  are  transmitted  by  the  Brooklyn 
Rapid  Transit  (\)mpany  to  the  trustee  under  tJie  mortgage  accompanied  by  an 
application  to  the  trustee  to  authenticate  and  deliver  bonds  equal  to  the  face  valne 
of  the  certificates  so  deposited.  The  trustee  delivers  the  bonds  as  requesteti.  The 
company  depends  upon  the  sale  of  these  bonds  to  reimburse  itself  for  improvements 
which  it  has  financed  and  markets  them  from  time  to  time  at  the  best  prices 
obtainable. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 

(Adopted  July  17,  1908.) 
CoMMissioxKu  McCarroix  : — 

These  proceedings  come  before  the  Commission  upon  the  request  for  consent 
of  the  Commission  under  Railroad  Law,  section  4,  subdivision  10,  to  the  issulnj? 
of  mortgages  as  follows : 

(1)  By  the  Xa.isau  Klectric  Railroad  Company  of  a  mortgage  to  the  Central 
Trust  Company  as  trustee,  bearing  date  March  29,  1907,  to  secure  $5,000,000  of 
demand  certificates  issued  and  to  be  Issued  by  said  Nassau  Company,  bearing  6  per 
cent  Interest,  proceeds  being  applied  to  improvement  of  the  property  of  the  Nassau 
Company:  the  petition  Is  verified  June  12,  1007,  and  was  presented  to  the  late 
Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners. 

(2)  By  the  Brooklyn  Union  Klevated  Railroad  Company  of  a  mortgage  to  the 
Central  Trust  Company  as  trustee,  bearing  date  March  20,  1907,  to  secure 
$20,000,000  of  demand  certificates  of  that  company  issued  and  to  be  Issued,  bearing 
6  per  cent  interest,  proceeds  being  applied  to  payment  of  debts  of  said  company 
and  the  Improvement  of  its  property:  this  petition  is  verified  June  12,  1907,  and 
was  presented   to   the  late   Board   of   Railroad   Commissioners. 

The  proposed  mortgajies  were  submitted  with  the  petitions  to  the  late  Board  of 
Railroad  Commissioners:  the  applications  were  not  acted  upon  by  that  Board,  and 
by  the  operation  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  the  proceedings  have  been 
continued  and  hearings  had  before  this  Commission.  Tlie  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit 
Company  by  Kxhil)lt  No.  4,  in  evidence  Auj^ust  14,  1907,  in  the  Investigation  by 
this  Commission  of  tlie  Interborough-Metroi)olitan  Company  and  the  Brooklyn 
Rapid  Transit  Company,  was  shown  to  be  the  holder  of  securities  of  the  two 
companies  herein  as  follows : 

Skctkities  OuTSTANDixc;.  Brooklyn 

Rapid  Transit. 

The  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Co.  :                               Amount  Issued.  Co.  holds. 

Common   stock    $8,500,000  00  $8,499,700  00 

Preferred  stock    G.r>()(),000  00  6,307,075  00 

Bonds              . ir,,00(».04()  00  379.000  00 

Certificates    of    indebtedness 3,129,.S()8  89  3,129,808  89 

Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Co. : 

Common   stock    13.000,000  00  12,530,030  63 

Preferred   stock    5.()(H),(K)0  00  4,785,485  39 

Bonds              23,000,000  00          

Certificates'   nf    indebtedness 7.20(i,802  21  7,206,802  21 
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It  appears  from  the  proposed  mortgages  which,  upon  these  applications,  the  Com- 
mission is  asked  to  approve,  and  from  other  Information  herein,  that  the  Brooklyn 
Rapid  Transit  Company,  on  or  about  July  1,  1902,  executed  to  the  Central  Trust 
Company,  as  trustee,  its  100-year  mortgage  to  secure  $150,000,000  of  its  bonds, 
and  that  in  connection  with  the  mortgages,  which  the  Commission  is  now  asked 
to  approve,  the  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  Compauy,  the  Nassau  Electric  and  the 
Brooklyn  Union  have  entered  into  an  agreement  of  even  date,  which  is  recited  In 
tbc  mortgages,  by  the  terms  of  which  demand  certificates,  to  be  secured  by  these 
mortgages,  have  been  issued  by  Nassau  Electric  to  the  amount  of  $710,489.14  and 
by  the  Brooklyn  Union  to  the  amount  of  $207,160.74,  both  of  which  amounts  of 
these  certificates  have  been  already  taken  by  the  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit,  and  that 
the  total  amount  already  issued  and  to  be  Issued  of  these  demand  certificates  by 
the  Nassau  Electric  is  $5,000,000  and  by  the  Brooklyn  Union  is  $20,000,000 ;  that 
the  Nassau  Electric  and  the  Brooklyn  Union  undertake  to  sell  the  entire  issue  of 
their  certificates  to  the  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit,  and  the  latter  company  undertakes 
to  purchase  the  same  at  any  time  within  ten  years,  the  purchase  price  of  each  such 
certificate  to  be  the  principal  amount  thereof;  that  the  Brooklyn ' Rapid  Transit  Is 
then  to  deliver  the  demand  certificates  so  taken  to  the  Central  Trust  Company  and 
receive  from  that  Trust  Company  authentication  and  delivery  to  it  of  100-year 
bonds  of  the  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  Company  secured  by  its  $150,000,000  mort-. 
gage,  above  mentioned,  the  principal  amount  of  which  are  not  to  be  greater  than 
the  demand  certificates  of  the  Nassau  Company  and  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated 
Company  so  delivered  to  it. 

The  control  of  this  Commission,  under  section  o5  of  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sions L^w,  does  not  extend  to  the  issuing  of  notes  or  evidences  of  indebtedness 
payable  at  periods  of  not  more  than  twelve  months  after  their  date.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  issuing  of  demand  certificates,  if  secured  by  the  mortgages  above  men- 
tioned and  the  pledging  of  such  certificates  as  security  for  the  issuing  of  100-year 
bonds  of  the  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  Company,  is  an  evasion  of  the  provisions  of 
section  55  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  and  that  as  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Commission  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  that  law,  according  to  their  true 
Intent,  and  to  supervise  the  capitalization  of  all  public  service  corporations  subject 
to  its  Jurisdiction,  the  Commission  should  refuse  its  consent  to  these  mortgages. 
The  plan  of  mortgaging  a  street  railroad  to  secure  demand  certificates  and  pledg- 
ing the  same  for  long  time  bonds  may  easily  be  availed  of  to  nullify  or  seriously 
impair  the  power  of  the  Commission  to  supervise  the  capitalization  of  public 
service   corporations. 

Thereupon  Final  Orders  Nos.  642  and  643  were  issued. 


In  the  Matter 
of    the 
Application  of  the  BROOKLYN  UNION  ELEVATED 
RAILROAD  COMPANY  for  consent  to  an  issuance 
by    said    company    of   a   mortgage    to   the   amount 
of  $20,000,000. 


ORDER  No.  643. 

July  17,  1908. 


An  application  having  been  made  to  the  former  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners 
by  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  for  the  consent  of  the  said 
Board  to  the  Issuance  by  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Itailroad  Company  of  a 
mortgage  of  said  company  to  secure  $20,000,000  demand  certificates  of  said  Brook- 
lyn Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  issued  and  to  be  issued  by  said  company 
by  a  petition  verified  June  12,  lOOt,  and  brought  on  for  hearing  before  said  Board 
of  Railroad  Commissioners  on  June  IS,  1907,  and  June  2o,  190  4,  I.  S.  ^yliliams, 
Esq..  appearing  for  the  said  applicant  and  Mr.  Judson  B.  Wall,  in  opposition,  and 
the  same  being  pending  before  the  said  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  undeter- 
mined upon  the  abolition  of  said  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  by  chapter  429 
of  the  Laws  of  1907,  known  as  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  and  the  said 
application  having  been  continued  in  pursuance  of  the  said  Public  Service  Com- 
missions Law  and  coming  on  for  hearing  and  being  heard  by  the  Commission  on 
September  5,  September  12,  SeB^ember  19,  and  September  26,  190<.  Mr.  Commis- 
sioner Bassett  presiding,  George  D.  Yeomans,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  said  appli- 
cant, and  testimony  and  proofs  on  behalf  of  the  said  applicant  having  been 
presented,  and  the  Commission  having  considered  the  same  and  arguments  of 
counsel  in  favor  of  the  said  application,  and  being  fully  advised  in  the  premises, 
it  is  now  hereby 


il4:       Public  Service  Commission  —  First  District. 

Ordered,  That  said  application  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  denied,  and  that  the 
consent  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  to  the  issuance 
of  said  mortgaj;e  by  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  be  and 
such  consent  hereby  Is  refused. 


In  the  Matter 
of    the 
Application  of  the  NASSAU  ELECTRIC  RAILROAD 
COMPANY    for    consent    to    an    issuance    by    said 
company     of     a     mortgage     to     the     amount     of 
$5,000,000. 


.ORDER  No.  642. 

July   17,   1908. 


'An  application  having  l)ecn  made  to  the  former  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners 
by  the  Nassau  FJlcctric  Railroad  Company  for  the  consent  of  the  said  Board  to  the 
issuance  by  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  of  a  .mortgage  of  said  company 
to  secure  |5,000,000  demand  certiflcatcs  of  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company 
issued  and  to  be  Issued  by  said  company,  by  a  petition  verified  June  12,  11H)7,  and 
brought  on  for  hearing  l)efore  said  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  on  June  18, 
1907,  T.  S.  Williams,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  said  applicant,  and  the  same  bein^ 
pending  before  the  said  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  undetermined  uiwn  tlie 
abolition  of  said  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  l)y  chapter  429  of  the  Laws 
of  1907,  known  as  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Iaw,  and  the  said  application 
having  been  continued  In  pursuance  of  the  said  Public  Service  Commissions  Law 
and  coming  on  for  hearing  and  being  heard  by  the  Commission  on  September  5, 
September  12,  September  19  and  September  20,  1907,  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett 
presiding,  George  I).  Yeomans.  Esq.,  apjjearing  for  the  said  applicant,  and  the 
testimony  and  proofs  on  behalf  of  the  said  applicant  having  been  presented,  and 
the  Commission  having  considered  the  same  and  the  arguments  of  counsel  In  favor 
of  said  application,  and  being  fully  advised  in  the  premises,  it  is  now  hereby 

Ordered,  That  said  application  be  and  the  same  hereby  Is  denied,  and  that  the 
consent  of  the  Public  Service  (Commission  for  the  First  District  to  tlie  issuance  of 
said  mortgage  by  the  said  Na.ssau  Electric  Railroad  Company  be  and  such  consent 
hereby  is  refused. 


Brooklyn  Union  Gas  Company. —  Application  for  authority  to 
issue  $3,000,000  of  capital  stock  for  the  puri)(>s(?  of  convert- 
ing debentures  into  capital  stock. 

opinion  of  Counsel. 
Hearing  Order  No.   627. 
Opinion   of   Commissioner    Eustis. 
Final  Order  No.   640. 


Opinion  of  Counsel. 

June  30,  1908. 
Public  iScrvicr   Coinmi8«ifjn   for   the  First  DiHtrivt: 

Sirs. —  I  am  In  receipt  of  the  Secretary's  letter.  l)earlng  date  June  26,  trans- 
mitting copy  of  a  communication  from  James  Jourdan,  President  of  the  Brooklyn 
Union  Gas  Company,  in  reference  to  certain  convertible  debentures  of  that 
company. 

It  appears  from  that  letter  that  the  Brooklyn  Union  Gas  Company  in  1903 
claims  to  have  increased  Its  capital  stock  from  $ir).()00,(H)0  to  $20,000,000  and 
resolved  that  an  Issue  of  ?.'{,(H)0.()0()  of  debentures  be  Issued,  convertible  into  $3.- 
0(M),(M>()  of  stock  of  the  company  ui)on  any  interest  day  or  payable  In  cash  on  the 
expiration  of  five  yeai*s  from  March  1,  11>04.  It  states  that  the  company  Is 
advised  by  its  attorneys  tliat  it  i.s  not  necessary  to  apply  to  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  approval  of  the  Issue  of  .$3.0()<).(KK)  of  its  capital  stock  to  convert 
these  debentures,  on  the  ground  that  the  debentures,  valid  when  made,  obligate 
the  company  to  Is.^ue  Its  shares  and  that  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  is 
not  retroactive  and  does  not  affect  and  cannot  repair  the  obligation  of  contracts 
pre-existing  the  law. 

It  may  be  true  that  in  a  proper  case  where  contracts  legally  made  have  created 
obligations  which  have  betome  fixed  prior  to  the  Public  Service  Commissions 
I^aw,  that  law  should  not  be  deemed  to  affect  the  sam".  but  In  my  opin- 
ion the  carrying  out  of  such  contracts  in  so  far  a^they  require  the  issue  of  new 
stock  and  new  bonds  of  the  gas  company.  Is  subject  to  the  supervision  and  regu- 
lation of  the  Commission,  In  the  public  interest.  It  cannot  be  thought  that  the 
Legislature  deemed  it  in  the  public  Interest  that  parties  to  such  pre-existing  con- 
tracts should  assume   to  themselves  sole  authority   to  decide  what  the  rights  and 
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priTilegc'B  of  the  parties  thereto  are  in  the  premises,  and  I  am  of  the  opinion  that 
such  contracts  and  the  acts  of  the  company  and  others,  which  tend  to  fix  definitely 
the  rights  and  obligations  of  the  parties,  should  be  submitted  to  the  Commission 
and  its  authority  obtained  for  the  issue  of  the  stock,  in  accordance  with  the  obli- 
gations of  the  contract  and  the  law. 

It  is  to  be  assumed  that  in  such  cases  the  Commission  will  see  that  the  rights 
of  holders  of  securities  of  the  comoany  are  properly  secured  to  them  and  that  the 
rights  of  the  company  and  the  public  arc  properly  protected. 

In  my  opinion,  therefore,  the  company  should  make  application  to  the  Com- 
mission for  permission  and  authority  to  issue  the  stock,  under  the  provisions  of 
section  69  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law. 

Respectfully  yours, 
(Signed.)  GEORGE    S.    COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission, 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Apnlication  of  the  BROOKLYN  UNION  GAS  COM- 
PANY for  the  consent  and  approval  of  the  issue 
of  $3,000,000  par  value  of  its  capital  stock  for 
the  purpose  or  converting  convertible  debentures 
of  said  Company  heretofore  issued. 


.HEARING  ORDER  No.  627 
^  July   7,   1008. 


Whereas  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  has  received  the 
petition  of  the  Brooklyn  Iinlon  Gas  Company,  verified  July  6.  1008,  praying?  the 
consent  and  approval  of  the  Commission  to  the  issuance  of  $3,000,000  par  value 
of  the  capital  stock  of  the  sAld  company  for  the  purpose  of  converting  convertible 
delienturos  of  said  company  heretofore  Issued  into  said  stock  on  the  basis  of  one 
share  of  stock  for  each  one  hundred  dollars,  par  value,  of  debentures, 

Rrnolrt'd,  That  the  said  petition  of  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Gas  Company  be 
heard  by  and  before  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  on  Mon- 
day, the  13th  day  of  July,  1908.  at  10 :30  o'clock  In  the  forenoon,  and  that  the 
said  company  publish  a  notice  of  the  said  application,  and  of  the  time  and  place 
of  the  said  hearing  in  the  following  newspapers,  namely:  Brooklyn  Eagle,  Evening 
Post,  New  Y'ork  Times,  published  in  the  city  of  New  York,  "State  of  New  York,  on 
at  least  three  separate  days  before  said  hearing,  and  file  proof  of  such  publication 
with  the  Secretary  of  this  Comml.sslon  on  or  before  the  opening  of  said  hearing. 

Hearing  held  July  13th. 

•  [Even  though  before  the  passage  of  the  Public  Service  (!ommIsslons  Law  a  gas 
company  had  entered  Into  a  contract  with  Its  stockholders  for  the  Issue  of  stock  In 
exchange  for  convertible  debentures,  nevertheless  such  company  must  obtain  from 
the  Commission  an  order  authorizing  the  issue.] 

In  1004  the  Brooklyn  T'nlon  Gas  Company  sold  to  its  stockholders  convertible 
debentures  at  par  to  the  amount  of  $3,000,000  pursuant  to  the  following  resolution : 

"  Whereas,  The  stockholders,  at  a  meeting  held  on  the  30th  day  of  December. 
1003.  having  approved  and  authorized  the  proposed  increase  of  capital  stock  and 
the  proposed  issue  of  Convertible  Debentures,  In  accordance  with  the  plan  set  forth 
in  the  circular  to  stockholders  dated  December  10,  1903  ;  It  Is  therefore 

♦'  Resolved.  That  this  company  hereby  oflPeri*  to  the  stockholders  of  record  on 
January  IHth.  1004,  or  their  assigns,  at  the  par  value  thereof,  Convertible  Deben- 
tures aggregating  $3,000,000  in  denominations  of  $1,000  or  $500  each,  bearing 
Interest  at  the  rate  of  6  per  cent  per  annum,  payable  semi-annually  on  the  first 
davs  of  Septemlier  and  March  In  each  year  and  convertible,  at  the  option  of  the 
holder.  Into  Capital  Stock  of  the  Company,  on  the  basis  of  one  share  of  stock  for 
each  $100  par  value  of  DelKjntures,  on  and  after  three  jcar?  from  the  date  of  Issue 
of  the  said  Debentures,  on  any  date  when  the  coupon  falls  due.  if  surrendered  with 
unmatured  coupons  attached.  Such  Debentures  as  may  not  be  surrendered  for 
conversion  Into  stock  on  or  before  March  1,  1009,  shall  mature  on  that  date  and 
be  redeemed  In  cash  at  face  value  without  Interest  thereafter.  Each  stockholder 
shall  T>e  entitled  to  subscribe  for  Convertible  Debentures  to  the  amount  of  twenty 
per  cent  of  the  par  value  of  the  shares  standing  In  his  name  at  the  closing  of  the 
i>ooks.  Subscription  must  be  made  and  amount  thereof  paid  not  later  than  March 
Ist,  1904,  but  payment  may  he  made  at  any  time  during  the  month  of  February, 
1904,  and  Interest  at  the  rate  of  0  per  cent  per  annum  will  be  allowed  to  the  first  , 
day  of  March,  1904.  Debentures  not  subscribed  for  on  March  1st,  1904,  will  be 
dUnosed  of  as  the  Board  of  Directors  may  determine. 

"Resolved,  That  Debentures  be  Issued  In  denominations  of  $1,000  and  $500  only, 
but  stockholdors  entitled  to  subscribe  for  a  fractional  part  of  a  Debenture,  may 
subscribe  therefor  and  will  receive  from  the  Guaranty  Trust  Company  of  New  York, 
on  payment  of  the  amount  due  on  or  l)efore  March  1st,  1904,  scrip  representing 
each  fractional  part,  upon  which  no  interest  will  be  paid,  but  upon  presentation  of 
scrip  certificates  in  amounts  of  five  hundred  dollars,  or  multiples  thereof,  on  or 
prior  to  March  1st,  1909.  Debentures,  with  coupons  maturing  September  1st. 
1004.  and  thereafter,  will  be  delivered  for  the  same.  Any  scrip  presented  after 
March  1st,  1909.  will  be  paid  for  In  cash  at  face  value,  without  interest." 

The  stockholders  had  not  at  the  time  of  the  hearing  elected  to  take  stock  In 
exchange  for  the  debentures,  but  the  officials  believed  they  would  make  such 
election.  They  desired  if  the  stockholders  did  not  so  elect  to  be  allowed  to  use 
stock  so  as  to  pay  the  holders  of  the  debentures  from  the  proceeds  of  the  sale. 

•  Bee  footnote,  page  9. 
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COMMISSIONKIt   ErsTis : — 


Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  July  17.  1908.) 


The  Brooklyn  Union  (Jas  Company  in  1904  sold  at  par  $3,000,000  6  per  cent 
debentures  which,  by  their  terms,  arc  convertible  after  three  years,  upon  any 
Interest  day,  Into  stock  of  the  company  upon  the  basis  of  one  share  of  stock  for 
each  $100,  face  value,  of  debentures,  and  if  not  so  converted  the  debentures  become 
due  for  payment  March  1,  1909. 

The  company,  at  the  time  of  the  Issue,  increased  its  authorized  capital  stock  from 
$15,0O0rO00  to  $20,000,000  for  the  purpose  of  issuing  the  necessary  new  stock  to 
make  this  conversion,  and  has  lately  made  to  this  Commission  the  sujicgestion  that 
inasmuch  as  contract  rierhts  and  the  obligations  to  issue  this  stock  had  become  fixed 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  the  necessary 
stock  could  be  issued  by  the  company  without  application  to  or  approval  of  the 
Commission. 

The  counsel  to  the  Commission,  on  the  question  being  submitted  to  him,  advised 
the  Commission  that  It  was  not  to  be  thought  that  the  Legislature  deemed  it  in 
the  public  interest  that  parties  to  such  pre-existing  contracts  should  assume  to 
themselves  authority  to  decide  what  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  parties  thereto 
are  in  the  premises,  and  that  in  his  opinion  such  contracts,  and  the  acts  of  the 
company  and  others  which  tend  to  fix  definitely  the  rights  and  obligations  of  the 
parties,  should  be  submitted  to  the  Commission  and  its  authority  obtained  for  the 
issue  of  the  stock  in  accordance  with  the  obligations  of  the  contract  and  the  law. 
He  added  that  it  was  to  be  assumed  that  In  such  cases  the  Commission  would  see 
that  the  rights  of  holders  of  securities  of  the  company  were  properly  secured  to 
them,  and  that  the  rights  of  the  company  and  of  the  public  were  properly  protected. 

The  Brooklyn  Union  Gas  Company  has  therefore  made  application  for  an  order 
authorizing  the  issue  of  $3,000,000  of  stock  for  the  purpose  of  making  the  oon- 
version  of  these  debentures,  either  upon  September  1st,  the  Interest  day,  or  March 
Ist,  the  date  of  the  maturity  of  the  debentures. 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  this  a  lawful  refunding  of  obligatiobtf  of  the  company 
as  the  words  are  used  in  section  55  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  and  I 
accordingly  advise  the  granting  by  the  Commission  of  the  authority  for  the  issue 
of  this  $3,000,000  of  stock,  the  same  to  be  used  only  for  the  purpose  of  converting 
the  outstanding  debentures  to  the  same  amount. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

I-TNAL  ORDER  No.  640. 
July  17,  1908. 

Whereas,  the  Brooklvn  Union  Gas  Companv  filed  with  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  First  District  its  petition  verified  July  6,  1908.  praying  the  con- 
sent and  approval  of  the  Commission  to  the  issuance  by  it  of  30,000  shares,  being 
$3,000,000  par  value  of  the  capital  stock  of  the  said  company ;  and 

Whereas,  the  purpose  for  which  said  stock  is  proposed  to  he  issued  is  the 
converting  and  refunding  of  obligations  of  said  Brooklyn  Union  Gas  Company, 
consisting  of  $3.0<10,000  face  value  of  debentures  of  the  said  Brooklyn  I'nlon  Gas 
Companv.  issued  and  bearing  date  March  1,  1004,  at  0  per  cent  interest,  coupons 
pa vable 'March  1st  and  September  1st,  and  convertible  upon  any  interest  day  into 
stock  of  said  company  upon  the  basis  of  one  share  of  stock  for  each  $100  of  par 
value  of  such  debentures  ;  and 

Whereas  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  did  thereupon  by 
its  order  No.  627,  adopted  Julv  7,  1908,  direct  the  said  petition  to  be  heard  on 
Monday,  Ju'y  13.  1908,  at  10:30  o'clock  In  the  forenoon,  and  that  the  petitioner 
publish  a  notice  of  said  application  and  of  the  time  and  place  of  said  hearing  In 
the  manner  and  as  provided  in  said  order,  and  th*»  petitioner  did  thereupon  cause 
notice  of  said  application  and  of  the  time  and  place  of  said  hearing  to  be  pub- 
lished in  pursuance  of  said  order  and  did  file  nroof  thereof  with  the  Secretary  of 
the  said  Commission  Iwfore  the  opening  of  said  hearing,  and  the  matter  coming 
on  to  l>e  heard  on  said  July  13,  1008,  at  10:30  o'clock  in  the  forenoon.  Mr.  Com- 
missioner Enstls  presiding  upon  said  hearincr,  and  said  petitioner  having  duly  ap- 
peared bv  William  N.  Dvkman.  Esq..  as  counsel,  and  no  one  appearing  In  oppo- 
sition, and  the  petitioner  havincr  submitted  proofs  in  support  of  said  application, 
and  the  Commission  having  taken  testimony  and  having  examined  witnesses  and 
records  of  the  petitioner,  and  being  fully  advised  in  the  premises : 

It  being  now  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  that  the  use  of  the  canital  to  be 
secured  by  the  issue  of  said  stock  by  the  said  Brooklyn  I'nion  Gas  Company  is 
reasonably  required  for  the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  its  obligations,  it  Is 
hereby 
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Ordered,  That  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  does  hereby 
authorize,  subject  to  the  conditions  hereinafter  set  forth,  the  issue  bv  the  petitioner. 
Brooklyn  Union  Gas  Company,  of  30,000  shares,  being  $3,000,000  face  value  of 
stock  of  the  said  Brooklyn  TTnlon  Gas  Company,  said  issue  to  be  upon  the  con- 
ditions and  for  the  purposes   followinjf  and   not  otherwise,  to  wit : 

The  said  shares  of  stock  shall  be  Issued  only  upon  September  1,  1908.  or  March 
1,  1900.  and  for  each  such  share  so  issued  •of  said  stock  of  the  par  value  of  $100 
there  shall  be  delivered  to  and  received  by  snld  Brooklyn  Union  Gas  Company 
$100  par  value  of  the  said  debentures  of  the  said  company  with  unmatured  coupons, 
If  any.     And  it  is  further 

Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  the  17th  day  of  July,  1908.  and 
shall   continue  in  force   until  and   Including  March   1,    1909.     And   It  is   further 

Ordered,  That  within  five  (5)  days  after  the  service  upon  the  said  Brooklyn 
Union  Gas  Company  of  this  order  the  said  company  notify  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  First  District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted 
8Pd  will  bo  obeyed. 


Coney   Island  and  Brooklyn   Railroad   Company. —  Application 
for  authority  to  issue  $30,000  of  bonds. 

Hearing  Order  No.  233. 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 

Final  Order  No.  273. 

ORDER   No.   233. 
January  31,  1908. 

Whereas  the  Commission  has  received  the  petition  of  the  Coney  Island  and 
Brooklyn  Railroad  Company,  verified  January  22,  1908,  for  an  order  authorizing 
an  Issuo  of  bonds  of  said  comnany.  of  the  par  value  of  thirty  thousand  dollars 
(^.^O.OOO),  In  payment  of  new  cars,  as  In  said  petition  set  forth; 

Revolted,  That  the  said  petition  of  the  said  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad 
Company  be  heard  by  and  before  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District  on  the  6th  dav  of  February,  1008,  at  2  :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and 
that  said  company  publish  a  notice  of  the  said  apnllcation  and  of  the  time  and 
place  of  the  said  hearinfir  in  the  following  newspaper,  published  In  the  Borouph  of 
Brooklyn,  city  of  New  York,  at  least  two  days  In  succes.slon  before  said  hearing 
and  flic  proof  of  such  nubllcatlon  with  the  Sf^cretary  of  this  Commission  on  or 
before  the  ouening  of  the  said  hearing: 

The  Brooklyn  Daily  Eagle. 

Hearing  held  February  6th. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  February  18,  1908.) 
Commissioner  Bassett: — 

The  company  was  required  by  an  order  of  the  Commission  to  obtain  ten  new 
cars,  with  trucks  and  motors,  complete,  for  use  on  its  Smith  street  line.  These 
cars  are  now  practically  ready  for  use,  and  will  cost,  so  the  officials  of  the 
company  testify,  $43,000.  Our  expert  estimates  them  to  cost  not  less  than 
$36,000.  The  company  has  certain  4  per  cent  bonds  prepared,  and  would  sell 
some  of  these  to  raise  the  money  to  pay,  but  present  market  conditions  prevent.  It 
has  not  sufficient  funds  to  pay  for  the  cars,  although  it  has  a  considerable  amount 
of  cash  on  hand,  which  has  been  raised  by  a  special  issue  of  stock,  but  its  use  is 
restricted  to  the  erection  of  a  new  power  plant.  It  therefore  proposes  to  have  the 
Brooklyn  Trust  Company  act  as  trustee,  under  an  agreement  for  the  purchase  by 
said  trustee  of  the  new  cars.  The  company  will  then  prepare  and  issue  $30,000 
of  6  per  cent  gold  car  trust  bonds,  in  denomination  of  $1,000  each,  the  interest  being 
payable  semi-annually  and  the  principal  in  five  annual  installments  of  $6,000  each, 
beginning  August  1,  1910.  The  Brooklyn  Trust  Company  will  remain  trustee  for 
the  bondholders.  The  contract  entered  into  between  the  company  and  the  trustee 
provides  that  the  trustee  shall  sell  the  bonds  at  not  less  than  par,  and  out  of  the 
proceeds  pay  $30,000  of  the  cost  price  of  the  cars.  A  provision  Is  inserted  In  said 
contract  that  the  payments  as  heretofore  stated  to  be  made  by  the  company  to 
the  trustee  shall  be  considered  rent.  When,  however,  the  entire  amount  of  $30,000 
principal  and  the  interest  thereon  has  been  paid  by  the  company  to  the  trustee  the 
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title  of  the  ten  cars  will  vest  In  the  company.  The  contract  further  provides  that 
the  cars  shall  be  marked  "  Brooklyn  Trust  Company.  Lessor,"  and  arranges  a 
method  of  substitution  in  ease  of  their  destruction  while  in  the  possession  of  the 
operating  company.  In  case  the  company  shall  make  default  in  payments  or  fail  to 
keep  the  cars  in  good  serviceable  condition,  or  to  perform  any  of  the  other  covenants 
in  the  contract  contained,  then  the  trustee  may  declare  the  agreement  terminated 
and  all  installments  of  rent  shall  become  due  and  payable,  and  the  trustee  may 
enter  upon  the  premises  of  the  railroad  and  retake  the  said  cars. 

It  will  be  seen  that  the  proposed  bonds  do  not  constitute  a  lien  upon  the  assets 
of  the  company,  nor  are  they  secured  by  any  mortgage  thereon.  They  refer  to 
these  ten  cars  only.  It  Is  true  that  in  case  of  default  the  bondholders  could  take 
and  sell  the  cars  and  hold  the  company  responsible  for  any  deficiency.  This 
method  amounts  to  the  purchase  of  the  cars  on  the  installment  plan,  and  entitles 
the  company  to  the  cars  on  the  completion  of  the  payment  of  all  installments  and 
interest.  The  bond  issue  is  for  less  than  the  cost  of  the  cars,  and  the  company 
will  pay  the  balance  for  the  cars  from  its  earnings. 

Under  the  circumstances  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  It  is  right  to  consent  to  this 
bond  issue.  If  the  bonds  sell  for  more  than  par  the  proceeds  should  go  to  the 
applicant  company  and  not  to  the  trustee.  In  granting  this  consent  the  Com- 
mission does  not  pass  upon  the  amount  paid  by  the  company  for  these  ten  cars 
above  $30,000.  It  is  to  be  assumed  that  the  company  pays  a  sufficient  amount 
of  its  earnings  to  make  up  the  total  actual  cost,  and  no  more. 

The  applicant  company  has  not  yet  fully  complied  with  the  requirements  of  this 
Commission  in  furnishing  certified  copies  of  Its  corporate,  and  franchise  papers. 
It  oflTers  as  an  excuse  for  this  that  their  preparation  and  comparison  involve  more 
time  than  its  officers  at  first  thought  would  be  necessary,  and  that  they  are  pre- 
paring those  not  already  furnished  and  will  shortly  file  them  in  this  office.  I 
would  consider  that  entire  compliance  with  the  Commission's  order  in  this  respect 
would  be  a  necessary  prerequisite  to  the  granting  of  this  consent  if  the  bonds 
involved  a  lien  on  all  or  a  substantial  part  of  the  company's  property,  but  as  the 
bonds  affect  only  the  ten  new  cars,  which  arc  badly  needed  for  the  public  service, 
I  recommend  that  this  consent  be  granted  without  delay.  My  opinion  is  that  the 
issue  of  these  bonds  for  this  purpose  is  reasonably  requisite. 

Tliereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Application  of  the  CONP^Y  ISLAND  AND  BROOIv- 
LYN  RAILROAD  COMl»ANY  for  tlie  approval  of 
an  issue  of  bonds  of  the  par  value  of  $30,000  to 
be  issued  for  the  purchase  of  ten   (10)  now  cars. 


l  ORDER  No.  273. 

^      February  18,  1908. 


This  application  of  the  Coney  Island  &  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  for  an  order 
of  this  Commission  under  section  55  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  au- 
thorizing an  issue  of  bonds  by  said  company  to  the  amount  of  $30,000,  the  proceeds 
to  be  used  toward  the  purchase  of  and  payment  for  ten  (10)  new  cars,  estimated 
to  cost  $43,000,  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  filed  by  the  said  company 
.January  22.  lOOS.  came  on  to  l>c  heard  on  the  6th  day  of  February,  1908,  at  2:30 
o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett  presiding,  upon  the  petition  of 
said  company  filed  as  aforesaid  for  such  order,  verified  the  22d  day  of  January, 
1008.  pursuant  to  an  order  and  resolution  of  this  Commission  adopted  January 
31,  1908,  the  same  being  Order  No.  233,  which  appointed  the  6th  day  of  February, 
1008,  at  2 :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  at  the  office  of  the  Commission,  as  the 
time  and  place  of  hearing  said  application,  and  further  directed  that  the  said 
company  publish  a  notice  of  the  time  and  place  of  such  hearing  in  the  Brooklyn 
Daily  Eagle  at  least  two  days  in  succes^sion  l)efore  said  hearing,  and  file  proof  of 
said  publication  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  on  or  before  the  opening  of 
such  hearing. 

The  Coney  Island  &  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company,  at  the  opening  of  the  said 
hearing,  duly  filed  proof  of  the  publication  of  said  notice  in  the  Brooklyn  Dally 
Eagle  aforesaid,  in  accordance  with  said  order  for  hearing,  and  the  following  ap- 
pearances were  noted  :  William  N.  Dykraan,  Esq..  for  the  Coney  Island  &  Brooklyn 
Railroad  Company,  said  petitioner,  and  Oliver  C.  Semple,  Esq.,  assistant  counsel,  for 
the  Commission. 

Now,  upon  the  petition  and  the  evidence,  arguments  of  counsel  and  the  report 
of  Mr.    Commissioner  Basset t,    it  appearing  to   the   Commission   after  said   hearing 
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that  the  said  applicant.  Coney  Island  &  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company,  has  9rdered 
ten  (10)  new  car  bodies  each  with  double  fifty  horse  power  equipment  complete 
and  each  with  new  trUcJcs  for  use  on  Its  Smith  street  line,  at  an  estimated  cost  and 
of  the  value  of  $43,000  to  meet  an  Increase  of  service  and  equipment  ordered  by 
this  Commission  by  an  Order  No.  60  Issued  October  30,  1907,  and  that  said  company 
asks  leave  to  issue  and  sell  at  par  Its  bonds  to  the  amount  of  $30,000,  at  tt  per 
c*'nt  Interest  semi-annually,  the  principal  payable  In  five  installments  of  $6,000 
each,  the  first  of  said  installments  payable  Auj?ust  1.  1910,  and  like  installments 
annually  thereafter,  the  proceeds  of  said  bonds  to  be  used  toward  payment  for  the 
cars  aforesaid  under  a  proposed  car  trust  agreement  between  said  Coney  Island  & 
Ifrooklyn  Railroad  Company  and  the  Brooklyn  Trust  Company,  as  trustee,  by  the 
terms  of  which,  amongr  other  things,  it  is  provided  that  the  title  to  the  said  cars 
Is  to  remain  in  the  trustee  until  the  last  installment  of  the  principal  sum  of  the 
said  $30,000  shall  have  been  paid  to  the  trustee,  and  it  further  so  appearing  and  it 
bein^  now  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  that  the  use  of  the  capital  to  be  secured 
by   the   issue   of  the  said   bonds   Is   reasonably   required   for  the   acquisition  of  said 

firoperty  and   tlie  improvement  of  the  facilities  of   the  said  company  and  for  the 
mprovement  and  maintenance  of  its  service ; 

Therefore,  it  i«  Ordered.  That  the  said  issue  of  bonds  of  and  by  the  Coney 
Island  &  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  in  the  amount  of  $30,000  be  and  the  same 
hereby  is  authorized,  the  same  to  draw  6  per  cent  interest  and  be  payable  In 
annual  installments  of  $6,000  each  on  August  1,  1910,  August  1,  1011.  August  1, 
1912,  August  1,  1013,  and  August  1,  1914,  and  said  bonds  to  be  sold  at  not  less 
than  par  and  the  entire  proceeds  thereof  to  be  used  and  applied  to  the  purposes 
and  in  the  manner  following  and  not  otherwise,  to  wit :  Toward  payment  for  ten 
(10)  new  cars  already  ordered  by  the  said  company  for  use  on  its  railroad  and 
under  the  terms  of  a  car  trust  agreement  between  said  Coney  Island  &  Brooklyn 
Kailroad  Company  and  the  Brooklyn  Trust  Company,  as  trustee,  said  contract  to 
be  in  substance  as  proposed  in  and  made  part  of  said  application  and  annexed  to 
said  petition  of  said  company  filed  herein. 


Coney  Island  and   Brooklyn  Railroad   Company. —  Applioation 
for  authority  to  issue  adciitional  boncJs. 


In    the   Matter 

of 

Application  of  TI1I5  CONEY  ISLAND  &  BROOKLYN 
RAILROAD  COMPANY  for  authority  to  issue  an 
additional  amount  of  bonds  in  the  sum  of  $462,000. 


J.  ORDER  No.  420. 

April  17.   1908. 


Whereas  the  Tubllc  Service  (Commission  for  the  First  District  has  received  the 
petition  of  The  Coney  Island  &  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company,  verified  the  8th  day 
of  April,  1908.  praying, 

That  the  Commission  will  consent  to  and  approve  of  an  additional  Issue  of  bonds 
secnred  by  the  petitioner's  consolidated  mortgage,  dated  December  15,  1904,  beyond 
the  amount  of  five  million  five  hundred  thousand  dollars,  to  wit :  four  hundred 
sixty-two  thousand  dollars   ($462,000),  for  the  following  uses: 

1.  To  pay  two  hundred  seventy-eight  thousand  dollars  ($278,000),  the  estimated 
cost  of  the  reconstruction  of  the  railroad  on  Coney  Island  Avenue  from  Prospect 
Park  to  Coney  Island; 

2.  To  pay  sixteen  thousand  dollars  ($16,000),  the  balance  of  the  cost  of  ten 
new  cars  ordered  by  this  Commission  over  thirty  thousand  dollars  ($30,000),  the 
par  value  of  authorized  car   trust  bonds ;  and 

3.  To  pay  eighty-two  thousand  nine  hundred  seventy-three  dollars  ($82,973),  the 
balance  of  the  cost  of  reconstruction  of  petitioner's  power  system  over  the  moneys 
raised  therefor  by  sale  of  stock  : 

Resolved,  That  the  said  petition  of  said  The  Coney  Island  &  Brooklyn  Railroad 
Company  bv  heard  by  and  befoiv  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District  on  the  4th  day  of  May,  1908,  at  2  :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and  that 
the  said  company  publish  a  notice  of  the  said  application  and  of  the  time  and 
place  of  the  said  nearing  In  the  following  newspapers,  namely :  The  Brooklyn 
Times  and  the  Brooklyn  Citizen,  pulilisiiod  In  the  bfirough  of  Brooklyn.  In  the  city 
of  New  York  at  least  three  days  in  succession  before  said  hearing,  and  file  proof 
of  mich  publication  with  the  Secretary  of  this  Commission  on  or  before  the  opening 
of  the  said  hearing. 

The  notice  referred  to  in  the  above  resolution   Is  as  follows : 

Notice  is  hereby  ijiven,  That  an  application  and  petition  of  The  Coney  Island 
&  Brooklvn  Railroad  Company  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District,  nas  been  made,  praying. 

That  the  Commission  will  consent  to  and  approve  of  an  additional  issue  of 
bonds  secured  by  the  petitioner's  consolidated  mortgage,  dated  December  15,  1004, 
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beyond   the   amount   of   Ave   million   five   hundred   thousand  dollars,   to  wit :     four 
hundred  sixty-two  thousand  dollars  ($462,000),  for  the  following  uses: 

1.  To  pay  two  hundred  and  seventy-eight  thousand  dollars  ($278,000),  the 
estimated  cost  of  the  reconstruction  of- the  railroad  on  Coney  Island  Avenue  from 
Prospect  Park  to  Coney  Island; 

2.  To  pay  sixteen  thousand  dollars  ($16,000),  the  balance  of  the  cost  of  ten 
new  cars  ordered  by  this  Commission  over  thirty  thousand  dollars  ($30,000),  the 
par  value  of  authorized  car  trust  bonds ;  and 

3.  To  pay  eighty-two  thousand  nine  hundred  and  seventy-three  ($82,973),  the 
balance  of  the  cost  of  reconstruction  of  petitioner's  power  system  over  the  moneys 
raised  therefor  by  sale  of  stock. 

And  that  said  application  and  petition  will  be  heard  by  the  said  CommisBion 
at  its  oflSce,   No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  on 

1908,  at  o'clock  In  the  noon. 

Dated  New  York,  April  ,  1908. 

THE  (X)NBY  ISLAND  &  BROOKLYN  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


By. 


Hearings  held  May  4th,  25th,  June  15th,  25th,  September  15th,  October  15th 
and  December  liHh. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Application  for  author- 
ity to  issue  a  mortgage  of  $55,0€0,000. 

Hearing  Order  No.  315. 
Opinion  of  Chairman  Willcox. 
Final  Order  No.  438. 
i'Mnal   Order  No.  445. 


In   the  Matter 
of 
Application   of   the  INTERBOROUGH  RAPID  TRAN- 
SIT  COMPANY  for  authority   to  execute  a  mort- 
gage  on   all    its  property   to   secure   the   Issue   of 
bonds,  not  to  exceed  in  face  value,  $55,000,000. 


ORDER  No.  315. 

March    6,    1908. 


Whereas  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  has  received  the 
petition  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company,  verifled  the  4th  day  of 
March,  1908,  praying, 

1.  That  the  Commission  approve  the  execution  by  said  company  of  a  mortgage 
of  all  of  Its  real  estate  and  all  of  Its  interests  as  lessee  of  rapid  transit  railroads 
and  other  property  described  In  said  proposed  mortgage,  a  form  of  which  mortgage 
is  submitted  with  said  petition  to  secure  an  issue  of  not  to  exceed  fifty-five 
million  dollars  ($55,000,000),  face  value  of  its  forty-five  year  gold  mortgage  bonds, 
to  be  dated  as  of  November  1.  1907,  payable  November  1,  1952. 

2.  That  authority  be  given  to  it  by  the  Commission  to  issue  immediately  the 
following  amounts  of  said  bonds,  namely:  eighteen  million  dollars  ($18,000,000). 
face  value  of  said  bonds,  for  the  purpose  of  refunding  or  securing  the  extension 
of  fifteen  million  dollars  ($15,00f),000),  face  value  gold  notes  of  said  company 
maturing  May  1,  1908;  twelve  million  dollars  ($12,000,000),  face  value  of  said 
bonds,  for  the  purpose  of  refunding  or  discharging  its  present  outstanding  indebted- 
ness   (other  than  its  gold  notes)    and  of  providing  funds  for  its  Immediate  needs. 

3.  That  authority  be  given  to  It  by  the  Commission  to  issue  its  promissory  notes 
to  an  amount  not 'exceeding  twenty-five  million  dollars  ($25,000,000),  to  be  dated 
May  1,  1908,  payable  at  not  exceeding  three  years  from  date,  with  interest  semi- 
annually not  exceeding  6  per  cent  per  annum,  and  to  secure  the  said  extended  notes 
by  the  pledge  of  not  exceeding  thirty  million  dollars  ($30,000,000),  face  value 
of  the  said  proposed  new  mortgage  bonds. 

4.  The  consent  of  the  said  Commission,  as  successor  to  the  Board  of  Rapid 
Transit  Railroad  Commissioners  in  the  city  of  New  York,  and  pursuant  to  the 
terms  of  the  contracts  for  the  construction,  maintenance  and  operation  of  said 
rapid  transit  railroads,  to  the  said  mortgage  of  the  leases  of  the  rapid  transit 
railroads  from  the  city  of  New  York  assigned  to  said  petitioner. 

Resolved,  That  the  said  petition  of  the  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company 
he  heard  by  and  before  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  on 
Monday,  March  16,  1908,  at  2:30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and  that  the  said  com- 
pany publish  a  notice  of  the  said  application  and  of  the  time  and  place  of  the 
said  hearing  in  the  following  newspapers,  namely :  New  York  Herald,  and  Mall 
and  Express,  published  In  the  Iwrough  of  Manhattan,  in  the  city  of  New  Y'ork,  at 
least  three  days  in  succession  before  said  hearing,  and  file  proof  of  such  publica- 
tion with  the*  Secretary  of  this  Commission  on  or  before  the  opening  of  the 
said  hearing. 
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The  notice  referred  to  In  the  nbove  resolution  is  as  follows : 

Notice  i»   hereby  given.  That  an   application   and   petition   of  the   luterborough 

Rapid  Transit  Company  to   the  I^iblic   Service  Commission  for  the  First  District, 

has  been  made,  praying, 

1.  That  the  Commission  approve  the  execution  by  said  company  of  a  mortgage 
of  all  of  its  real  estate  and  all  of  its  interests  as  lessee  of  rapid  transit  railroads 
and  other  property  described  in  said  proposed  mortgage,  a  form  of  which  mortgage 
is  submitted  with  said  petition  to  secure  an  issue  of  not  to  exceed  flfty-flve 
million  dollars  ($55,000,000),  face  value  of  its  forty-five-year  gold  mortgage  bonds, 
to  be  dated  as  of  November  1,  1907,  payable  November  1,  1952. 

2.  That  authority  be  given  to  it  by  the  Commission  to  issue  Immediately  the 
following  amounts  of  said  bonds,  namely:  eighteen  million  dollars  ($18,000,000), 
face  value  of  said  bonds,  for  the  purpose  of  refunding  or  securing  the  extension 
of  fifteen  million  dollars  ($15,000,000)  face  value  gold  notes  of  said  company 
maturing  Hay  1.  1908:  twelve  million  dollars  ($12,000,000),  face  value  of  said 
bonds,  for  the  purpose  of  refunding  or  discharging  its  present  outstanding  indebted- 
ness (other  than  Its  gold  notes)   and  of  providing  funds  for  its  immediate  needs. 

3.  That  authority  be  given  to  it  by  the  Commission  to  issue  its  promissory  notes 
to  an  amount  not  exceeding  twenty-five  million  dollars  ($25,000,000).  to  be  dated 
May  1,  1908,  payable  at  not  exceeding  three  years  from  date,  with  interest  semi- 
annually not  exceeding  G  per  cent  per  annum,  and  to  secure  the  said  extended 
notes  by  the  pledge  of  not  exceeding  thirty  million  dollars  ($30,000,000)  face 
value  of  the  said  proposed  new  mortgage  bonds. 

4.  The  consent  of  the  said  Commission,  as  successor  to  the  Board  of  Rapid 
Transit  Railroad  Commissioners  in  the  city  of  New  York,  and  pursuant  to  the 
terms  of  the  contracts  for  the  construction,  maintenance  and  operation  of  *iaid 
rapid  transit  railroads,  to  the  said  mortgage  of  the  leases  of  the  rapid  transit 
railroads  from  the  city  of  New  York  assigned  to  said  petitioner. 

And  that  said  application  and  petition  will  be  heard  by  the  said  Commission 
at  its  office.  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  New  York  City,  on 
Monday,  March  16,  1908,  at  2  :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon. 

Dated,  New  Ygrk,  March  ,  1908. 

INTERBOROUGH   RAPID   TRANSIT    COMPANY, 

By 

Hearings  held  March  16th,  23d,  SOth,  April  6th,  7th,  16th,  22d,  23d  and  27th. 

The  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Company  is  a  railroad  corporation 
which  leases  the  present  subway  from  the  city  of  New  York  and  also  leases  all 
the  elevated  railroads  in  Manhattan  and  the  Bronx,  owns  stocks  and  bonds  of 
various  other  companies,  the  subway  equipment  and  other  property. 

The  mortgage  approved  by  the  Commission  provided  for  the  issue  of  bonds  as 
follows : 

Fifteen  million  dollars  of  bonds  and  such  further  sum  as  the  company  may  pre- 
scribe, not  exceeding  in  the  aggregate  $18,000,000,  shall  be  reserved  for  the  pur- 
pose of  retiring  the  $15,000,000  4  per  cent  three-year  gold  notes  maturing  May  1, 
1908,  referred  to  in  the  report. 

Ten  million  dollars  of  bonds  and  such  further  sum  as  the  company  may  pre- 
scribe, not  exceeding  $12,000,000,  shall  be  reserved  for  the  purpose  of  retiring  the 
5  per  cent   three-year  gold  notes  of  the  company  maturing  March  1,  1910. 

Every  agreement  under  which  the  $25,000,()00  of  notes  of  the  company  authorized 
by  the  Commission  shall  be  issued  secured  by  the  pledge  bonds  issued  under  this 
mortgage  shall  in  substance  provide  that  whenever  any  of  the  notes  secured  by 
such  agreement  shall  be  tondernd  by  the  holder  to  the  trustee  for  exchange,  the 
trustee  at  the  request  of  the  company  shall  receive  the  notes  tendered  and  deliver 
and  exchange  therefor  pledged  bonds  at  the  rate  of  $100  face  value  of  pledged 
bonds  for  everv  $09  face  value  of  notes.  All  bonds  not  appropriated  for  the  pur- 
pose of  retiring  the  $25,000,000  of  notes  mentioned  shall  be  issued  only  for  one 
of  the  following  purposes: 

For  making  additions  or  improvements  to  and  equipment  for  the  subway  now 
existing  or  hereafter  constructed,  which  at  the  time  of  the  issue  of  the  bonds  shall 
be  owned  by  or  leased  to  the  company  or  owned  by  or  leased  to  a  corporation 
not  less  than  90  per  cent  of  whose  stock  shall  be  owned  by  the  company,  or  to 
fund  or  refund  the  indebtedness  of  the  company  existing  on  April  1,  1906,  or 
thereafter  contracted  for  these  purposes. 

To  retire,  fund  or  refund  the  indebtedness  of  any  other  corporation  assumed  or 
guaranteed  by  the  company,  provided  tiiat  the  company  owned  at  the  time  of  the 
assumption  of  the  Indebtedness  90  per  cent  of  the  stock  of  such  corporation. 

The  company  agreed  to  "  keep  true  and  correct  accounts  showing  the  application 
by  it  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  all  bonds  issued  hereunder,  and  showing  also 
the  receipt  and  the  application  by  It  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  all  nroperty  at 
«ny  time  subject  to  the  Hon  of  this  Indenture  which  may  be  sold  free  from  the 
lien  hereof  as  herein  provided,  and  which  accounts,  as  well  ^s  the  transcripts  of 
accounts  furnished  by  the  trustee  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  7  of 
article  two  hereof,  shall  at  all  reasonable  times  be  subject  to  Inspection  by  the 
holders  of  any  bonds  at  any  time  outstanding  secured  hereby  as  well  as  by  the 
Public  Service   Commission    for   the   Blrst   District.      And   such   accounts   shall    be 
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audited  from  time  to  time  hy  nn  impartlnl  accountant  or  accountantn  appoint(»d 
for  such  purpose  by  Bald  Public  Service  Commlsaion,  and  a  copy  of  the  accounts 
as  80  audited  shall  be  at  nil  renHonable  times  subject  to  the  inspection  of  holders 
of  any  bonds  at  any  time  outstanding  secured  hereby.  Said  accounts  shall  specifi- 
cally show  the  amounts  recelveti  by  the  company  from  time  to  time  upon  the 
sale  of  bonds  secured  hereby,  or  of  nates  collaterally  secured  by  bonds  Issued 
hereunder." 

The  trust  agreement  between  the  Interl»oroush  Rapid  Transit  Company  and  the 
Morton  Trust  Company,  trustee,  referred  to  in  the  report  and  order  by  which 
$30,000,000  of  bonds  was  pledged  to  secure  $25,000,000  of  gold  notes,  provides  that 
the  notes  authorized  to  be  Issued  pursuant  to  that  agreement  and  the  proceeds 
thereof  shall  bo  used  for  the  discharge  or  refunding  of  the  $15,003,000  face  value 
6  per  cent  three-year  gold  notes  of  the  company  maturing  May  1.  190S.  certain 
other  promissory  notes  aggregating  $6.2.'»0.000  and  of  Its  Indebtedness  Incurred  to* 
pay  obligations  Incurred  for  the  acquisition  of  property  and  Imnrovement  of  Its 
facilities  and  service.  At  the  option  of  the  holder  each  note  shall  be  exchangeable 
for  pledged  bonds  on  any  interest  day  not  later  than  November  1,  1910.  at  the 
rate  of  $09  In  collateral  notes  for  $100  In  pledged  bonds. 

Opinion  of  Co.\f  miss  ion. 
(Adopted   April   23,   1908.) 
Chairm.%n  Willcox  : — 

The  petitioner  is  a  railroad  corporation  duly  Incorporated  under  the  Railroad 
Law,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  chapter  544  of  the  IjOws  of  1902.  being 
an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  amend  chapter  four  of  the  Laws  of  eighteen  hundred 
and  ninety-one,  entitled  *An  act  to  provide  for  rapid  transit  railways  in  cltios 
of  over  one  million  inhabitants.' "  The  Incorporation  of  the  petitioner  was 
duly  approved  by  the  Board  of  Rspid  Transit  Rallrond  Commissioners  lu  and  for  the 
city  of  New  York,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  slid  statute  ,and  the  amend- 
ments thereof,  and  the  company  was  organized  for  the  purpose  of  undertaking  the 
construction  and  operation  (including  the  ejiulpment  theroof)  of  a  rapid  transit 
railroad  in  the  city  of  New  York,  then  in  process  of  construction  under  contract 
theretofore  made  between  the  said  city,  by  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Commis- 
sioners, and  one  John  B.  McDonald,  dated  February  21,  1000.  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  said  chapter  4  of  the  L<iws  of  1891  and  the  amendments  thereof. 

The  petitioner  Is  the  lessee  of.  and  is  now  operating,  the  lines  of  "Subway" 
railroad,  extending  from  the  City  Hall  In  the  l»orough  of  Manhattan  northwardly 
to  104th  Street  and  Broadway,  and  thente  dividing  into  two  lines,  one  runnlnR 
north  on  the  west  sWe  of  Kini^sbrldge,  the  other  runnln?  easterly  to  Bronx  Park,  as 
well  as  the  Subway  running  southerly  fnmi  the  City  Hall  In  Manhattan  to  the 
Battery  nnd  thence  to  the  l/ong  Isliind  Rnllroiid  station  at  Flatbush  and  Atlantic 
avenues.  In  the  l>orough  of  Brooklyn,  which  latter  line  Is  now  In  operation  l)etween 
the  City  Hall  In  the  ]>oroui,'h  of  Manhattan  and  the  Borough  Hall  lu  the  l>orough 
of  Brooklyn. 

The  petitioner  Is  also  engaged  In  the  operation  of  the  entire  elevated  rallrond 
system  In  the  borouglis  of  Mauhuttan  and  The  Bronx  belonging  to  the  Manhattan 
Hallway  Compan.\,  under  leas"  to  it  duly  c'xocntt'd  liy  tlie  said  Manhattan  Railway 
Company  dated  .January  1.   1903. 

The  petitioner  reciuested  authority  to  execute  n  intu-tiiage  of  all  of  Its  real  estate 
and  all  of  Its  interest  as  less-^e  of  tlu-  rapid  transit  railroads  above  referred  to, 
derived  by  assignment  from  John  B.  McDonald  and  the  Rapid  Transit  Subway 
Construction  Company,  respectively,  and  tli^  other  property  described  In  Its  pro- 
posed mortgage,  a  tentative  form  of  which  was  sul>mitted  with   Its  petition. 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  uKirtsage  wns  to  secure  an  issue  of  not  to  exceed 
$55,000,01)0  face  vah'e  of  the  corapaiiys  45-year  gold  mortgage  bonds,  to  be  dated 
as  of  Novemlwr  1,  1907,  to  be  payable  Novemlx'r  1,  1952,  with  interest  at  a  rate 
to  be  fixed  by  the  board  of  directors  of  the  company  from  time  to  time,  payable 
semi-annually  on  the  1st  days  of  May  and  November  in  each  year,  both  principal 
and  Interest  to  be  pnyaMe  in  T'nited  States  gold  coin  without  deduction  for  tax. 
such  bonds  to  be  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  and  to  be  subject  to  purchase  at  110  per 
cent  and  accrued  Interest  through  the  operatUms  of  a  sinking  fund  of  $300,000  per 
annum.  Ix^glnnlng  November  1,  I'JIO.  The  petitioner  further  requested  that  the 
said  bonds  bo  subject  to  piiymont  nnd  cancellation  at  its  option,  on  any  interest 
day,  in  amounts  not  less  than  $1,000,000  face  value,  at  110  per  cent  and  accrued 
Interest. 
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The  petition  then  proceeded  to  set  out  the  financial  condition  of  the  petitioner, 
lt»  outstanding:  capital  stock,  the  amount  of  dlTldends  heretofore  declared  by  it,  its 
outstanding  indebtedness,  funded  and  unfunded,  together  with  accounts  payable  to 
reimburse  operating  and  income  accounts  for  expenditures  for  capital  purposes, 
air?regatlng  135.352,726.11. 

The  petitioner  proved  that  in  addition  to  the"  foregoing  requirements,  it  would, 
on  or  before  the  1st  of  July  next,  become  indebted  to  the  Subway  Construction 
Company  as  hereinafter  more  fully  set  out,  In  the  sum  of  approximately  $3,770,000. 

The  petition  further  described  the  railroads  and  their  equipment,  and  recited 
that  the  latter,  as  the  same  appeared  on  its  books  as  of  December  31,  1907,  cost  the 
petitioner  the  sum  of  $26,036,641.91. 

The  petitioner  proposed  to  include  in  the  said  mortgage  — 

1.  All  its  leasehold  interest  In  the  subway  railroads  in  the  city  of  New  York 
asssigned  to  It, —  first  by  John  B.  McDonald  ;  second,  by  the  Rapid  Transit  Subway 
Construction  Company  —  together  with  all  of  the  equipment  provided  in  connection 
with  said  rapid  transit  railways,  pursuant  to  the  contracts  with  the  city  of  New 
York   relating  thereto ; 

2.  All  other  real  estate  owned  by  It  in  the  city  of  New  York ; 

3.  18.140  shares  of  the  capital  stock  of  the  Subway  Realty  Company  (out  of  a 
total  authorized  and  issued  capital  of  20,000  shares)  of  the  par  value  of  $100  each  : 

4.  32,048  shares  of  the  capital  stock  of  New  York  &  Queens  County  Railway 
Company  (out  of  a  total  issued  capital  of  32,350  shares)  of  the  par  value  of  $100 
each  ; 

5.  2.500  shares  of  the  preferred  stock  and  7,360  shares  of  the  common  stock. 
each  of  the  par  value  of  $50,  and  $500,000  in  first  mortgage  bonds  of  the  New  York 
&  I-ong  Island  Traction  Company,  constituting  one-half  of  the  outstanding  stock 
and  bonds  of  said  company  ; 

6-  3,000  shares  of  stock  of  the  par  value  of  $100  each,  and  $300,000  first  mort- 
gage bonds  of  Long  Island  Electric  Company,  being  one-half  of  the  outstanding  stock 
and   bonds  of  said  company. 

Tliat  the  purposes  for  which  bonds  are  proposed  to  be  issued  under  the  mortgage 
arc  as  follows : 

(«)  $18,000,000  to  provide  for  the  purchase  or  retirement  of  the  $15,000,000  face 
value  4  per  cent   three-year  gold  notes  of  the  company  maturing  May  1,  1908. 

{b)  $l;>.000,000  to  provide  for  the  purchase  or  retirement  of  the  $10,000,000 
facp  value  three-year  5  per  cent  gold  notes  maturing  March  1,  1910,  (Provision 
wan  made  for'  the  event  of  an  extension  of  either  of  said  issues  of  gold  notes  by 
depositing  as  collateral  security  for  the  payment, thereof  the  amount  of  bonds  so 
rps<rviMl  with  rcsrcci   to  each  of  said  Issut-Jj.) 

Ci  'ihe  i<'iM:niKlov  to  l>e  Issued  from  liiii*^  to  time  only  for  the  purposes  enum- 
orsitf^'l  in  section  7  of- article  li  of  the  trust  deed  (conforming  to  the  restrictions 
with  respect  to  the  voting  or  consenting  power  of  the  stock  of  Interborough  Rapid 
Transit  Company  pledged  thereunder  in  the*  trust  agreement  between  Interborough- 
Metropolltan  Company  and  Morton  Trust  Company,  as  trustee,  dated  March  5, 
19C>6),  being  briefly,  to  pay  for  construction  or  acquisition  of  or  Improvements, 
betterments,  additions  to,  extensions  of  or  in  payment  for  lines  of  rapid  transit 
railway  in  the  city  of  New  York  and  other  lines  of  railway  of  any  character  in 
naid  city  owned  or  leased  by  a  corporation  at  least  00  per  cent  of  whose  stock  Is 
owned  by  Interborough  Company,  or  to  fund  or  refund  the  indebtedness  of  said  com- 
pany contracted  for  one  or  more  of  said  purposes,  or  indebtedness  of  any  other 
company  assumed  or  guaranteed  by  Interborough  Company  and  contracted  for  one 
of  said  purposes.  Bonds  Issued  under  said  section  7  were  to  be  authenticated  and 
delivered  from  time  to  time  only  upon  proof  of  facts  authorizing  such  issue,  and 
except  when  used  to  reimburse  the  company  for  expenditures  Incurred  for  one  or 
more  of  the  authorized  purposes,  or  to  fund  or  refund  Its  Indebtedness,  proceeds  of 
sale  were  to  bo  deposited  with  the  trustee  and  applied  only  to  the  purposes  au- 
thorized and  upon  proof  made  as  provided  In  said  section  7. 

The  petitioner  prayed  for  authority  to   at   once  issue  the  following  amounts  of 
bonds  of  the  said  total  proposed  issue,  viz. : 

(a)  For  the  purpose  of  securing  the  payment  of  extension  of  the  said  4  per 
cent  three-year  gold  notes  maturing  May  1.  1908,  $18,000,000. 
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ib)  For  the  purpose  of  refunding  other  indebtedness  of  Interborough  Companj 
(time  and  demand  loans  and  amounts  payable)  incurred  for  one  or  more  of  the 
purposes  in  section  7  of  article  II  of  the  mortgage  specified,  $12,000,000. 

The  said  mortgage  had  been  authorized  by  the  board  of  directors  of  Interborough 
Rapid  Transit  Company  and  a  special  meeting  of  the  stockholders  had  been  called 
to  be  held  March  28,  1008,  for  the  purpose  of  considering  and  acting  upon  the 
proposition  to  Issue  said  bonds,  and  to  authorize  and  consent  to  said  mortgage. 

The  petition  further  showed  that  330,128  shares  of  the  petitioner's  capital  stock 
was  owned  by  the  Intorborough-MetropoUtan  Company,  a  domestic  business  corpora- 
tion, and  pledged  to  the  Windsor  Trust  Company  to  secure  an  issue  of  $70,000,000 
of  the  4%  per  cent  bonds  of  the  said  Interborough-Metropolltan  Company,  and  that 
the  "Windsor  Trust  Company,  trustee,  as  the  holder  of  3.'?9,128  shares  of  the  stock 
of  the  petitioner,  had  executed  a  proxy  in  favor  of  nominees  of  said  In tert>o rough- 
Metropolitan  Company  to  vote  upon  the  said  stock  at  said  special  meeting,  and 
the  petitioner  had  filed  with  the  board  a  duplicate  original  of  said  proxy. 

The  petitioner  further  showed  that  $30,000,000  face  value  of  the  bonds  proposed 
to  be  Issued  as  aforesaid  were  to  be  used  as  follows,  viz. :  $18,000,000  face  value 
for  the  purpose  of  refunding  or  securing  the  extension  of  time  of  payment  of  Its  said 
$15,000,000  face  value  of  gold  notes  which  mature  May  1,  1908,  as  above  men- 
tioned, and  that  $12,000,000  face  value  of  said  bonds  were  to  be  employed  for  the 
purpose  of  discharging  or  refunding  its  above  mentioned  current  unsecured  obliga- 
tions, aggregating  the  sum  of  $10,352,720.11.  That  these  obligations  were  prin- 
cipally incurred  to  raise  moneys  for  the  equipment  of  the  subways;  to  meet  the 
excess  cost  of  the  construction  of  the  Brooklyn  extension  of  the  subway  over  the 
amounts  payable  by  the  city  of  New  York,  and  to  reimburse  the  petitioner  for 
amounts  advanced  for  such  purposes. 

The  petitioner  further  showed  that  no  contract  had  yet  been  made  for  the  sale 
of  said  bonds. 

The  petitioner  further  showed  that  it  had  not  yet  concluded  negotiations  for  the 
payment  or  extension  of  its  said  4  per  cent  three-year  gold  notes,  maturing  May 
1,  1908,  nor  for  the  sale  of  the  new  bonds  to  meet  Its  above  mentioned  current 
obligations,  and  it  might  be  found  net-e.ssary  that  the  petitioner  should  issue  iis 
promissory  notes  in  extension  of  the  said  4  per  cent  throe-year  gold  notes  and  secure 
the  payment  of  such  extended  notes  by  the  pledge  of  the  $18,000,000  face  value  of 
bonds  reserved  for  that  purpose  in  the  proposed  new  mortgage,  and  also  to  issue 
and  sell  its  promissory  notes  secured  by  the  pledge  of  the  new  bonds,  to  an  amount, 
face  value,  of  not  exceeding  20  per  cent  of  snld  notes,  to  provide  funds  to  meet 
Its  above  mentioned  current  unsecured  obligations.  ^ 

The  petitioner,  theiefoie,  al«o  prayed  that  the  Coiumisalon  at  this  time  approve 
the  issue  of  its  promissory  noted  to  an  amount  not  exceeding  in  all  the  sum  of 
$25,000,000  face  value,  to  be  datt^d  May  1,  1908,  to  be  payable  not  exceeding  three 
years  from  date,  with  interest  payable  semi-annually  at  sjuch  rate  as  may  be 
agreed  upon  by  the  petitioner's  board  of  directors,  not  exceeding  6  per  cent  per 
annum,  secured  by  the  pledge  of  not  exceeding  $30,000,000  face  value  of  the  said 
proposed  new  mortgage  bonds,  Issued  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  above 
mentioned  proposed  mortgage,  a  tentative  form  of  which  was  submitted  to  the 
Commission  for  its  consideration  and  approval  or  amendment. 

The  petitioner  further  prayed  that  the  Commission,  as  the  successor  to  the 
Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners  in  the  city  of  New  York,  and 
pursuant  to  the  terms  of  the  contracts  for  the  construction,  maintenance  and 
operation  of  said  railroads,  respectively,  consent  to  the  mortgage  of  the  leases  of 
the  subway  rapid  transit  railroads  from  the  city  of  New  York  assigned  to  the 
petitioner  as  aforesaid. 

Upon  filing  the  said  petition  the  Public  Service  Commission,  by  order  dated 
March  6,  1908,  directed  that  the  same  be  heard  on  Monday,  March  16,  1908,  at 
2 :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  at  the  office  of  the  Commission,  and  that  the 
petitioner  be  required  to  publish  a  notice  of  said  application  and  the  time  and 
place  of  said  hearing,  in  the  manner  and  as  provided  in  said  order;  and  the 
petitioner  did  thereupon  cause  notice  of  said  application  and  the  said  time  and 
place  of  hearing  to  be  published,  in  pursuance  of  such  order,  and  did  file  the 
proof  thereof  with  the  Secretary  of  the  said  Commission  before  the  opening  of 
the  said  hearing. 
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Such  hearing  was  had  before  the  full  Commission, —  Present  —  Commissioners 
WUlcox,  McCarroll,  Bassett,  Maltble  and  Eustls  —  and  continued  from  time  to  time 
before  Commissioner  Willcox,  as  sitting  Commissioner. 

The  petitioner  appeared  by  George  W.  Wlckersham,  Esq.,  of  counsel,  and  there 
also  appeared  in  behalf  of  the  Commission  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  General  Counsel, 
and  William  M.  Ivins,  Esq.,  Special  Counsel. 

There  also  appeared  the  Continental  Securities  Company,  a  stockholder,  by 
Clarence  II.  Yenner,  its  president,  who  opposed  the  application;  and  Hon.  Thomas 
Lt.  Feitner,  as  the  bolder  of  bonds  of  the  Interbarough-Metropolltan  Company 
secured  by  the  pledge  of  stock  of  Interborough  Rapid  .Transit  Company  under  a 
trust  indenture  dated  March  5,  1006 ;  and  Andrew  Shiland,  holder  of  100  shares 
of  petitioner's  stock. 

Under  the  terms  and  provisions  of  an  order  dated  July  18,  1907,  Special  Counsel 
to  the  Commission,  with  the  aid  of  accountants  appointed  for  that  purpose,  had 
been  conducting  a  preparatory  Investigation  of  the  financial  affairs  of  the  company, 
with  the  result  that  accountants  and  counsel  were  prepared  to  present  to  the 
Commission  at  these  hearings  documentary  and  oral  evidence  as  to  the  financial 
history  and  present  condition  of  the  petitioner. 

The  filing  of  the  petition  herein  opened  up  a  field  of  Inquiry  which  made  It 
necessary  to  conclude  the  investigation  under  the  order  of  July  IS,  1907,  so  far 
as  concerned  the  petitioner,  and  In  this  proceeding  the  Commission  has  examhied 
into  the  general  condition  of  the  petitioner,  its  capital Iza ton,  its  franchises  and 
the  manner  in  which  Its  leased,  controlled  and  operated  lines  are  conducted  and 
the  use  of  the  capital  proposed  to  be  secured  by  the  issue  of  the  proposed 
bonds  and  not«s.  For  these  purposes  the  Commission  has  made  and  con- 
cluded such  inquiry  or  investigation,  held  such  hearings  and  examined  such 
witnesses,  books,  papers,  documents  and  contracts  as  it  has  deemed  to  be 
of  Importance  In  enabling  ,  It  to  reach  its  determination.  The  accountants 
employed  by  the  Commission  have  examined  the  books,  accounts  and  vouchers 
of  the  petitioner,  and  have  analyzed  the  equipment  account  down  to  December  31, 
1907,  and  all  of  the  important  and  material  vouchers.  As  a  result  of  such 
examination  various  items  aggregating  $1,437,102.64  which  were  charged  in  equip- 
ment account,  including  discount  on  notes,  lawyers'  fees,  etc.,  have  been  taken  out 
of  equipment  account  and  charged  in  a  separate  account,  entitled  '*  Contractors' 
Expense  Account,"  and  sundry  other  changes  made,  resulting  in  a  revised  balance 
sheet  of  the  petitioner  as  of  December  31,  1907,  which  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission. 

The  general  plan  sought  to  be  put  Into  execution  by  the  issue  of  the  mortgage 
and  the  securities  proposed  thereunder,  the  character  of  the  bonds,  the  character  of 
the  proposed  short  time  notes,  the  use  to  which  the  bonds  are  to  be  put  as  collateral 
security  for  the  notes,  the  power  of  redemption,  etc.,  may  be  summarized  as  follows : 
That  for  $15,000,000  of  notes  and  $10,000,000  of  the  unfunded  debt  there  shall  be 
issued  $25,000,000  of  three  year  6  per  cent  gold  notes  of  the  company,  redeemable 
on  any  Interest  day  at  par  and  Interest.  That  these  notes  shall  be  secured  by  the 
Issue  under  the  mortgage,  and  the  pledge,  pursuant  to  a  trust  agreement  the 
tentative  form  of  which  has  been  submitted  to  this  Commission,  of  the  bonds  of 
the  proposed  new  issue,  bearing  interest  at  such  rate  as  may  be  determined  upon 
by  the  board  of  directors  of  the  company  not  to  exceed  5  per  cent  per  annum,  to 
the  aggregate  face  amount  of  $30,000,000,  It  being  provided  In  the  said  trust  agree- 
ment that  so  many  of  said  bonds  so  pledged  as  collateral  as  may  not  be  required 
to  retire  the  said  note  Issue  shall  be  cancelled  and  thereafter  treated  as  though 
never  issued  under  the  mortgage,  when  the  said  note  issue  shall  have  been  fully 
paid  or  otherwise  retired.  Certain  of  the  original  provisions  of  the  tentative 
mortgage  have  been  so  changed  and  amended  as  to  cover  the  foregoing  summary 
of  the  provisions  thereof. 

The  proposed  mortgage  contains  provisions  for  a  sinking  fund  of  not  less  than 
1300,000  per  annum,  payable  annually  commencing  November  1,  1910,  to  be  applied, 
first  to  the  purchase  of  bonds  outstanding  secured  by  the  mortgage,  at  the  lowest 
price  at  which  the  same  shall  be  tendered  to  the  trustee  after  due  public  notice, 
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not  exceeding  that  at  which  thoy  may  be  compiilsorily  purchased,  and  second  to 
the  compulsory  purchase  for  the  sinkinfc  fund,  after  drawing  by  lot,  by  the  appli- 
cation of  80  much  of  said  annual  sinking  fund  payment  as  may  not  i>e  used  for 
purchase  of  bonds  Toluntarlly  tendered  as  aforesaid,  at  a  price  to  ho  presently 
mentioned ;  all  bonds  purchased  for  the  sinking  fund  to  bo  stamped  as  irrevocably 
belonging  to  the  sinking  fund  and  not  subject  to  reissue,  l>ut  to  be  kept  alive  for 
the  purpose  of  earning  interest  to  augment  the  annual  sinking  fund  payment.  All 
bonds  purchased  for  redemption  for  purposes  other  than  the  sinking  fund  to  be 
cancelled.  The  proposed  prhe  at  which  bonds  are  to  be  subject  to  compulsory 
purchase  for  the  sinking  fund  In  the  tentative  mortgage  submitted  is  fixed  at 
105  per  cent. 

According  to  the  statements  submitted  by  the  auditor  of  the  company,  a  sinking 
fund  payment  of  $300,000  per.  annum,  payable  annually,  and  applied  to  the  purchase 
of  5  per  cent  bonds  to  be  kept  alive  for  the  purpose  of  augmenting  the  sinking 
fund  payments  by  annual  interest  accretions  would,  If  Invested  in  bonds  at  105  per 
cent,  retire  $30,000,000  face  value  of  bonds  in  38  years,  and  $55,000,000  of  bonds 
in  50  years,  and  would  be  still  more  adequate  in  the  event  of  the  redemption  or 
retirement  of  the  bonds  being  made  on  the  basis  of  105  per  cent,  and  of  course 
if  applied  to  the  purchase  of  bonds  at  less  than  either  of  the  two  figures  named 
would  to  that  extent  accelerate  the  ultimate  rotlrerat^nt  of  the  entire  bond  issue. 

The  Petitioner's  Existiny  Indvbtednena. 

The  present  obligations  of  the  company  are : 

1.  $15,000,000,  4  per  rent  three-year  gold  notes  which  mature  May  1.  1908. 

2.  $10,000,000,  5  per  cent  three-year  gold  notes  which  mature  March  1.  1910. 

3.  Promissory  notes  aggregating  $6,250,172.55  payable  on  demand  or  not  later 
than  June  23,  1008,  $600,000  of  which  boar  interest  at  the  rate  of  4»i|  per  cent 
per  annum  and  the  remainder  at  the  rate  of  6  per  cent. 

4.  Accounts  payable  to  reimburse  operating  and  income  accounts  for  expenditures 
for  capital  purposes,  as  of  January  1,  1008,  $5,232,553.56. 

Taking  these  items  up  in  their  order,  it  may  be  said : 

The  first  calls  for  no  especial  comment.  The  ol)ligatIona  mature  with  the 
expiration  of  the  present  month,  and  the  company  will  ho  in  default  thereon  unleRS 
it  is  able  to  secure  an  extension  of  the  specific  indebtedness,  or  to  fund  such 
indebtedness  by  an  issue  of  new  obligations,  for  leave  to  Issue  w^hich  the  pending 
application  was  made. 

2.  Provision  has  already  been  made  for  the  security  of  tills  issue  of  $10,000,000 
gold  notes  by  the  terms  of  a  trust  agreement  between  the  petitioner  and  the  Morton 
Trust  Company  dated  March  1,  1907,  which  provides  as  follows: 

**  8.  That  in  case  the  company  shall  mortgage  its  leasehold  interests  in  the  said 
rapid  transit  railroads  or  in  the  said  Manhattan  Railway,  or  pledge  any  of  the 
capital  stock  of  Rapid  Transit  Subway  Construction  Company,  New  York  &  Queens 
County  Railway  Company,  New  York  &  Long  Island  Traction  Company,  or  lx>ng 
Island  Electric  Company,  or  of  any  successor  or  successors  of  said  companies, 
owned  by  it,  prior  to  the  payment  of  all  of  the  notes  issued  hereunder,  such 
mortgage  or  pledge  shall  be  In  part  for  the  benefit  and  security  of  the  holders 
of  said  notes  and  coupons,  and  shall  expresvsly  provide  that  said  notes  and  coupons 
shall  have  a  lien  upon  the  premises  and  property  so  mortgaged  or  pledged,  equal 
to  the  lien  of  any  other  obligations  of  the  company  which  may  be  secured  thereby." 

Inasmuch  as  most  of  the  properties  described  in  the  above  quoted  paragraph  of 
the  said  trust  agreement  are  to  be  pledged  under  the  proposed  mortgage,  and  as 
the  said  $10,000,000  of  notes  have  still  nearly  two  years  to  run,  it  has  evidently 
not  been  deemed  necessary  by  the  petitioner  to  ask  leave  at  this  time  to  issue  bonds 
under  the  proposed  mortgage  with  which  to  redeem  the  said  $10,000,000  of  5  per 
cent  gold  notes;  but  it  has  been  necessary  to  provide  for  the  protection  of  these* 
notes  under  the  lien  of  the  mortgage,  so  that  the  mortgage  will  not  only,  imme- 
diately upon  its  execution,  become  security  for  the  payment  of  the  proposed  new 
issue  of  bonds,  but  as  well  for  the  payment  of  the  $10,000,000  5  per  cent  gold  notes 
which  are  not  presently  sought  to  be  refunded. 
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Among  the  asaets  of  the  petitioner  there  is  an  item  of  about  $4,000,000,  known 
as  the  Manhattan  Railway  Guaranty  Fund,  which  consists  of  an  investment  in 
securities,  a  list  of  which  constitutes  a  part  of  the  record  on  this  application,  aggre- 
gating a  par  value  of  $4,903,000,  and  a  market  value  as  of  the  quotations  of 
April  6,  1908,  of  $4,124,724.  This  guaranty  fund  (subject  to  the  requirements  of 
the  Manhattan  lease)  has  been  pledged  for  the  payment  not  only  of  item  No.  1, 
namely,  the  $15,000,000  of  4  per  cent  gold  notes,  but  also  of  Item  No.  2  now  under 
consideration.  The  redemption  of  the  $15,000,000  of  4  per  cent  gold  notes  by  the 
proceeds  of  the  proposed  issue  of  bonds,  and  the  use  to  which  the  same  are  to 
be  put,  will  result  in  relieving  such  guaranty  fund  of  the  lien  of  the  $15,000,000 
of  4  per  cent  gold  notes,  and  will  leave  the  same  attributable  solely  to  the  pledge 
to  secure  the  payment  of  the  $10,000,000  5  per  cent  gold  notes,  to  which  I  am 
now  referring,  so  soon  as  the  fund  shall  have  been  discharged  from  the  pledge 
under  which  it  is  now  held  in  conformity  with  the  terms  of  the  lease  from  the 
Manhattan  Railway  Company  to  the  Intcrborough  Rapid  Transit  Company.  This 
discharge  will  occur  on  the  1st  of  July,  1909,  provided  the  covenants  of  the  lessee 
under  the  terms  of  said  lease  shall  have  been  faithfully  kept,  and  the  said  lessee 
shall  have  continued  to  pay  dividends  at  a  rate  of  not  less  than  4  per  cent  per 
annum  upon  all  of  its  capital  stock.  As  appears  by  the  petition,  dividends  have 
been  paid  as  follows : 

For  the  calendar  year  1904 5% 

For  the  calendar  year  1905 7%% 

For  the  calendar  year  1906 8%% 

For  the  calendar  year  1907 9% 


It  will  be  apparent  from  the  foregoing  why  the  petitioner  has  not  included  the 
guaranty  fund  In  the  mortgaged  property.  If  hereafter  it  makes  an  application  to 
this  Commission  for  leave  to  Lssue  l>onds  under  the  terms  of  the  proposed  mortgage, 
with  which  to  secure  funds  for  the  redemption  of  the  said  $10,000,000  of  5  per  cent 
gold  notes  at  maturity,  the  leave  of  the  Commission  to  make  such  an  issue  for  such 
purpose  can  be  conditioned  upon  the  application  in  the  first  instance  of  the  proceeds 
of  the  guaranty  fund,  assuming  that  the  same  shall  have  been  discharged  of  its 
present  obligations,  to  the  redemption  of  the  amount  of  new  bonds  necessary  to  be 
issued  Jn  order  to  redeem  the  said  $10,000,000  of  gold  notes. 

3.  The  item  of  $6,250,172.55  of  outstanding  indebtedness  represented  by  promis- 
sory notes,  calls  for  no  comment  at  this  time.  The  list  as  set  out  in  the  record  of 
the  hearing  of  April  7th  shows  sufficiently  in  detail  what  these  notes  are,  and  there 
is  no  question  as  to  the  fact  that  they  were  issued  for  and  represent  value,  and  that 
their  proceeds  were  devoted  to  the  necessary,  proper  and  legitimate  business  of  the 
company. 

4.  The  item  of  accounts  payable  to  reimburse  operating  and  income  accounts 
for  exi>endlture3  for  capital  purposes,  to  the  amount  of  $5,232,553.56,  has  been 
explained  under  oath  by  the  auditor  of  the  company.  It  appears  that  the  capital 
of  the  company  has  been  Inadequate  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  all  of  the  necessary 
expenditures  for  capital  purposes,  and  that  in  order  to  meet  the  same  it  has  been 
necessary  to  avail  of  the  company's  credit ;  that  such  credit,  however,  has  not  been 
availed  of  to  the  'extent  of  enabling  the  company  to  meet  all  of  its  capital  expendi- 
tures from  the  use  of  such  credit,  and  that  It  has  been  necessary  for  the  company 
to  draw  upon  Its  operating  receipts  for  capital  purposes.  The  capital  account  thus 
becomes  indebted  to  the  operating  account,  and  the  petitioner  now  asks  leave  to 
include  in  the  bonds  and  notes  sought  to  be  issued,  as  by  the  terms  of  the  petition, 
an  amount  sufficient  to  provide  for  the  payment  not  only  of  outstanding  accounts 
payable  to  third  parties  for  labor,  material,  supplies  and  other  matters  Incident  to 
the  operation  and  maintenance  of  the  road,  aggregating  $1,769,869.62,  but  also  to 
enable  the  capital  account  to  restore  to  operating  account  the  sum  of  $3,462,683.94 
which  will  enable  the  operating  account  in  turn  to  meet  other  charges  now  due  and 
payable  by  It,  among  others  the  pending  indebtedness  .of  the  company  for  taxes, 
properly  payable  out  of  operating  receipts,  but  not  yet  paid  because  of  litigation  and 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  has  been  found  necessary  to  utilize  the  operating  receipts 
(or  capital  purposes  as  aforesaid. 
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It  Is.  however,  not  necessary  to  pass  upon  this  point  at  the  present  time  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  it  Is  also  estimated  that  the  Brooklyn  extension  of  the  Subway  will 
cost  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company,  over  and  above  what  is  paid  on 
account  of  construction  by  the  city,  $9,696,057,  of  which  the  Interborough  has  already 
paid  over  to  the  construction  company  $2,624,910,  and  has  loaned  to  the  construction 
company  and  which  will  be  applicable  to  this  purpose,  $?,300,000,  leaving  still  to  be 
paid  by  the  Interborough  as  a  minimum  obligation,  the  sum  of  $3,771,147. 

The  foregoing  facts  summarize  and  reflect  all  of  the  evidence  and  testimony  with 
regard  to  the  indebtedness  of  the  company  as  bearing  on,  to  quote  the  phraseology 
of  section  55  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  "  the  use  of  the  capital  to  be 
secured  by  the  issue  of  such  stock,  bonds,  notes,  or  other  evidences  of  indebtedness 
reasonably  required  for  the  purposes  of  the  corporation." 

The  Petitioner'8  Available  Assets. 
So  far  as  concerns  the  petitioner's  assets,   the  situation  may  be  summarized  as 
follows : 

It  has  disposable,  for  the  purposes  of  the  proposed  mortgage : 

1.  The  leases  from  the  city  of  New  York  of  the  municipally  owned  subways. 

2.  The  lease  of  the  Manhattan  Railway. 

3.  The  equipment  of  the  Subway  division. 

4.  Stock  and  bonds  of  the  following  companies : 

New  York  &  Queens  County  Railway  Company. 
New  York  &  I^ng  Island  Traction  Company,  and 
Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company, 
of  an  aggregate  cost  ct  $4,251,443.38,  as  set  out  In  the  petition. 

5.  28,000  out  of  50,000  shares  of  the  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway 
Company. 

6.  18,140  shares  of  the  capital  stock  of  the  Subway  Realty  Company  out  of  a 
total  of  20,000  shares,  costing  the  petitioner  $2,106,265.84,  and  an  open  account  of 
$942,122.72  for  moneys  advanced  to  said  company  by  the  petitioner. 

7.  The  entire  capital  stock  of  a  par  value  of  $6,000,000  of  the  Rapid  Transit 
Subway  Construction  Company,  for  which  the  petitioner  has  paid  In  cash  and  stock 
$12,000,000,  as  shown  by  the  balance  sheet  of  December  31,  1907. 

8.  985  shares  of  the  capital  stock  of  the  New  York  &  Long  Island  Railway  Com- 
pany, for  which  the  petitioner  paid,  as  appears  from  the  record,  $402,035.17. 

9.  There  are  other  items  of  assets,  which  for  the  purpose  of  the  Commission  upon 
this  application  I  regard  as  negligible  at  this  time. 

I  postpone  for  the  present  the  consideration  of  the  values  of  (1)  the  leases  of 
the  Subway  and  (2)  the  lease  of  the  Manhattan  Railway,  inasmuch  as  the  determina- 
tion of  the  present  value  of  these  leases  calculated  upon  present  net  earnings  Involves 
the  consideration  of  the  net  earning  capacity  of  the  properties  as  a  whole  and  peti- 
tioner's ability  to  meet  the  obligations,  either  now  existing  or  sought  to  be  incurred. 
I  now,  therefore,  first  consider  more  In  detail  the  value  of  the  properties  above 
enumerated. 

ji  —  Long  Island  Railroads  —  With  respect  to  the  New  York  &  Queens  County 
Railway  Company,  the  New  York  &  liOng  Island  Traction  Compifny,  and  the  Long 
Island  Electric  Railway  Company  —  the  three  principal  subsidiary  companies  —  full 
statements  have  been  supplied,  sworn  to  by  the  auditor  of  the  company,  with  regard 
to  their  properties,  real  and  personal,  as  well  as  their  earning  capacity  and  the 
expenses  of  operation  and  maintenance.  The  petitioner  has  also  submitted  a  carefiU 
detailed  report  concerning  the  cost  of  these  properties  and  their  present  physical 
condition,  prepared  by  Messrs.  Sanderson  &  Porter,  a  well-known  firm  of  contracting 
engineers.  I  make  no  reference  at  this  time  to  tlie  stock  of  the  New  York  City  Inter- 
borough Company,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  petitioner  has  not  proposed,  and  does 
not  propose,  to  Include  it  in  the  mortgage,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  its  lines 
are  incomplete  and  in  process  of  construction. 

B  —  Siihiray  Realty  Compaivy  —  The  Subway  Realty  Company  has  a  capital  stock 
of  $2,000,000,   of  which   $1,814,000  is   owned  by  the   Interborough   Rapid   Transit 
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Company,  haying  been  acquired  by  it  at  the  cost  above  stated.  The  only  asset  the 
Subway  Realty  Company  has  now  is  the  property  known  as  the  Hotel  Belmont,  situ- 
ated at  the  southwest  cofher  of  42d  street  and  Park  avenue,  in  the  borough  of 
Manhattan.  This  property  is  at  present  subject  to  a  mortgage  of  $2,800,000,  carry- 
ing interest  at  the  rate  of  5  per  cent,  besides  an  indebtedness  to  the  petitioner  in 
the  amount  of  $942,122.72,  upon  which  interest  is  being  paid  at  the  rate  of  6  per 
cent  per  annum,  which  indebtedness  the  petitioner  proposes  to  embrace  in  the  mort- 
gaged property.  The  Subway  Realty  Company  has  since  this  lease  declared  and 
paid  on  its  capital  stock.  Including  that  owned  by  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit 
Company,  dividends  at  the  rate  of  5  per  cent  per  annum.  A  valuation  of  this  prop- 
erty, made  by  Horace  S.  Ely  &  Company,  was  submitted  at  the  hearing  on  April  7th. 
that  Arm  having  appraised  the  property  at  a  valuation  of  between  $5,500,000  and 
$6,000,000.  The  property  is  loaned  for  the  term  of  20  years  from  November  1,  1906, 
at  the  annual  rental  of  $3l^,2r>6.34,  over  and  above  all  taxes,  assessments,  water 
rates,  insurance  premiums,  repalis,  etc. 

C  —  A'cfo  Yor\  rf  Ijong  JsUind  Railroad  Company  — ^As  to  the  New  York  &  Long 
Island  Railroad  Company,  or  '*  Steinway  Tunnel,"  it  may  be  stated  that  it  Is  gener- 
ally admitted  that  the  franchise  of  this  company  to  be  a  corporation  has  expired, 
but  there  is  now  In  litigation  the  question  as  to  wh«'ther  the  franchise  to  own, 
maintain  and  operate  a  railroad  Is  not  still  In  existence,  and  available  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  creditors  of  the  corporation,  as  such  creditors  may  be  represented  by  the 
board  of  directors  now  acting  as  trustees  or  otherwise.  IM-actlcally  the  sole  creditor, 
however,  of  such  extinct  corporation  Is  the  present  petitioner,  which  has  advanced 
upwards  of  $7,000,000,  representing  the  cost  of  the  construction  of  the  so-called 
*'  Steinway  Tunnel,"  so  that,  clearing  the  ground  of  technical  and  legal  intricacies, 
it  appears  that  the  petitioner  is  the  equitable  owner  of  the  entire  beneficiary  interest 
of  the  so-called  "  Steinway  Tunnel  "  property. 

By  the  draft  or  tentative  mortgage,  as  originally  submitted  with  the  petition,  no 
provision  was  made  for  the  pledge  of  the  property  known  as  the  "  Steinway  Tunnel.*' 
Owing  to  the  unsettled  legal  quebtlons  affecting  the  status  of  this  property,  it  would 
not  appear  to  be  expedient  to  provide  for  its  direct  pledge  under  the  mortgage,  but 
the  company  acquiesces  In  the  suggestion  that  there  be  Inserted  In  the  mortgage  a 
covenant  to  the  effect  that  the  proceeds  of  any  sale  of  this  property,  if  and  when 
realized,  shall  be  applied  to  the  reduction  of  the  indebtedness  to  be  secured  by  the 
mortgage. 

D  —  The  Subtcay  Equipment  Account. —  The  equipment  account,  by  the  balance 
sheet  of  June  30,  1907,  represented  a  cost  to  the  company  of  $25,147,451.56.  As 
appears  from  the  testimony  of  the  commission's  expert  accountant,  Mr.  Marvyn  Scud- 
der,  the  equipment  account  has  been  carefully  examined,  analyzed  and  audited.  The 
account  has  been  brought  down  to  the  end  of  the  calendar  year  1907,  and  now 
appears  upon  the  books  of  the  company  as  representing  a  cost  to  the  company  at 
that  date  of  $24,768,963.46,  exclusive  of  real  estate.  As  a  result  of  the  examination 
and  analysis  of  the  accounts  made  by  Mr.  Scudder,  the  company  has  acquiesced  In 
the  removal  from  its  subway  equipment  account  of  items  aggregating  $1,302,817, 
which  are  now  carried  under  the  ledger  title  **  Contractors'  Expense  Account,"  as 
not  at  this  time  representing  tangible  assets  available  for  the  purposes  of  pledge 
under  the  mortgage,  the  principal  items  in  such  contractors'  expense  account  con- 
sisting of  discounts  on  loans,  counsel  fees,  and  like  matters. 

To  determine  the  exact  replacement  value  of  this  equipment  at  the  present  time 
would  be  a  long  and  tedious  operation,  which  It  was  unnecessary  to  go  into,  Inas- 
much as  the  security  offered  for  the  protection  of  the  proposed  Issue  of  bonds  out- 
side of  and  over  and  above  the  value  of  the  equipment  is  ample  and  the  Investigation 
which  has  been  made  was  not  conducted  with  the  view  of  estopping,  and  cannot 
estop  the  city  of  New  York  in  any  matters  or  questions  which  may  hereafter  arise 
between  it  and  the  petitioner  as  to  the  actual  cost  of  said  equipment  to  either  the 
petitioner  or  the  Rapid  Transit  Subway  Construction  Company. 

The  Commission's  expert,  Mr.  McI>imont,  has  made  a  careful  examination  of  the 
physical  condition  of  the  properties  constituting  the  company's  equipment,  and  has, 
among  other  things,  reported  as  follows : 

•  Vol.  n.— 5. 
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"  The  funeral  desif^i  and  capacity  of  the  working?  parts  of  the  eguipmeDt  are  good 
and  sufficient  to  meet  the  prenent  requirements  of  the  sj'stem.  ...  I  found  that 
the  equipment  was  all  in  thoroughly  first-class  operative  condition  and  having  been 
exceptionally  well  maintained,  and  in  fact  in  some  instances  the  original  apparatus 
has  been  improved  since  its  installation,  the  depreciation  should  be  set  at  the  mini- 
mum for  each  part  of  the  property." 

E  —  Manhattan  Lease. —  Inasmuch  as  the  lease  from  the  Manhattan  Railway  Com- 
pany is  itself  in  the  nature  of  a  franchise,  for  the  purpose  of  determining  the  actual 
value  In  operation  of  the  system  as  a  whole.  I  shall  consider  this  item  in  conjunction 
with  that  of  the  value  of  the  leases  of  the  Subway  railroads,  and  the  controlled 
companies,  at  the  conclusion  hereof. 

F — After  Acquired  Equipment. —  The  tentative  mortgage  pledges  all  of  the  re^l 
estate  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Comimny  by  specific  description,  including 
all  that  which  at  present  constitutes,  technically,  a  part  of  the  equlpmehi  of  the  Sub- 
way. The  equipment  proper  is  covered  in  general  terms.  Tile  tentative  mortgage 
was,  however,  considered  to  be  inadequate  in  that  it  did  not  include  all  after  acquired 
property  which  might  constitute  a  part  of  the  equipment  as  defined  in  the  leases  of 
the  Subway.  The  company  has,  however,  acquiesced  in  the  suggestion  that  the  terms 
of  the  mortgage  be  so  amended  as  to  include  in  the  mortgaged  premises  all  property 
now  owned  or  hereafter  acquired  by  the  company  which  shall  constitute  a  part  of 
the  equipment  as  the  same  is  defined  in  the  leases  of  the  Subway,  thereby  materially 
strengthening  and  improving  the  security. 

Q  —  Claim  Against  City  of  "Sexo  York. —  In  this  connection  it  may  also  be  noted 
that  a  claim  against  the  city  of  New  York  arising  out  of  the  construction  of  the 
Subway  under  Rapid  Transit  Contract  No.  1,  has  l>cen  asserted  in  the  name  of  John 
B.  McDonald,  the  original  contractor,  but  a  three-quarters  interest  therein  is  owned 
by  the  construction  company,  the  remaining  ono-quartor  interest  having  passed  to 
the  petitioner.  This  claim  is  now  in  the  course  of  liquidation  under  the  terms  of  an 
arbitration  agreement  between  the  parties  in  interest  in  the  form  of  an  amendment 
to  Rapid  Transit  Contract  No.  1.  approved  by  this  Commission.  Inasmuch  as  this 
claim  is  at  present  undetermined  and  indeterminate,  and  Inasmuch  as  when  recovered, 
and  for  whatever  amount  recovered,  it  may  be  taken  into  consideration  by  this 
Commission  in  connection  with  an  application  for  leave  to  make  any  further  issue  of 
bonds  under  the  mortgage,  no  requirement  should  be  made  by  the  Commission  at  the 
present  time  that  such  indeterminate  claim  be  Included  in  the  mortgage 

Having  thus  considered  the  petitioner's  indebtedness  now  sought  to  be  refunded, 
and  Its  assets  available  for  the  purpose  of  securing  the  payment  of  obligations  which 
may  be  authorized  for  such  refunding  purposes,  there  still  remains  to  consider: 

H  —  The  Present  Net  Earning  Capacity  of  the  System. —  There  remains  to  con- 
sider the  present  net  earning  capacity  of  the  petitioner's  Subway  and  Elevated  rail- 
road systems,  operated  as  a  whole. 

The  estimate  of  the  company's  auditor  based  upon  the  actual  income  expenditure 
for  the  first  three  months  of  the  calendar  year,  with  due  consideration  for  the  actual 
earnings  of  the  past  calendar  year,  is  as  follows : 

Gross  earnings   • *     !p*.4,yt>y,T^o 

Operating  expenses 10,903,996 

Net   earnings $14,055,732 

Other  income   I,0<0,i72 

Gross  income    $15fl26,504 

Interest  on  bonds  and  3-year  gold  notes  and  rentals ^5'?§S'525 

Taxes • 1,600,000 

Total  interest,  rentals  and  taxes 6,886,832 

Balance ^S'§i§ 

7%  on  Manhattan  Ry.  Co.  stock 4,^00,000 

Net  income   $4,029,672 

Dividends  on  $35,000,000  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  capital         «  -^^^^ 
Btock 3,150,000 

Surplus »879,672 
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It  will  be  noticed  that  the  foregoing  would  show  If  the  future  justifies  the  present 
estimate,  an  apparent  earning  capacity  upon  the  present  basis  of  the  Joint  operation 
of  the  two  divisions,  of  9  per  cent  upon  the  $35,000,000  of  capital  stock  of  the  Inter- 
borough  Rapid  Transit  Company,  and  a  surplus  of  $879,672,  after  making  all  provi- 
sions for  the  payment  of  the  interest  on  funded  and  floating  debt,  and  after  making 
provision  for  maintenance  account  and  operating  expenses  as  the  same  actually  pre- 
vailed for  the  first  three  months  of  the  calendar  year,  without  reference  to  their 
adequacy  or  liability  to  increase.  There  should,  however,  in  my  Judgment  in  any 
event,  be  eliminated  from  this  estimate  of  surplus  the  sum  of  $275,000,  which  the 
company's  auditor  has  included  as  the  estimated  additional  contribution  to  gross 
income  from  the  opening  of  the  extension  of  the  Subway  to  Atlantic  avenue,  Brook- 
lyn. Although  the  same  may  be  realized  in  the  future  it  is  at  present  a  matter  of 
pare  speculation.  This  estimated  surplus  is,  however,  subject  to  reductions  precisely 
as  the  petitioner  itself  may  voluntarily  make  a  larger  expenditure  for  maintenance 
or  a  new  attribution  to  reserve  for  depreciation,  or  as  the  petitioner  may  be  required 
so  to  do  by  this  Commission,  and  it  is  impossible  for  one  or  anyone  at  this  time  to 
say  more,  nor  are  we  called  upon  to  say  more  than  that  the  net  income  will  in  my 
opinion  be  much  more  than  ample  to  meet  the  service  of  the  notes  and  bonds  to 
issue  which  at  the  present  time  the  petitioner  asks  leave,  without  reference  to  the 
dividends  on  the  stock. 

The  Commission  acquires  Jurisdiction  of  the  matter  in  thiti  petition  under  and 
by  virtue  of  the  provisions  of  section  55  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  and 
of  subdivision  10  of  section  4  of  the  Railroad  Law. 

The  petitioner  is  without  authority  to  execute  the  mortgage  or  to  issue  securities 
thereunder,  and  the  Commission  is  without  authority  to  authorize  such  act  on  the 
part  of  the  petitioner,  unless  the  bonds,  notes,  or  other  evidences  of  indebtedness 
souglit  to  be  secured  by  the  mortgage  have  been  found  by  the  Commission  to  be  nec- 
essary— 

1.  For  the  acquisition  of  property,  construction,  completion,  extension  or  improve-  . 
ment  of  its  facilities ;  or 

2.  For  the  improvement  or  maintenance  of  Its  service ;  or 

3.  For  the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  its  obligations, — 

and  in  the  event  of  the  Commission  authorizing  such  issue  it  is  necessary  for  the 
Commission  to  find  that  in  its  opinion  the  use  of  the  capital  to  be  secured  by  the 
issue  of  such  stocks,  bonds,  notes  or  other  evidences  of  indebtedness  is  reasonably 
required  for  the  said  purposes  of  the  corporation. 

The  Commission  has  carefully  considered  each  detail  of  the  proposed  mortgage, 
with  the  result  that  it  has  suggested  to  the  petitioner  many  changes  in  the  form, 
phraseology  and  scope  of  that  instrument,  in  respect  more  particularly  to  the  fol- 
lowing matters : 

1.  It  has  been  deemed  desirable  and  proper  that  the  mortgage  should  include  the 
lease  of  the  Manhattan  Railway,  in  order  that  the  bondholders  shall  have  the  secur- 
ity of  the  entire  earning  capacity  of  the  railroad  system  operated  by  the  petitioner. 

2.  The  proceeds  of  the  Stelnway  tunnel,  when  and  as  the  same  shall  be  disposed 
of,  should  be  devoted  to  the  purposes  of  the  mortgage  as  hereinbefore  set  out 

3.  The  sinking  fund  is  approved  as  proposed  in  the  petition,  but  the  provisions 
of  the  mortgage  have  been  modified  so  that  the  annual  sinking  fund  payment  may 
be  Increased  by  the  petitioner  at  any  time,  and  must  be  so  Increased  if  the  Commis- 
sion, as  a  condition  of  the  authorization  of  any  subsequent  issue  of  bonds,  shall  so 
require. 

4.  No  bonds  shall  be  issued  at  any  time  without  the  previous  approval  of  the 
Commission. 

5.  The  price  ^t  which  bonds  may  be  purchased  for  the  sinking  fund  or  redeemed 
at  the  option  of  the  petitioner  should  be  105  per  cent  and  accrued  interest,  instead  of 
110  per  cent  and  accrued  interest,  as  requested  In  the  petition. 

6.  Bonds  redeemed  pursuant  to  the  option  reserved  to  the  company  shall  be  can- 
celled, and  shall  not  thereafter  be  reissued,  and  bonds  originally  issued  as  security 
for  notes  and  not  used  for  the  payment  or  redemption  of  notes  shall  be  cancelled, 
hot  a  corresponding  amount  of  such  bonds  may  thereafter  be  issued  for  the  purposes 
In  the  mortgage  defined,  with  the  previous  approval  of  the  Commission. 
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7.  The  mortgafce  has  been  required  to  be  so  altered  that  Instead  of  bonds  beingr 
issued  thereunder  to  raise  funds  with  which  to  make  advances  to  subsidiary  com- 
panies (taking  their  bonds  in  return  as  security  under  this  mortgage,  and  thereby 
devoting  to  the  purposes  of  the  subsidiary  companies  the  proceeds  of  the  new  pro- 
posed issue)  those  companies  be  left  to  finance  their  own  requirements  by  the  sale 
of  their  own  securities,  upon  application  to  and  approval  of  the  Tublic  Service  Com- 
missioners, where  such  approval  is  required  by  law. 

8.  With  the  exception  of  such  of  the  bonds  as  shall  be  exchanged  for  the  notes 
of  the  $25,000,000  note  issue,  no  bonds  may  be  issued  by  the  company  for  less  than 
par,  except  after  public  advertisement  for  bids  upon  due  notice;  with  the  right  to 
the  company,  however,  to  cause  an  underwriting  syndicate  to  be  formed  to  take  the 
bonds  at  a  price  below  which  they  shall  not  be  offered  to  the  public,  and  subject  to 
such  public  offering,  and  to  pay  a  reasonable  commission  for  the  formation  of  such 
underwriting  syndicate;  and  in  respect  of  the  exception  made  to  the  foregoing  rule 
in  the  matter  of  the  issue  now  authorized  the  bonds  issued  and  pledged  as  security 
for  the  company's  notes  may  not  be  disposed  of  by  the  company  in  exchange  for 
such  notes  at  a  discount  of  more  than  1  per  cent  without  the  consent  and  approval 
of  the  Commission. 

9.  The  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  all  bonds  must  be  set  aside,  separate  and  apart 
from  all  other  assets  and  funds  of  the  company,  and  used  only  for  the  purposes 
for  which  the  issue  of  the  said  bonds  or  notes  is  authorized. 

10.  The  company  must  keep  true  and  correct  accounts  showing  the  application 
by  it  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  all  bonds,  and  showing  also  the  receipt  and  appli- 
cation by  it  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  all  property  at  any  time  subject  to  the 
Hen  of  the  mortgage  which  may  be  sold  free  from  such  lien,  which  accounts  shall 
at  all  reasonable  times  be  subject  to  inspection  by  bondholders  as  well  as  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission,  and  such  accounts  shall  be  audited  from  time  to  time  by 
an  impartial  accountant  or  accountants  appointed  for  such  purpose  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission,  and  a  copy  of  the  accounts  as  so  audited  be  subject  at  all  rea- 
sonable times  to  the  inspection  of  any  bondholders 

11.  The  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  all  properties  at  any  time  subject  to  the  mortgage 
and  sold  free  from  the  Hon  thereof  must,  except  so  far  as  the  same  shall  be  replaced 
by  a  new  property  or  equipment,  be  applied  to  the  reduction  of  the  mortgage  debt. 

The  foregoing  are  the  most  salient  changes  which  have  been  suggested  by  the 
Commission  (and  which  have  been  acquiesced  in  by  the  petitioner)  as  necessary  to 
the  more  perfect  protection  and  security  of  the  bondholders  of  the  company,  to  the 
prompt  and  speedy  reduction  of  the  company's  indebtedness,  and  to  the  more  perfect 
accounting  for  the  disposition  of  the  funds  procured  through  the  sale  of  bonds  as 
authorized. 

Special  attention  may  be  called  to  the  matter  of  the  Subway  Realty  Company. 
The  law  authorizes  the  acquisition  by  the  company  of  real  property  **  for  the  pur- 
poses of  its  incorporation,"  which  "  shall  be  deemed  to  be  required  for  a  public 
use"  (Railroad  I^w,  section  7).  By  section  18,  subdivision  5  of  the  Railroad  Law, 
the  company  is  authorized  '*  to  acquire  and  use  such  real  estate  and  other  property 
in  this  State  as  may  be  necessary  in  the  conduct  of  Its  business,  but  the  value  of 
such  real  estate  held  at  any  one  time  shall  not  exceed  the  sum  of  one  million  dol- 
lars ($1,000,000)." 

If  the  right  of  the  petitioner  to  acquire  and  hold  real  property  were  confined  to 
the  two  foregoing  provisions  of  the  law.  It  Is  doubtful  whether  this  Commission 
could  recognize  the  propriety  of  its  Investment  in  the  so-called  Belmont  Hotel  prop- 
erty, but  by  section  42  of  the  Stock  Corporation  Law  it  is  provided  that: 

"Any  corporation  may  purchase  any  property  authorized  by  its  certificate  of  incor- 
poration, or  necessary  for  the  use  and  lawful  purposes  of  such  corporation,  and  may 
Issue  stock  to  the  amount  of  the  value  thereof  in  payment  therefor/* 

It  is  also  provided  by  section  40  of  the  Stock  Corporation  Law  as  follows : 

"Any  stock  corporation,  domestic  or  foreign,  now^  existlug  or  hereafter  organised, 
except  monied  corporations,  may  purchase,  acquire,  hold  and  dispose  of  the  stocks, 
bonds  and  other  evidences  of  indebtedness  of  any  corporation,  domestic  or  foreign, 
and  issue  In  exchange  therefor  its  stock,  bonds  or  other  obligations  if  authorized 
so  to  do  by  a  provision  in  the  certificate  of  incorporation  of  such  stock  corporation. 
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or  In  anj'  certificate  amendatory  thereof  or  supplementary  thereto  filed  In  pursuance 
of  law.      ♦     •     ••» 

Article  12  of  the  certificate  of  Incorporation  of  the  petitioner  provides  as  follows : 
"  The  corporation  shall  have  power  to  purchase,  acquire,  hold  and  dispose  of  the 
stocks,  bonds  and  other  evidences  of  indebtedness  of  any  corporation,  domestic  or 
foreign,  and  to  Issue  In  exchan^  therefor  its  own  stock,  bonds  or  other  obligations." 
It  Is  therefore  Indubitable  that  the  holding  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit 
Company  in  the  capital  stock  of  the  Subway  Realty  Company  Is  for  a  lawful  corpo- 
rate purpose,  and  that  it  has  corporate  capacity  not  only  to  hold,  but  to  pledge,  said 
stock  as  collateral  security  for  Its  lawful  obligations.  The  question  here  presented  is 
not  as  to  whether  or  not  this  Commission  would  approve  of  the  issue  of  new  secur- 
ities for  the  purpose  of  the  acquisition  by  the  company  of  real  estate  for  a  hotel 
puri>ose,  but  whether  the  petitioner's  investment  heretofore  made  In  the  capital  stock 
of  the  Subway  Realty  Company  is,  or  was  at  the  time  thereof,  a  proper  and  lawful 
Investment,  as  to  which  there  can  be  no  doubt. 

The  mortgage  as  executed  will  in  all  respects  be  absolutely  subordinate  to  the 
rights  of  the  city  as  lessor  under  the  provisions  of  the  contracts  of  lease,  and  can  in 
no  way,  directly  or  Indirectly,  affect,  modify,  limit  or  change  such  rights,  and  neither 
will  nor  can  constitute  a  Hen  upon  the  property  detrimental  or  antagonistic  to  the 
interests  of  the  dty  as  lessor;  and  in  this  connection  the  proposed  mortgage  has 
been  so  modified  as  to  include  within  Its  terms  not  merely  the  interest  of  the  peti- 
tioner as  lessee  in  the  subway  railroads,  but  also  all  property,  real  and  personal, 
now,  and  which  may  at  any  time  hereafter  be  acquired,  as  a  part  of  the  equipment 
of  the  two  said  subway  railroads,  pursuant  to  the  terms  of  the  leases  thereof,  to  the 
end  that  In  case  the  mortgage  should  be  foreclosed,  the  purchaser  would  step  into 
the  shoes  of  the  lessee  as  the  holder  not  merely  of  the  terms  created  by  the  leases, 
but  of  all  of  the  property  constituting  at  that  time  the  equipment  of  the  said  rail- 
roads under  the  provisions  of  the  contracts,  and  therefore  the  better  enabled  to  fulfill 
and  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  said  leases,  subject,  nevertheless,  always,  to 
the  city's  right  of  acquisition  of  the  equipment  at  its  then  appraised  value,  at  the 
expiration  of  the  term. 

It  must  also  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  authorization  of  the  issue  of  the  $25,000,000 
of  notes  secured  by  the  $30,000,000  of  bonds  as  proposed  is  not  in  any  respect  an 
authorization  to  Increase  the  company's  indebtedness.  The  unsecured  indebtedness 
of  the  corporation  at  the  date  of  the  application  amounted  to  $35,352,720.11.  The 
authorized  issue  of  bonds  at  the  present  time  is  $30,000,000,  to  secure  a  note  Issue 
of  $25,000,000,  and  there  is  also  brought  under  the  security  of  the  mortgage  an  out- 
standing note  Issue  of  $10,000,000  maturing  two  years  hence.  Th§  purpose  for 
which  the  issue  is  authorized  is  solely  for  the  payment  of  petitioner's  obligations,  or 
for  the  payment  of  Indebtedness  about  to  mature,  as  representing  accuunts  payable 
and  obligations  Incurred  for  the  acquisition,  construction,  completion,  extension  and 
ImproT'ement  of  the  company's  facilities  in  the  matter  of  the  so-called  Brooklyn 
extension.  The  obligations  heretofore  incurred  and  not  yet  due  by  and  from  the  peti- 
tioner for  the  acquisition  of  the  said  property  and  the  construction  and  extension  of 
Its  road,  as  aforesaid.  Including  among  others  the  sum  of  $3,771,147,  or  thereabouts, 
payable  to  the  Rapid  Transit  Subway  Construction  Company  on  the  completion  of 
the  Brooklyn  extension  of  the  rapid  transit  railway  to  its  terminus  at  Flatbush  and 
Atlantic  avenues,  Brooklyn,  being  on  account  of  the  excess  cost  of  said  railway  over 
and  above  the  amount  payable  with  respect  to  the  construction  thereof  by  the  city 
of  New  York,  The  present  transaction,  therefore,  merely  provides  for  the  extension 
or  funding  of  the  company's  indebtedness  in  respect  to  the  greater  part  thereof,  and 
for  the  liquidation  of  the  remainder  thereof.  The  company's  creditors  under  the 
mortgage  will  be  in  a  better  position  than  the  present  creditors  would  be  in  if  their 
claims  were  reduced  to  Judgment  and  the  property  in  the  hands  of  a  receiver;  and 
a  fallnre  to  authorize  the  refunding  and  the  better  securing  of  the  company's  exist- 
ing indebtedness  would  have  the  effect  of  compelling  the  company  to  seek  extensions 
of  Its  existing  debt  upon  onerous  terms,  even  assuming  that,  given  the  present  state 
of  the  market,  such  extensions  could  possibly  be  secured,  or  otherwise  to  fall  under 
the  administration  of  the  court.  The  result  of  the  refunding  as  proposed  Is  to  the 
benefit  of  the  stockholders  and  creditors  of  the  company,  and  carries  with  it  the 
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assurance  to  the  public  of  the  compauy's  ability  to  exercise  the  functions  Involved  In 
the  acceptance  by  it  of  its  franchise  and  the  terms  of  the  obligations  assumed  by  It 
to  the  city  of  New  York  In  the  leases  of  the  rapid  transit  railways  more  perfectly 
and  satisfactorily,  and  to  the  maintenance  of  the  company's  credit  under  conditions 
which  will  the  mere  perfectly  enable  it  to  comply  with  the  requirements  of  this  Com- 
mission for  an  improved  and  extended  service. 

The  Commission  has  held  six  public  sessions  on  this  matter.  No  objections  have 
been  made  to  the  ^ranting  of  the  petition  except  on  the  part  of  one  stockholder, 
to  wit,  Continental  securities  Company,  represented  by  C.  H.  Venner,  its  president, 
the  holder  of  300  shares  of  stock,  and  which  has  objected  upon  the  five  following 
grounds : 

1.  That  the  notice  calling  the  meeting  of  the  stockholders  of  the  petitioner  for 
the  purpose  of  authorizing  the  mortgage  was  not  sufficiently  specific. 

2.  That  the  Interborough-Metropolitan  Company,  or  Windsor  Trust  Company, 
trustee,  as  holder  of  339,128  shares  of  stock  of  the  petitioner,  was  not  entitled  to 
vote  for  the  approval  of  the  mortgage,  upon  the  ground  that  the  said  Interborough- 
Metropolitan  Company  had  acquired  said  stock  by  issuing  its  bonds  pursuant  to  an 
illegal  combination  with  other  companies  constitutiug  a  combination  and  monopoly 
in  violation  of  law. 

3.  That  the  proposed  bond  issue  is  Insufficient  to  meet  the  future  requirements 
of  the  company,  and  that  it  would  be  a  serious  mistake  to  authorize  a  mortgage  for 
less  than  $75,000,000,  and  that  even  $100,000,000  would  be  found  insufficient  within 
twenty  years. 

4.  That  the  investment  in  the  stock  of  the  Subway  Realty  Company  and  the 
advances  to  that  company  were  unlawful  and  improper. 

5.  That  the  claim  of  the  petitioner  against  the  city  of  New  York  when  collected 
should  be  applied  to  the  payment  of  the  floating  debt,  and  that  no  bonds  should  be 
issued  for  purposes  which  could  be  met  by  applying  the  amount  of  the  said  claim 
against  the  city. 

Considering  these  objections  in  their  order,  it  is  my  opinion  : 

1.  As  to  the  notice :  The  notice  calling  the  special  meeting  of  the  stockholders 
states  it  to  be  "  for  the  purpose  of  considering  a  proposition  to  issue  and  dispose  of 
bonds  for  the  refunding  of  the  obligations  of  the  company  and  for  its  other  corpo- 
rate purposes,  and  to  authorize  and  consent  to  a  mortgage  of  the  property  and  fran- 
chises of  the  company  to  secure  payment  of  said  bonds  and  of  the  present  outstand- 
ing gold  notes  of  the  company  or  any  renewals  or  extensions  thereof,  and  to  take 
such  other  action  in  connection  therewith  as  may  be  brought  before  the  said 
meeting." 

The  requirements  for  action  by  stockholders  regarding  the  issue  of  mortgages  by 
a  railroad  corporation  are  those  contained  in  subdivision  10  of  section  4  of  the 
Railroad  Law,  to  wit :  / 

"  But  no  mortgage  except  purchase-money  mortgages  shall  be  issued  by  any  rail- 
road corporation  under  this  or  any  other  law  without  .  .  the  consent  of  the 
stockholders  owning  at  least  two-thirds  of  the  stock  of  the  corporation  .  .  . 
which  is  represented  and  voted  upon  in  person  or  by  proxy  at  a  meeting  called 
for  that  purpose  upon  a  notice  stating  the  time,  place  and  object  of  the  meet- 
ing.    .     .     ." 

The  rule  as  to  the  form  and  contents  of  such  notice  Is  succinctly  stated  in  the 
American  &  English  Encyclopaedia  of  Law,  Second  Edition,  vol.  26,  pages  992-093 : 

"  No  particular  form  of  notice  is  required,  except  that  the  notice  must  generally 
show  the  authority  of  the  person  Issuing  it  and  the  time,  place,  and  objects  of  the 
meeting.  In  stating  the  time  not  only  the  day  must  be  given,  but  the  hour  also,  and 
the  objects  of  the  meeting,  that  is,  the  business  to  be  transacted,  must  be  stated  with 
sufficient  particularity  to  enable  the  stockholder  to  determine  for  himself  whether  tt 
is  necessary  /or  him  to  attend  in  order  to  protect  his  interests.  Technical  objections 
to  the  notice,  however,  will  not  be  sustained  where  it  is  substantially  8affl(flent  to 
enable  the  stockholders  to  determine  whether  their  Interests  are  Involved  and  to 
attend  the  meeting  if  they  wish  to  do  so,  and  no  one  has  been  misled  by  the  defects 
complained  of." 
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To  the  same  effect  see  Cook  on  Corporations,  vol.  2,  section  595.  See  also  Langan 
V.  Franklin,  26  Abb.  N.  C.  102;  Jones' y.  Railroad,  67  N.  Y.  234:  ffouth  School  DU- 
trict  V.  Blakealee,  13  Conn.  227 ;  and  Evann  v.  Boston  Heating  Co*  157  Mass.  37. 

The  notice  as  given  not  only  seems  ample  and  sufficient,  and  in  all  respects  con- 
forming to  the  requirements  of  the  statute,  but  the  objecting  stockholder  appeared 
at  the  meeting  and  participated  in  the  discussion  and  voted  upon  the  proposition 
to  authorize  the  mortgage,  thereby  exercising  his  right  of  self  protection,  to  enable 
him  to  have  an  opportunity  to  exercise  which  right  is  the  purpose  of  the  statutory 
requirement  for  notice. 

2.  The  objection  to  the  right  of  the  Interborough-Metropolitan  Company  or  Wind- 
sor Trust  Company  as  trustee,  to  vote  the  pledged  stock :  It  appears  from  the 
proofs  submitted  that  the  stockholders  of  record,  to  a  number  in  excess  of  the  statu- 
tory requirement,  appeared  at  the  special  meeting  and  voted  to  consent  to  the 
mortgage,  and  it  is  not  within  the  competence  of  the  Commission  to  go  behind  stich 
record  and  determine  who  are  stockholders  de  jure,  that  being  a  matter  exclusively 
for  the  courts,  and  it  being  the  duty  of  the  Commission  to  recognize  the  stockholders 
de  facto  until  any  questions  of  law  with  respect  to  the  holding  of  such  stock  shall 
have  been  Judicially  determined. 

3.  The  legality  of  the  investment  in  the  stock  of  the  Subway  Realty  Company 
has  been  already  considered,  and  as  hereinbefore  appears  it  is  my  opinion  that  the 
objection  is  not  well  taken. 

4.  As  to  the  objection  that  the  company's  claim  against  the  city  should  not  be 
Included  in  the  mortgage,  it  is  unnecessary  to  consider  it  other  than  to  note  that  it 
was  not  proposed  by  the  company  that  the  same  should  be  included  in  the  mortgage, 
and  it  has  not  been  deemed  wise  by  the  Commission  to  include  the  same,  but  rather 
that  the  same,  whatever  It  may  be  if  any,  when  recovered  shall  be  a  free  asset  in 
the  hands  of  the  company  for  its  genera]  corporate  purposes. 

5.  As  to  the  objection  that  the  mortgage  is  not  large  enough,  it  is  obvious  that 
it  Is  quite  ample  for  the  purpose,  and  that  to  authorize  a  larger  issue  at  this  time 
would  be  improper  and  injudicious.  The  mortgage  is  ample  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  the  company  at  least  for  some  years  to  come,  and  when  it  becomes  indu- 
bitable that  the  company's  requirements  are  larger  than  those  which  could  be 
properly  cared  for  out  of  the  proceeds  of  bonds  to  be  issued  under  the  present 
mortgage  it  will  then  be  the  proper  time  to  consider  the  enlargement  of  the  mort- 
gage debt  by  a  refunding,  and  to  secure  still  further  issues  of  the  petitioner's 
bonds. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.  438. 
April  23,  1908, 

Whereas,  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  filed  with  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  First  District  its  petition  verified  the  4th  day  of  March,  1908, 
praying  for  the  approval  by  said  Commission  of  the  execution  of  a  mortgage  by 
said  company  to  secure  an  issue  of  not  to  exceed  ^55,000,000  of  its  45-year  gold 
mortgage  bonds,  as  well  as  certain  of  its  outstaudins:  gold  notes,  and  authorizing 
the  Immediate  issue  of  130.000,000,  face  value,  of  said  bonds,  and  for  authority 
to  issue  its  promissory  notes  to  an  amount  not  exceeding  $25,000,000,  face  value, 
to  be  dated  May  1,  1908,  payable  not  exceeding  three  years  from  date,  bearing 
interest  payable  semi-annually  at  not  exceeding  bIx  per  cent  per  annum,  and  to 
secure  the  said  notes  by  the  pledtfn  of  not  excopdina:  .$3<T,0#O,0O0.  face  value,  of  the 
said  proposed  new  mortgage  bonds;  and  praying  also  the  consent  of  the  said  Com- 
mission as  the  successor  to  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners  for 
the  City  of  New  York,  pursuant  to  the  terms  of  the  leases  of  said  rapid  transit 
railroads,  to  assign  and  encnmber  the  said  leases  of  the  rapid  transit  railroads 
from  the  city  of  New  York  by  including  the  same  in  said  mortgage. 

And  whereas,  the  said  Public  Service  Commission  did  thereupon  by  order  dated 
March  6,  1908,  direct  the  said  petition  to  bo  heard  on  Monday.  March  16,  1908, 
at  2:30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and  that  the  petitioner  publish  a  notice  of  the 
said  application  and  of  the  time  and  place  of  the  said  hearing,  in  the  manner  and 
as  provided  in  said  order,  and  the  petitioner  did  thereupon  cause  notice  of  said 
application  and  of  the  time  and  place  of  said  hearing  to  be  published  In  pursuance 
of  such  order,  and  did  file  proof  thereof  with  the  Secretary  of  the  said  Commission 
before  the  opening  of  the  said  hearing ; 

And  whereas,  the  petitioner  with  the  leave  of  the  Commission  filed  its  amended 
petition  bearing  date  March  14^,  1908,  and  on  the  said   16th  day  of  March,  1008, 
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the  matter  coming  on  to  be  hoard  upon  the  said  petition  and  said  amended  petition, 
and  said  petitioner  having?  duly  appeared  by  George  W.  Wlckersham,  its  counsel, 
and  the  Contlneatal  SocurltlcR  Company  having  appeared  by  Clarence  H.  Venner, 
Its  president,  and  Thomas  L.  Peltner  having  appeared  In  person,  and  the  petitioner 
having  submitted  proofs  In  support  of  said  application,  and  the  hearing  having  been 
duly  adjourned  from  time  to  time,  and  the  Commission  having  taken  the  testimony 
and  having  examined  the  books  and  accounts  of  the  petitioner,  and  having  caused 
investigation  to  be  made  into  the  condition  and  value  of  the  railroads  and  prop- 
erties of  the  petitioner,  and  l)eing  fullv  advised  In  the  premises,  it  Is  hereby 

Ordered,  That  the  I'ubiic  ?Jervlce  Commission  for  the  First  District  does  hereby 
consent  to  the  execution  by  the  said  petitioner  Interborough  Uapld  Transit  Com- 
pany, of  a  mortgage  of  its  leasehold  Interests  in  the  rapid  transit  railroads  in  the 
city  of  New  York,  and  the  equipment  thereof,  its  leasehold  Interest  in  Manhattan 
Railway  and  the  other  property  in  said  mortgage  described  unto  Morton  Trust 
Company,  as  trustee,  sala  mortgage  to  be  dated  as  of  November  1,  1907,  to  secure 
an  issue  of  the  45-ypar  gold  bonds  of  the  said  company,  said  bonds  to  be  dated 
as  of  November  1,  1907,  to  be  payable  November  1,  1952,  to  bear  interest  at  not 
exceeding  five  per  cent  per  annum,  payable  semi-annually,  upon  the  terms  and 
conditions  in  said  mortgage  set  forth  and  contained,  and  also  to  secure  two  certain 
issues  of  gold  notes  of  said  petitioner,  viz.: 

(a)  $15,000,000,  face  value,  four  per  cent  three-year  gold  notes,  due  May  1, 
1908,  issued  under  trust  agreement  with  Windsor  Trust  Company,  trustee; 

(b)  110,000,000,  face  value,  three-year  five  per  cent  gold  notes,  due  March  1, 
1010,  issued  under  trust  agreement  with  Morton  Trust  Company,  trustee; 

Provldi'd  that  the  total  amount  *o  be  secured  by  the  said  mortgage  of  both 
bonds  and  gold  notes  shall  not  at  any  time  exceed  the  sum  of  $55,000,000  of  prin- 
cipal, and  tne  said  mortgage  to  be  In  the  form  identified  as  seventeenth  revise  and 
filed  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  on  this  23d  day  of  April.  1908. 

Further  Orilercd,  That  the  Commission  does  hereby  authoiize  the  issue  by  the 
petitioner  of  $30,(H)0,000,  face  value,  of  bonds  pursuant  to  the  said  mortgage,  and 
the  use  of  the  same  by  pledging  said  bonds  as  collateral  security  for  an  issue  of 
$25,000,000,  face  value,  of  the  three-year  six  per  cent  notes  of  the  petitioner,  to  be 
dated  May  1.  1908,  and  to  be  issued  under  and  in  conformity  with  the  provisions 
of  a  trust  agreement  between  the  petitioner  and  Morton  Trust  Company,  as  trustee, 
dated  April  — ,  1908,  to  be  in  the  form  Identlfled  as  seventh  revise  and  filed  in 
the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  on  the  23d  day  of  April,  1908. 

Further  Ordered.  That  the  Commission  does  lier»?by  authorize  the  sale  by  the 
petitioner  of  the  said  $25,000,000,  face  value,  of  said  three-year  six  per  cent  notes 
and  the  application  of  the  proceeds  thereof, 

(a)  To  the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  Its  obligations,  via. : 
$15,000,000,  face  value,  of  Its  four  per  cent   three-year  gold  notes,  due  May    1, 

1908,  issued  under  trust  agreement  with  Windsor  Trust  Company,  trustee ; 

$6,250,172.5.")  of  the  promissory  notes  of  the  p«»titloner  outstanding  April  1,  1908, 
payable  on  demand  or  from  time  to  time  on  or  before  June  30,  1908 :  and 

(b)  The  balance  to  fwiy  obligations  heretofore  incurred  by  the  petitioner  for  the 
acquisition  of  property,  the  construction,  completion,  extension  or  Improvement  of 
its  facilities,  or  the  Improvement  or  maintenance  of  Its  service  and  including  the 
sum  of  $3,770,000.  or  thereabouts,  nnyable  to  Rapid  Transit  Subway  Construction 
Company  on  the  completion  of  the  Brooklyn  extension  of  the  rapid  transit  railway 
to  its  terminus  at  Flatbush  and  Atlantic  avenues,  Brooklyn.  l)eing  on  account  of 
the  excess  cost  of  sold  railway  over  and  above  the  amount  payable  with  respect 
to  the  construction  thereof  by  the  city  of  New  York. 

It  being  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  that  the  use  of  the  capital  to  be  secured 
by  the  Issue  of  said  bonds  and  notes  by  thp  snid  InterlMirouph  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany is   reasonably   required  for  the  said   puri)oses  of  the  said  cornoratlon. 

Furl  her  Ordtrcd.  Ihnt  the  Commls-?ion  as  snrressor  to  the  Board  of  Rapid 
Transit  Rallrond  Commissioners  for  the  City  of  New  York,  and  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  contained  In  the  contracts  for  the  construction  of  the  rapid  transit 
railroads  In  the  city  of  New  York.  viz.  : 

(a)  Contrnrt  betweon  said  city  and  .John  B.  ^IcDonald,  dated  February  21,  1900, 
and   agreements  amendatory    thereof   and   sunplemental    thereto: 

(b)  Contract  botvoon  tho  cltv  of  New  York  and  Ranld  Transit  Subway  Con- 
struction Company,  dated  july  21,  1902,  and  agreements  amendatory  thereof  and 
supolemental   thereto  : 

The  leasing  portions  whereof  have  been  heretofore  duly  assigned  to  Interborough 
Rapid  Transit  Company,  does  hereby  consent  to  the  mortgage  of  the  said  respective 
leases  by  Includlnp  the  same  in   the  mortgage  aforesild. 

Further  (trdered.  That  duplicate  oriijlnals  of  the  mortgage  and  note  trust 
agreements  consented  to  ond  authorised  as  aforesaid  upon  execution  thereof  be 
filed  by  the  petitioner  with  the  Secretary  of  this  Commission. 

The  company  having  filed  duplicate  originals  of  the  mortgage  and  agreement 

with  the  Secretary  of  this  Commission  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.  445. 
April  28,  1908. 

Whereas,  bv  res(»hiti(ins  duly  adopted  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  on  April  23.  1908.  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  was  anthorized 
to  execute  Its  mortgage  unto  Morton  Trust  Company,  as  trustee,  dated  as  of  No- 
vember 1.  1907.  to  secure  an  Issue  of  forty-five  year  gold  bonds  of  the  said  company 
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and  of  Its  gold  notes,  as  therein  specified,  and  also  its  trust  agreement  to  Morton 
Trust  Company,  as  trustee,  dated  as  of  May  1,  1908,  said  mortgage  and  trust  agree- 
ment to  be  in  the  form  identified  by  said  resolutions  as  seventeenth  revise  and 
seventh  revise,  respectively,  and 

Whereas,  pursuant  to  said  resolutions,  the  said  Intcrborough  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany has  executed  and  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  this  Commission  on  April  28, 
1908,  duplicate  originals  of  said  mortgage  and  trust  agreement,  authorized  as  afore- 
said, containing  certain  corrections  and  changes  of  form  which  have  been  hereto- 
fore submitted  to  and  Informally  approved  by  this  Commission  as  tending  to 
Improve  and  perfect  said  instruments,  it  Is  hereby 

Ordered,  That  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  does  hereby 
approve  and  consent  to  the  execution  by  the  said  petitioner,  Interborough  Rapid 
Transit  Company,  of  its  said  mortgage  unto  Morton  Trust  Company,  as  trustee, 
dated  as  of  November  1,  1907,  the  duplicate  original  of  which  Is  filed  In  the 
office  of  the  "Secretary  of  the  Commission  on  this  28th  day  of  April,  1908.  and 

Further  Ordered.  That  the  C'ommlsston  does  hurt-bv  approve  and  conaont  to  the 
execution  by  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  of  its  said  trust  agreement  unto 
Morton  Trust  Company,  as  trustee,  dated  May  1,  1908,  the  duplicate  original  of 
which  is  filed  in  the  ofllce  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  on  this  28th  day 
of  April.   1908. 

In  disposing  of  the  $25,000,000  of  short-term  notes  the  Interborough  Incurred  an 
expense  of  $1,450,000  as  explained  In  the  following  letters : 

INTERBOROUGH  RAPID  TRANSIT  COMPANY. 
Executive  Committee, 
115  Broadway, 
Theodobe  p.  Shonts,  Chairman.  *  New  York,  June  26,  1908. 

Deub  Sib. —  In  connection  with  our  recent  $55,000,000  forty-five  year  mortgage, 
dated  November  1,  1907,  It  became  necessary,  as  you  know,  owing  to  the  bond 
market  conditions  then  prevailing,  to  issue  $25,000,000  of  short-term  notes  as  a 
temporary  relief  measure,  these  notes  being  secured  by  $30,000,000  of  the  bonds. 
In  carrying  out  this  temporary  expedient  an  expense  of  $1,450,000  was  incurred, 
consisting  of  discounts,  commissions  nnd  recording  tax. 

This  expense  having  been  eliminated  from  construction  expendlt'ires  under  a 
recent  ruling  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  therefore  it  follows  that  It 
becomes  a  charge  against  income  account,  nnd  while  I  am  not  advised  of  any 
definite  ruling  by  the  Commission  as  to  how  it  should  be  treated  In  Income  account, 
I  think  it  is  only  fair  to  assume  that  the  same  could  be  distributed  over  the  life 
of  the  securities. 

Inasmuch  as  these  short-term  notes  were  Incidental  to  and  a  part  of  the  financ- 
ing covered  by  the  forty-five  year  mortgage,  and  are  exchangeable  for  said  mortgage 
bonds,  the  amount  In  question,  together  with  any  further  tax  or  discount  paid  for 
marketing  the  remaining  bonds  should,  therefore,  it  is  believed,  be  distributed  over 
the  life  of  the  45-year  mortgage. 

As  there  has  been  no  ruling  on  this  question  by  your  Commission,  and  as  It  Is 
necessary  for  us  to  close  out  our  accounts  for  the  month  of  May,  I  have  given 
instructions  to  the  Auditing  Department  to  follow  the  practice  herein  outlined. 

Very  truly  yours. 
(Signed)  T.  P.  SHONl*S. 

Chairman. 

lljon.   William   R.    Willcox,   Chairman,  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District,  State  of  New  York,  154  Nassau  Street,  Neio  York  Cittf. 

INTERBOROUGH   RAPID  TRANSIT   COMPANY. 
Executive  Committee, 
115  Broadway, 
Treodobe  p.  Shonts,  Chairman.  Nbw  Yobk,  July  8,  1908. 

Hon.  William  R,  Willcox,  Chairm^m,  Ptiblic  Service  Commission,  First  District, 
154  Nassau  Street,  Nnr  York  City: 
Dbab  Sir  : —  Replying  to  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  your  Commission,  dated 
July  6,  1908,  requesting  the  details  of  the  $1,450,000  expense  connected  with  the 
Issue  of  bonds  and  notes  of  this  company.  Our  proposition  to  Messrs.  .1.  P.  Morgan 
ft  Co.  was  to  undertake  the  formation  of  a  syndicate  to  purcha.so  the  $25,000,000 
of  notes  at  97%  of  their  face  value  and  accrued  Interest,  for  which  service  in 
forming  and  managing  the  same,  they  were  to  receive  a  commission  of  2%,  which 
made  the  price  95  net,  the  discount  and  commission  being  $1,250,000.  On  April  28, 
1008,  we  paid  the  recording  tax  upon  $40.(i(JO,00(>  of  f^rty-five  year  gold  mortgage 
bonds,  dated  November  1,  1907,  the  same  being  50  cents  per  $100,  namely,  $200.- 
000:  total,  $1,450,000. 

Yours  very  truly, 

(Signed)  T.  P.   SHONTS, 

Chairman. 
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The  chairman,  at  the  direction  of  the  Commission,  sent  the  followincr  letter 
showing  how  this  expense  should  be  disposed  of : 

New  York,  July  17,  1908. 

T  P.  Shonts,  Esq.,  Chairman  Executive  Conunittee  Interhorough  Rapid  Transit  Co., 
115  Broadway,  New  York  City: 
Dbab  Sir: — Your  letters  of  June  26  and  July  8  have  been  considered  by  the 
Commission.  The  points  raised  therein  will  be  covered  by  the  system  of  accounts 
for  street  and  electric  railroads,  which  is  now  being  formulated,  and  which  will 
probably  be  adopted  by  the  Commission  in  the  near  future.  In  the  meantime,  how- 
ever, that  you  may  be  advised  of  the  attitude  of  the  Commission,  I  will  say  that. 
In  view  of  all  the  facts,  the  Commission  considers  the  suggestion  made  by  you 
to  be  wise  and  prudent.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Commission,  therefore,  a  separate 
account  should  be  kept  to  cover  the  following  items : 

Discounts   and  commissions  upon  an  issue  of  notes  of  a  par  value 

of  $25,000,000    $1,250,000 

Recording  tax  upon  a  par  value  of  $40,000,000  of  45  year  gold  bonds, 
dated  November  1,  1907 * 200,000 

Total $1,450,000 

A  sinking  fund  or  an  amortization  account  should  also  be  kept,  to  show  the 
amounts  paid  in  to  the  fund  year  by  year,  and  the  total  amount  to  the  credit 
of  the  fund  at  the  end  of  each  year,  including  payments  thereto  and  internist 
paid  or  accrued.  This  fund  siioulfl  he  snnioipnt  at  rlie  end  of  fovty-flve  years  to 
amount  to  $1,450,000,  and  the  aiinu.'\l  j-ajnionls  thereto  should  be  sufflMenc,  with 
interest  thereon,  to  amount  to  this  sum  at  the  end  of  the  period. 

Yours   very   truly, 

(Signed)  WM.  U.  WILLCOX, 

Chairman. 

The  system  of  accounts  for  street  and  electric  railroads  subsequently  adopted 
provides  as  follows : 

"  18.  Discounts  upon  securities  not  to  be  charged  to  capital  accounts. —  Discounts 
upon  securities  and  other  commercial  paper  Issued  in  payment  for  capital  are  to 
be  provided  for  in  other  accounts  and  must  in  no  case  be  charged  to  the  capital 
accounts." 

•'  (928.)  Amortization  of  Debt  Discount  jlsd  Expense. 

"Charge  to  this  account  at  or  before  the  close  of  any  fiscal  period  that  propor- 
tion of  the  unamortized  discount  and  debt  expense  on  outstanding  debt  which  is 
applicable  to  the  period.  This  proportion  shall  be  determined  according  to  a  rule, 
tne  uniform  application  of  which  during  the  interval  between  the  issue  and  the 
maturity  of  any  debt  will  completely  amortize  or  wipe  out  the  discount  at  which 
such  debt  was  issued  and  the  debt  expense  connected  therewith.  Such  amortiza- 
tion may  at  the  option  of  the  'Corporation  be  earlier  effected  by  charging  all  or 
any  portion  of  such  discount  and  debt  expense  to  the  account  (No.  939,)  'Other 
Deductions  from  Surplus,'  immediately  upon  issue  of  the  debt  or  thereafter." 

*•  (939.)   Other  DKDurTioxs  Prom  Surplus. 

"Charge  to  this  account  all  deductions  from  surplus  because  of  erroneous  account- 
ing in  prior  fiscal  periods,  and  all  other  deductions  from  surplus  not  elsewhere  pro- 
vided for. 

Note. — A  complete  analvsis  of  this  account  will  be  required  in  annual  reports 
of  corporations  to  the  Public  Service  Commission." 
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Long  Acre  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company. — Application 
for  authority  to  issue  $10,000,000  of  preferred  stock,  and 
$50,000,000  of  bonds  to  be  secured  by  a  mortgage  on  its 
property. 

Hearing  Order  No.  419. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie. 
Final  Order  No.  607. 
Rehearing  Order  No.  750. 
Final  Order  No.  797. 


In   the  Matter 

of  the 

Application  of  the  LONG  ACRE  EI^CTRIC  LIGHT 
AND  POWER  COMPANY  for  authority  to  issue 
$10,000,000  of  preferred  stock,  and  also  to  issue 
$50,000,000  of  bonds  to  be  secured  by  a  mortgage 
on  its  property. 


ORDER  No.  410. 

April  17,  1908. 


Whereas,  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  has  received  the 
petition  of  the  Long  Acre  Light  and  Power  Company,  verified  the  Ist  day  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1908,  praying 

FirMt.  That  the  Commission  authorize  the  issue  by  said  company  of  ten  million 
dollars  ($10,000,000)  par  value,  of  preferred  stock,  the  said  stock  to  be  noncumu- 
lative  and  nonvoting,  with  a  specified  dividend  rate  of  seven  (7)  per  cent. 

Second.  That  the  Commission  authorise  the  issue  by  said  company  of  six  per 
cent  (e^r)  bonds  to  the  extent  of  fifty  million  dollars  ($50,000,000)  of  which. 

Twelve  million  dollars  ($12,000,000)  are  to  be  Issued  at  the  present  time,  and 

The  remainder  are  to  be  Issued  as  may  hereafter  be  authorized  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission. 

Third.  That  the  Commission  authorize  the  execution  by  said  company  of  a  mort- 
gage or  pledge  of  all  its  property  to  secure  the  said  bonds. 

Resolved,  That  the  said  petition  of  the  said  Ijong  Acre  Electric  Light  and  Power 
Company  be  heard  by  and  before  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  Pirsf  Dis- 
trict on  the  30th  day  of  April,  1908,  at  2:30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and  that 
the  said  company  publish  tne  following  notice  of  the  said  application  and  of  the 
time  and  place  of  the  said  hearine  in  the  following  newspapers,  namely :  The 
Evening  Post  and  the  New  York  Times,  published  in  the  borough  of  Manhattan, 
in  the  city  of  New  York,  at  least  three  days  in  succession  before  said  hearing, 
and  file  proof  of  such  publication  with  the  Secretary  of  this  Commission  on  or 
before  the  opening  of  the  said  hearing. 

Notice  i«  herehv  yivcn,  that  an  application  and  petition  of  the  Long  Acre  Electric 
Light  and  Power  Company  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District, 
has  been  made,  praying 

Piret.  That  the  Commission  authorize  the  issue  by  said  Company  of  ten  million 
dollars  ($10,000,000)  par  value,  of  preferred  stock,  the  said  stock  to  be  noncumu- 
latlve  and  nonvoting,  with  a  specified  dividend  rate  of  seven  (7)  per  cent. 

Second.  That  the  Commission  authorize  the  issue  by  said  company  of  six  per 
cent  (6%)   bonds  to  the  extent  of  fifty  million  dollars   ($50,000,000),  of  which. 

Twelve  million  dollars   ($12,000,000)    are  to  be  issued  at  the  present  time,  and 

The  remainder  are  to  be  Issued  as  may  hereafter  be  authorized  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission. 

Third.  That  the  Commission  authorize  the  execution  by  said  company  of  a  mort- 
gage or  pledge  of  all  its  property  to  secure  the  said  bonds. 

And  that  said  application  and  petition  will  be  heard  by  the  said  Commission  at 
its  office.  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  New  York  city,  on  April 
30th,  1908.  at  2:30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon. 

Dated,  New  York,  ,  1908. 

LONG  ACRE   ELECTRIC  LIGHT  AND  POWER  COMPANY, 

By    .< 

Hearings  were  held  April  2ath,  May  5th,  8th,  12th,  15th  and  23d. 

•  lit  is  not  desirable  to  introduce  a  competing  electric  company  into  the  city  of 
New  York.  The  advantages  of  competition  can  be  secured  through  the  exercise  of 
the  powers  of  the  Commission  without  the  disadvantages. 

That  no  certificate  to  begin  construction  has  been  obtained  by  an  electric  com- 
pany and  that  there  is  doubt  of  the  legality  of  the  stock  and  bonds  already  issued 
and  of  its  title  to  the  franchise  claimed  are  grounds  for  denying  an  application 
for  permission  to  issue  further  securities.] 

*  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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Opinion  of  Commission. 

(Adopted  June  26.  1908.) 
Commissioner  Maltbik  : — 

This  is  an  application  of  the  Long  Acre  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company, 
a  corporation  organized  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  New  York  for  authority : 

(1)  To  Issue  $10,000,000,  par  value,  of  preferred  stock,  nonvoting  and  noncumu- 
latlve,  with  a  specified  dividend  rate  of  seven  per  cent.; 

(2)  To  issue  six  per  cent.,  fifty-year,  gold  bonds  to  the  extent  of  $50,000,000  of 
which  only  $12,000,000  are  to  be  issued  at  the  present  time; 

(3)  To  execute  a  mortgage  of  all  its  property,  present  and  future,  to  secure  these 
bonds. 

The  purposes  for  which  it  is  proposed  to  issue  the  stock  and  present  issue  of 
bonds  are : 

(1)  To  retire  the  present  issue  of  bonds  amounting  to  $1,000,000; 

(2)  To  acquire  real  estate  and  to  erect  thereon  power  houses  and  substations; 

(3)  To  provide  a  system  of  underground  mains,  ducts,  and  service  connections; 

(4)  To  pay  "  the  corporate  expenses  in  the  conduct  of  its  business." 

The  rules  of  the  Commission  relative  to  such  applications  have  been  complied  with 
and  hearings  held  at  which  those  who  favored  and  those  who  opposed  the  applica- 
tion were  heard. 

In  the  general  investigation  into  the  affairs  of  the  electric  companies  in  the  First 
District  a  most  exhaustive  Inquiry  was  made  into  the  history  and  present  opera- 
tions of  the  Long  Acre  Company.  Upon  certain  points  the  evidence  there  taken  was 
supplemented  at  the  hearings  on  the  application.  The  principal  facts  brought  out 
by  the  record  are  as  follows: 

History  op  the  Company. 

The  Long  Acre  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  was  Incorporated  April  24. 
1903,  for  the  purpose  of  manufacturing,  distributing  and  selling  electricity  for  ll^ht, 
heat  and  power  and  with  such  general  powers  as  would  enable  it  to  perform  other 
functions  incidental  thereto.  The  area  of  supply  as  defined  in  the  original  certifi- 
cate of  incorporation  was  bounded  by  Fifty-ninth  street,  Fifth  avenue.  Thirty-third 
street  and  the  Hudson,  river,  in  the  borough  of  Manhattan.  This  area  was 
extended  by  amended  certificate  upon  or  about  June  7,  1007,  to  Include  all  of  the 
borou^rhs  of  Manhattan  and  The  Bronx. 

Until  March  22,  1006,  the  Long  Acre  Company  had  no  franchise,  although  it 
is  stated  that  it  applied  at  one  time  to  the  board  of  aldermen  and  was  refused ; 
but  upon  that  date  a  franchise  was  transferred  to  it  which  had  originally  been 
granted  fo  the  American  Electric  Manufacturing  Company  by  the  board  of  alder- 
men on  May  31,  1887,  and  approved  by  the  mayor  upon  June  30th.  of  the  same 
year.  This  franchise  had  passed  through  several  hands.  According  to  the  record, 
it  was  assigned  by  the  American  Electric  Manufacturing  Company  to  Mr.  Frederick 
B.  Townsend  under  date  of  April  18,  1888,  for  one  dollar  and  other  considerations 
not  specified  in  the  assignment.  Under  date  of  April  19,  1889,  Mr.  l^ownsend 
assigned  the  franchise  to  the  American  Illuminating  Company  for  one  dollar  and 
other  considerations  not  specified. 

Upon  November  8,  1897,  a  judgment  was  obtained  against  this  company.  A 
receiver  was  thereupon  appointed  and  ordered  by  the  court  to  sell  the  franchise  at 
public  auction,  he  having  certified  that  this  franchise  was  the  only  property  belong- 
ing to  the  company  that  he  could  find.  The  franchise  was  sold  for  $100  to  Martin 
Minturn.  at  public  auction  by  the  receiver  upon  December  4,  1897.  and  the  report 
of  the  receiver  was  confirmed  upon  October  17,  1898.  Apparently  no  further 
transfer  of  the  franchise  was  made  until  March  21,  1906,  as  of  which  date  it  was 
assigned  by  Martin  F.  Minturn  to  the  Long  Acre  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company. 

The  franchise  Is  very  brief  and  authorizes  the  holder  to  erect  poles  and  hang 
wires  for  electrical  purposes,  subject  to  supervision  of  certain  city  officials  within 
the  area  of  New  York  city  at  the  time  of  the  grant,  viz.,  the  borough  of  Manhattan 
and  that  portion  of  the  borough  of  the  Bronx  west  of  the  Bronx  river.     Nothing 
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is  said  as  to  the  duration  of  the  grrant,  and  the  only  obligations  imposed  upon  the 
company  are  to  supply  and  maintain,  free  of  charge,  for  public  lighting,  one  arc 
lamp  for  every  fifty  furnished  to  private  consumers  and  also  to  pay  the  city  a 
sum  equal  to  one  per  cent  per  linear  foot  of  the  streets  occupied. 

Financial  Condition. 

The  certificate  of  Incorporation  of  the  company  permitted  the  issuance  of  capital 
stock  to  the  extent  of  $50,000,  but  not  a  share  had  been  issued  prior  to  the 
purchase  of  the  franchise  in  1906.  Nothing  was  said  in  the  certificate  as  to  the 
amount  of  bonds  to  be  issued  and  none  had  been  put  out  prior  to  1906.  In  March 
of  that  year  the  franchise  which  stood  in  the  name  of  Mr.  Minturn  was  offered 
to  the  company,  and  a  resolution  was  passed  March  22,  1906,  by  the  board  of 
directors  authorizing  and  directing  the  issue  of  500  shares  of  capital  stock  of  a 
par  value  of  $100  per  share,  or  $50,000  in  all,  and  of  1,000  four  per  cent,  fifty-year. 
gold  bonds,  of  $1,000  each,  payable  semiannually,  or  $1,000,000  in  all.  One-hnlf 
of  the  bonds  (par  value,  $500,000)  were  ultimately  delivered  to  certain  lawyers, 
who  were  said  to  represent  the  real  owners  of  the  franchise.  The  stock  was  Issued 
to  the  Manhattan  Transit  Company  for  negotiating  the  sale  of  the  franchise.  Not 
one  dollar  of  cash  has  ever  been  paid  in  for  the  stock  or  the  bonds.  Of  the 
remainder  of  the  bonds,  $400,000,  par  value,  are  in  the  treasury  of  the  company; 
$100,000,  par  value,  have  been  deposited  with  the  American  and  British  Manu- 
facturing Company  as  collateral  security  for  the  execution  of  the  'contract  between 
that  company  and  the  Long  Acre  Company. 

The  financial  condition  of  the  company  upon  March  1,  1908,  was  as  follows : 
There  was  issued  and  outstanding  $550,000  o'f  stock  and  bonds,  par  value,  repre- 
sented by  the  franchise  and  the  franchise  alone.  Bonds  to  the  amount  of  $100,000 
had  also  lK»en  deposited  with  the  American  and  British  Company  as  just  stated. 
There  were  also  current  liabilities  amounting  to  $93,825.80,  consisting  of  a  demand 
note  in  favor  of  Mr.  J.  II,  Iloadley  for  $59,150.80;  another  demand  note  in  favor 
of  the  American  and  British  Manufacturing  Company  for  $16,000,  and  various 
accounts  payable,  amounting  to  $18,175.  The  only  physical  property  owned  -by 
the  company  is  carried  on  the  books  ns  having,  cost  $16,000,  which  was  paid  for 
by  the  demand  note  of  the  American  and  British  Manufacturing  Coi^pany  just 
referred  to.  The  company  claims  to  have  had  upon  deposit  cash  amounting  to 
$18,010.21.  This  is  really  a  credit  and  was  obtained  by  giving  the  demand  note 
to  Mr.  Hoadley,  above  referred  to.  The  accounts  payable,  amounting  to  $18,175, 
represent  $17,500  for  legal  expenses  and  $675  for  rent  and  salaries.  The  remain- 
ing obligations,  being  part  of  the  Hoadley  note,  are  represented  by  the  following 
items : 

Interest  on  bonds  (4%  on  $500,000) $20,000  00 

Office  and  petty  expenses R64  85 

Engineering  expenses  upon  power  plant  ( 15  +  per  cent) 2.500  00 

Legal  expenses 11,063  50 

Expenses  of  mortgage  and  bond  issue 6,444  43 

Organization  expenses    267  81 

$41.140  59 

AssDTs  AND  Liabilities. 
Besides  the  franchise  the  company  had  no  intangible  property,  and  its  physical 
property  was  limited  to  a  few  small  engines,  generators  and  other  apparatus  valued 
by  the  company  at  $16,000  and  said  to  be  worth  approximately  that  amount  by  the 
electrical  engineer  of  the  Commission.  These  were  located  upon  the  premises,  at 
East  Forty-seventh  street,  near  Second  avenue,  of  the  Manhattan  Transit  Company, 
which  controls  the  Ivong  Acre  Company,  through  the  ownership  of  4{)0  shares  out 
of  500.  The  Long  Acre  Company  owned  no  real  estate  or  buildings,  and  so  far 
as  ascertained  had  paid  no  money  for  options  upon  or  part  interests  in  any  other 
property.  The  plant  was  purchased  in  December,  1907,  and  can  be  connected  with 
six  buildings  upon  Second  avenue,  between  Forty-seventh  and  Forty-eighth  streets. 
Upon  March  12,  1008,  it  was  supplying  only  one  customer  —  the  Manhattan  Transit 
Cooipany,   upon   whose  premises   the  plant  was  located.     It  has  leased  a  through 
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duct  upon  Becond  avenue,  ejrtending  from  Forty-second  street  to  Forty-eighth  street. 
The  only  portion  now  being  used  is  from  Forty-seventh  to  Forty-eighth  streets. 

The  only  agreement  outstanding  of  which  there  Is  any  record  is  an  agreement 
with  the  American  and  British  Manufacturing  Company,  relating  to  the  c<Mistnic- 
tion  of  a  big  power  station  and  distribution  system,  for  which  the  company  asks 
authority  to  issue  securities.  According  to  this  document,  the  liong  Acre  Company 
has  agreed: 

(1)  To  pay  the  net  cost  of  all  apparatus,  materials  and  work  provided  by  the 
American  and  British  Company,  as  shown  by  vouchers  approved  by  the  general 
engineer  of  the  Long  Acre  Company. 

(2)  To  pay  all  the  expenses  of  the  A.  &  B.  Co.  for  engineering,  superintendence 
and  employees  used  upon  the  work, 

(3)  To  pay,  in  addition  to  the  above  items,  15  per  ccn^  as  a  clear  profit  to  the 
A.  &  B.  Co., 

(4)  To  make  payment  by  the  10th  of  each  month  for  the  materials,  labor,  etc., 
furnished  during  the  preceding  month, 

(5)  To  make  such  payments  in  notes  providing  for  the  public  or  private  sale  of 
bonds  which  are  held  as  collateral. 

(6)  To  keep  upon  deposit  with  the  A.  &  B.  Co.  approximately  $100,000  in  bonds 
above  the  amount  due  at  any  time. 

The  American  and  British  Company,  under  the  contract : 

(1)  May  sell  the  $400,000  of  bonds  now  In  the  treasury  of  the  Long  Acre 
Company  at  70  per  cent  of  par  value; 

(2)  May  sell  subsequent  issues  for  "a  fair  market  value;" 

(3)  Shall  receive  5  per  cent  commission  upon  (1)  and  (2)  ; 

(4)  Shall  continue  to  own  all  materials,  apparatus,  etc.,  furnished  until  paid  for; 
(6)   May  sublet  this  contract  in  whole  or  in  part,  and  the  amount  paid  to  the 

subcontractor  under  this   subcontract  shall  be  taken   as  the  cost  upon   which  the 

profit  of  15  per  cent,  to  be  paid  to  the  A.  &  B.  Cx>.  Is  to  be  computed. 

If  the  Commission  should  grant  the  application  of  the  company,  the  proceeds 

from  the  sale  of  the  stock  and  bonds  would  be  expended  according  to  the  above 

provisions. 

Dobs  Skction  68  Apply? 

As  the  Long  Acre  Company  was  not  supplying  current  when  the  Public  Service 
Commissions  Law  became  a  statute,  June  6,  1007,  one  of  the  first  questions  raised 
by  the  application  is  whether  the  company  should  not  have  obtained  a  certificate 
under  section  68  of  the  statute.     This  section  provides: 

"  No  gas  corporation  or  electrical  corporation  incorporated  under  the  laws  of  this 
or  any  other  state  ahall  begin  construction^  or  exercise  any  right  or  privilege  under 
any  franchise  hereafter  granted,  or  under  any  franchise  heretofore  granted  but 
not  heretofore  actually  exercised  without  first  having  obtained  the  permission 
and  approval  of  the  proper  commission     ♦     •     •  " 

The  Long  Acre  Company  admits  that  it  had  not  begun  construction  prior  to 
June  6,  1907,  but  claims  that  a  certificate  under  this  section  is  not  necessary 
because  the  franchise  under  which  it  wishes  to  operate  had  been  exercised  prior 
to  the  enactment  of  the  law  —  some  seventeen  or  eighteen  yeai's  ago.  Con- 
siderable testimony  was  presented  in  the  general  investigation  to  show  that 
current  was  supplied  to  a  number  of  consumers  by  the  American  Electric  Illumi- 
nating Company  from  1888  to  1890.  It  has  been  asserted  by  those  opposed  to 
the  granting  of  tlic  application  that  the  Long  Acre  Company  did  not  supply 
current  at  that  time  nor  at  any  time,  but  the  evidence  presented  seems  to 
support  the  contention  of  the  Long  Acre  Company. 

The  question  resolves  itself,  therefore,  into  an  interpretation  of  the  statute. 
Does  the  law  provide  that  a  corporation  shall  secure  a  permit  to  begin  construc- 
tion as  distinguished  from  permission  to  operate  under  a  franchise?  Or,  applying 
it  to  the  present  case,  does  the  statute  require  that  the  Long  Acre  Company 
should  have  secured  permission  to  begin  construction,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  another  company  had  operated  under  the  franchise  many  years  agfo? 

In  the  first  place,  there  is  no  question  but  that  the  Long  Acre  Company  is  an 
electrical  corporation  under  the  law,   and  that  it  has  obtained  no  certificate  to 
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begin  construction.  The  only  wayB  In  which  the  statute  may  be  so  construed 
as  to  relieve  ti*e  company  from  this  requirement  are  two:  Either  to  hold  that  the 
wordir,  "  begin  construction,"  refer  to  the  same  act  as  *'  exercise  any  right  or 
privilege  under  a  franchise  ♦  •  •  "  ;  or  to  construe  the  phrase  "  begin  con- 
stmctlon,"  as  applicable  only  to  such  corporations  as  are  to  operate  under  fran- 
chises which  have  never  been  exercised. 

Neither  position  seems  to  me  tenable.  Two  distinct  acts  are  contemplated  by 
the  statute:  To  begin  construction,  and  to  exercise  a  right  under  a  franchise.  A 
company  might  have  a  right  under  a  franchise  which  would  not  Involve  con- 
struction. Hence,  the  two  expressions  ought  not  to  be  considered  synonymous 
or  Interchangeable.  This  conclusion  will  appear  the  more  natural  when  one  reads 
the  remainder  of  the  section  containing  a  prohibition  against  municipal  con- 
struction and  operation,  except  with  the  approval  of  the  Commission,  and  also 
section  53  of  the  Act  and  section  50  of  the  Railroad  Law,  where  the  distinction 
between  a  certificate  of  public  necessity  and  convenience  and  one  permitting  the 
exercise  of  a  frai^chise  is  clearly  drawn. 

As  to  the  second  point,  I  can  see  no  logical  grounds  for  holding  that  the  phrase, 
**  under  any  franchise  heretofore  granted  but  not  heretofore  actually  exercised," 
modifies  "  shall  begin  construction."  It  Is  clear,  I  believe,  that  It  Is  co-ordinate 
with  "  under  any  franchise  hereafter  granted "  and  modifies  "  or  exercise  any 
right   or  privilege." 

Lbgalitt  of  Secubities. 

The  question  as  to  the  legality  of  the  stocks  an(f  bonds  already  issued  arises 
in  this  way.  The  company  had  issued  no  stock  or  bonds  prior  to  the  passage  in 
1906,  of  the  law  creating  the  Commission  of  Gas  and  Electricity  although  the 
Certificate  of  Incorporation  of  the  company  made  provision  for  $SO,000  of  stock. 
One  of  the  provisions  of  the  act  was: 

"  Section  12.  Stock  or  bonds  shall  not  be  Issued  by  any  corporation  hereafter 
incorporated  which  is  subject  to  the  supervision  of  the  Commission,  until  the 
certificate  of  authority  has  been  Issued  as  required  In  the  preceding  section,  and 
until  such  Commission  shall  further  certify,  in  writing  as  to  the  amount  of  stock 
or  bonds  reasonably  required  for  the  purposes  of  the  corporation.  Stock  and 
bonds  of  such  corporation  shall  not  be  Issued  In  excels  of  the  amount  so  certified. 
Any  9uch  corporation  heretofore  or  hereafter  incorporated  shall  not  increase  its 
capital  stoclA  or  its  honded  ind-ebtedness  without  the  consent  in  writing  of  suoh 
Commission,   stating   the  amount  of  the   authorized  increajte.'* 

As  the  Ijong  Acre  Company  was  incorporated  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the 
law,  the  question  involves  an  interpretation  of  the  last  sentence  only.  The  matter 
has  been  most  carefully  Investigated  by  the  Counsel  to  the  Commission,  and  In  his 
opinion  there  Is  grave  doubt  whether  the  stock  and  bonds  of  the  company  have 
been  legally  issued,  not  having  been  approved  under  the  act  of  1905  by  the  Com- 
mission of  Gas  and  Electricity.  To  reach  the  conclusion  that  the  Commission's 
approval  was  not  necessary,  one  Is  forced  so  to  construe  the  statute  of  1905  as 
to  permit  a  company  Incorporated  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  law  to  put  an 
initial  issue  of  stock  and  of  bonds  without  any  approval  whatever.  If  this  con- 
struction be  the  correct  one,  any  such  company  could  have  evaded  the  law  so 
far  as  its  own  operations  were  concerned  by  making  the  Initial  issue  so  large 
that  the  amount  raised  thereby  would  have  sufficed  for  a  generation.  It  seems 
clear  that  the  Legislature  did  not  intend  to  provide  such  a  loop-hole  through 
which  a  few  corporations  could  escape  the  supervision  which  was  so  carefully 
provided  for  all  other  corporations.  The  most  natural  construction  Is  that  the 
Legislature  intended  to  require  all  gas  and  electric  corporations  to  go  to  the 
Commission  for  the  approval  of  all  stock  and  bond  Issues.  The  word  "  increase  " 
is.  in  my  opinion.  Intended  to  cover  the  point  where  a  corporation  had  already 
Issued  stocks  or  bondH  and  to  provide  that  stocks  and  bonds  once  Issued  need 
not  be  submitted  to  the  Commission  of  Gas  and  Electricity  for  approval,  but 
that  all  future  Issues  whether  "  Increases  "  or  original  Issues  should  be  approved 
by  the  Commission. 
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If  this  l8  the  proper  Interpretation  of  the  Art  of  1906,  there  wa»  a  legal,  cer- 
tainly a  moral,  duty  upon  the  {jong  Acre  Company  to  apply  to  the  Commission 
of  Gas  and  Electricity  for  the  approval  of  the  stock  and  bonds  Issued  In  1906 
and  1907.  So  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  learn  no  other  corporation  has  relied 
upon  the  narrow  Interpretation  of  the  statute  above  referred  to;  and  there  have 
been  cases  exactly  similar  to  that  of  the  Long  Acre  Company  and  others  where 
approval  has  been  asked  for  an  Initial  Issue.  The  Commission  of  Gas  and  Elec- 
tricity called  the  attention  of  the  Long  Acre  Company  to  the  Issuance  of  securi- 
ties without  its  approval,  and  proposed  that  if  there  were  any  question  regardini; 
the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  the  matter  should  be  referred  to  the  Attor- 
ney-General for  an  opinion.  The  Commission  did  this  early  In  1907,  immediately 
after  the  issuance  of  the  bonds,  but  as  the  Long  Acre  Company  would  not  give 
the  information  requested,  no  opinion  was  secured  from  the  Attorney-General. 

Title  to  thb  Franchise. 

If  the  stock  and  bonds  of  the  Long  Acre  Company  have  not  been  lawfully 
Issued,  and  at  best  there  is  grave  doubt  as  to  their  legality,  two  questions  natur- 
ally arise:  First,  has  the  Long  Acre  Company  a  clear  title  to  an  electric  lighting 
franchise.  $550,000  in  stock  and  bonds  having  been  Issued  for  the  franchise; 
second,  should  the  present  bonds  be  legalized  by  the  permission  of  this  Commis- 
sion to  substitute  therefor  securities  from  the  new  issue? 

As  to  the  former,  it  would  seem  that  the  title  to  the  franchise  will  remain  with 
the  company  until  some  affirmative  action  shall  be  taken  successfully  to  divest  it 
of  the  title,  and  no  such  action  has  yet  been  taken.  Another  question  as  to  the 
validity  of  the  title  was  raised  by  those  opposing  the  application.  It  was  claimed 
that  Martin  F.  Mint  urn  who  Fold  the  franchise  to  the  Long  Acre  Company,  did 
not  own  the  franchise  himself  but  held  it  as  trustee  for  two  other  persons. 

A  claim  to  a  one-half  interest  In  this  franchise  was  made  at  the  hearing  on 
behalf  of  a  company  claiming  through  one  of  these  two  persons.  It  appears  also 
that  there  Is  on  record  in  the  County  Clerk's  office  of  the  County  of  New  York 
In  Liber  13  of  General  Mortgages,  pages  310-320,  a  mortgage  covering  this  claim- 
ant's interest  in  this  franchise,  which  mortgage  was  recorded  May  24.  1905. 

The  Long  Acre  Company  denied  all  knowledge  of  these  assertions.  The  sub- 
ject was  not  completely  covered  by  the  evidence,  for,  in  my  opinion,  the  question 
of  title  Is  one  to  be  decided  by  the  courts  and  not  by  this  Commission.  I,  there- 
fore, refused  to  subpoena  witnesses  desired  by  those  opposing  the  application, 
and  I  have  since  been  Informed  that  a  suit  Is  to  be  brought  to  test  title  in  the 
courts. 

It  Is  a  serious  question,  however,  whether  several  millions  of  securities  should 
be  stamped  with  the  approval  of  this  Commission  when  a  question  has  been 
raised  as  to  the  validity  of  the  sale  and  ns  to  the  legality  of  the  transfer  by 
which  the  franchise  came  Into  posses.«5ion  of  the  company.  Innocent  purchasers 
of  these  socurltles  naturally  assume  that  approval  by  this  Commission  would 
not  have  been  given  as  long  as  there  was  any  doubt  as  to  such  fundamental 
matters  and  that  every  precaution  had  been  taken  to  leave  no  doubt  as  to  the 
security   of    the    issue. 

Capitalization   of  Franciiirbs. 
It  is  doubtful,  further,  whether  this   Commission   has  authority    to   approve  an 
Issue  of  securities  part  of  which  Is  to  be  IsRuod  to  replace  bonds  of  questionable 
legality    which    were   originally    Issued    In    payment    for   a    franchise.      Section    ©9 
of   the    Public    Service   CommlR.«5ions    Law    specifically    states: 

•  •  "  The  Commission  shall  have  no  power  to  nuthorlze  the  capitallea- 
tlon  of  any  franchise  to  be  a  corporation  or  to  authorize  the  capitalization 
o/  any  franchise  or  the  right  to  own,  operate  or  enjoy  any  franchise  what- 
soever In  excess  of  the  amount  (oxclusive  of  any  tax  or  annual  charge) 
actually  paid  to  the  state  or  to  any  political  subdivision  thereof  as  the 
consideration   for  the  grant   of  such  franchise   or  right." 

The  Long  Acre  Company  proposes  to  use  ?500,000  of  the  new  bonds  to  replace 
same  amount  Issued  to  private  parties  for  the  franchise.  This  would  be  In 
effect  a  capitalization  of  the  franchise,  which  Is  forbidden   by  law. 
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There  are  Bereral  other  features  of  the  application  to  which  attention  should 
be  called.  The  new  Issue  of  stock  ($10,000,000  par  value)  Is  to  be  non-voting.  . 
preferred  stock.  As  a  result  the  affairs  of  the  corporation  will  be  controlled  by 
the  holders  of  a  majority  of  the  stock  now  outstanding.  This  means  that  the 
owners  of  251  shares,  the  total  number  being  500,  having  a  par  value  of -$25,100 
will  control  a  corporation  with  over  $60,000,000  of  security.  As  490  out  of  500 
shares  are  now  owned  by  the  Manhattan  Transit  Company  and  were  Issued 
without  one  dollar  having  been  received  In  return,  the  Manhattan  Transit  Com- 
pany controls  the  Long  Acre  Company,  and  unless  It  sells  Its  Interest  before 
the  money  obtained  from  the  Issue  of  $60,000,000  of  securities  Is  Invested,  the 
management  and  control  of  this  large  corporation  will  be  In  the  hands  of  an- 
other corporation   which  has   not   Invested   any   money. 

An  agreement  had  already  been  entered  Into  before  this  application  was  made 
for  the  expenditure  of  the  money  to  be  raised  by  the  sale  of  securities.  Under 
this  contract,  with  a  company  closely  allied  to  the  Long  Acre  Company  and 
the  Manhattan  Transit  Company,  It  would  be  possible  for  a  large  amount  of 
''water*'  to  be  Infused  Into  the  capitalization,  and  In  my  opinion  the  Interests 
of  the  Long  Acre  Compnny  have  not  been  adequately  protected.  The  contracting 
company  has  also  been  given  certain  rights  regarding  the  sale  of  securities 
which  are  not  considered  proper. 

Would  Competition  bb  Advantageous? 

From  the  above  facts,  It  appears  that  up  to  the  present  moment,  the  Long 
Acre  Company  has  never  obtained,  directly  or  indirectly,  the  sanction  of  this 
Commission  or  of  its  predecessor  to  any  of  its  operations.  Whatever  it  has  done 
in  the  way  of  Issuing  securities  and  of  constructing  a  plant  has  been  done,  we 
must  assume,  at  Its  own  risk.  That  the  company  has  issued  $650,000  in  securities 
and  has  machinery  worth  about  $16,000  may  not  be  cited  under  such  circum- 
stances as  a  reason  for  the  issuance  of  more  securities.  This  point  should  be 
emphasized,  for  if  this  Comnrisslon  or  its  predecessor  had  directly  or  Indirectly 
in  any  way  given  its  approval  to  any  act  of  the  company  or  in  any  way  had 
encouraged  It  to  begin  operation,  certain  matters  about  to  be  considered  might 
not  be  germane.  But  as  no  such  approval  or  permission  has  been  given  directly 
or  indirectly,  there  is  a  much  broader  question  to  be  considered  than  has  hereto- 
fore been  indicated,  viz.,  whether  it  would  be  advantageous  to  the  city  of  New 
York,  to  the  taxpayers  and  to  the  consumers  of  electric  light  to  permit  a  new 
company  to  supply  electricity  for  light,  heat  and  power  in  the  borough  of  Man- 
hattan. 

One  would  naturally. expect  in  view  of  the  disappointing  experience  which  New 
York  City  has  had  in  Its  attempt  to  preserve  competition  in  the  electrical  field, 
that  the  applicant  would  have  produced  data  to  show  the  deficiencies  of  the 
present  companies.     Only  four  points  were  touched  upon  and  these  not  very  fully. 

The  applicant  produced  evidence  to  show  that  in  certain  sections  of  the  city 
many  buildings  were  not  wired  for  electric  lighting  or  connected  with  the  mains. 
When  questioned  as  to  the  method  by  which  the  Long  Acre  Company  proposed  to 
change  this  condition,  the  engineer  of  the  company  stated  that  a  wiring  company 
was  to  be  formed  whose  function  it  would  be  to  Induce  owners  to  install  electric 
connections.  It  was  stated,  however,  that  this  company  would  have  no  connec- 
tion whatever  with  the  Long  Acre  Company;  that  the  Long  Acre  Company  did 
not  intend  to  do  any  wiring  Itself,  and  that  the  wiring  company  expected  to 
conduct  Its  business  like  any  wiring  concern..  As  there  are  some  1,500  electrical 
contractors  who  are  constantly  canvassing  for  work,  it  does  not  seem  likely  that 
the  addition  of  one  company  quite  independent  of  the  Long  Acre  Company  would 
change  the  situation..  Further,  there  is  nothing  in  the  application  to  guarantee 
that  such  a  company  would  be  formed   if  the  application  were  granted. 

Another  point  made  was  that  not  all  the  streets  are  supplied  with  mains 
and   that   the   introduction   of  a   new   company    would    stimulate    competition    hi 
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this  direction.  There  are  at  present  about  456  miles  of  streets  In  the  boroush 
of  Manhattan,  of  which  393  are  "  built  up."  Of  this  number  321  are  supplied 
with  electric  service,  and  with  the  exception  of  last  year  about  50  miles  or  street 
mains  have  been  added  each  year  for  four  years.  The  two  companies  now  in  the 
field  claim  to  make  connections  upon  liberal  terms  and  as  yet  the  Commission  has 
received  no  complaints  in  this  direction.  The  companies  have  been  given  to 
understand  that  If  a  complaint  should  be  made,  the  Commission  would  expect 
them  to  provide  service  connections  wherever  reasonably  necessary. 

The  applicant  also  tirged  that  the  Long  Acre  Company  intended  to  introduce  a 
lamp  of  much  higher  efficiency  than  the  carbon  filament  lamp  now  in  general  use. 
Upon  inquiry  it  developed  that  the  proposed  lamp  is  not  yet  in  commercial  use  and 
has  not  become  available  outside  of  the  laboratory.  Indeed,  there  is  still  a  ques- 
tion whether  it  will  ever  be  so  perfected  as  to  be  generally  acceptable.  But  as  the 
Long  Acre  Company  admits  that  it  does  not  intend  to  supply  these  lamps  free,  that 
it  does  not  own  or  control  the  patent,  and  that  it  has  no  rights  which  any  other 
company  might  not  secure,  it  would  be  perfectly  possible  for  the  present  companies 
to  put  the  same  lamp  Into  use.  The  existence  of  such  a  lamp  and  the  possibility 
that  the  Long  Acre  Company  might  use  it  do  not,  in  my  opinion,  constitute  a 
strong  argument.  This  Commission  has  power  to  compel  the  existing  companies  to 
provide  any  lamp  of  higher  efficiency  than  those  in  use,  which  is  a  more  effective 
means  than  mere  competition.  The  companies  have  recently  agreed  to  supply  the 
most  efficient  lamps  now  upon  the  market. 

Another  argument  related  to  the  price  at  which  current  would  be  supplied. 
The  engineer  of  the  company  stated  that  they  expected  to  supply  current  at  eight 
cents  per  K.  W.  H.  without  lamp  renewals,  which  is  fully  one  cent  below  what 
the  Manhattan  companies  are  now  charging.  There  Is,  however,  nothing  In  the 
franchise  to  guarantee  that  a  larger  sum  will  never  be  asked,  and  the  statement 
must  be  taken  as  merely  an  expression  of  intention.  Further,  if  eight  or  nine 
cents  for  current  only  is  a  reasonable  charge  and  one  which  a  company  can  afford 
to  maintain,  this  Commission  has  power  to  fix  that  rate  as  the  proper  charge. 

Competition  Only  Tbmpokary. 

Reference  was  frequently  made  in  the  testimony  to  the  indirect  benefits  which 
would  come  from  the  introduction  of  competition  through  the  stimulus  thereby 
provided  to  Induce  each  company  to  give  the  best  service  at  the  lowest  price  in 
order  to  keep  its  present  consumers  and  to  obtain  others.  Undoubtedly  this  is  one 
of  the  advantages  of  competition  in  any  field,  but  the  question  at  once  arises, 
how  long  would  there  continue  to  be  competition  in  case  the  Long  Acre  Company 
wore  authorized  to  Issue  its  secirritle.«»  ?  In  reply  to  questions  upon  this  point, 
the  representatives  of  the  company  admitted  that  there  'was  no  known  method 
whereby  combination  In  one  form  or  another  could  "be  prevented — ^nothing  to  pre- 
vent the  same  Interests  from  securing  control  of  the  Long  Acre  Company  that 
now  control  the  Edison  and  the  United  companies.  Under  the  Public  Service 
Commissions  Law  a  franchise  cannot  now  be  transferred  without  the  approval 
of  this  Commission,  and  one  company  cannot  hold  the  stock  of  another  com- 
pany without  similar  approval;  but  tlicre  is  nothing  to  prevent,  and  there  is  ap- 
parently no  legal  way  of  preventing,  the  stockholders  of  one  company  from  pur- 
chasing stock  in  another  and  thus  bringing  the  two  companies  under  one  control, 
virtually,  although  upon  the  surface  they  may  be  Independent  and  competitors. 
It  there  were  some  way  by  which  the  Independence  of  the  Long  Acre  Company 
could  be  guaranteed  and  competition  preserved,  something  might  be  said  In  favor 
of  the  introduction  of  a  new  company,  but  as  a  matter  of  fact  the  situation 
Is  such  as  to  make  combination  most  easy.  As  the  new  stock  ($10,000,000)  is 
to  be  non-voting,  this  $(50,000,000  corporation  may  be  controlled  by  251  shares  of 
stock  ($25,100.)  As  490  shares  out  of  the  500  are  owned  by  the  Manhattan 
Transit  Company,  a  transfer  of  this  controlling  Interest  would  be  the  simplest 
thing  possible. 

The  whole  electric  history  of  New  York  city  points  the  futility  of  competition. 
In   the  early   years   of   the   industry   numerous   companies   were   organized.     From 
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time  to  time  they  were  absorbed^  only  to  be  followed  by  new  companies  frequently 
enconrai^d  by  the  city  with  the  idea  that  competition  was  the  life  of  trade  and 
that  the  more  competition  there  was  the  better  would  be  conditions.  But  the 
same  procedure  occurred  a^ain  and  again.  The  new  companies  were  merged  or 
swallowed  up.  until  at  the  present  time  there  are  but  two  electric  supply  com- 
panies operating  in  Manhattan,  and  these  two  companies,  although  nominally  in- 
dependent, are  owned  and  controlled  by  the  Consolidated  Gas  Company. 

The  history  of  New  York  city  has  been  duplicated  in  nearly  every  large  city 
In  the  United  States  and  in  most  of  those  in  Europe,  until  at  the  present  time 
there  are  few  cities  where  there  is  genuine  competition  or  where  a  customer  who 
Is  dissatisfied  with  the  service  or  the  rates  of  one  company  may  discontinue  the 
service  of  that  company  and  connect  with  another.  Either  the  companies  have 
been  merged  or  consolidated,  or  the  city  has  been  apportioned  among  those  still 
In  existence  so  that  even  in  the  few  instances  where  there  is  apparent  com- 
petition in  theory,  there  is  in  practice  little  real  competition.  This  tendency  is 
coming  to  be  recognized  as  almost  inevitable  and  the  many  methods  which  at 
first  were  used  to  prevent  it  are  being  abandoned  not  only  as  futile  but  as  det- 
rimental to  the  best  Interests  of  the  public.  It  is  coming  to  be  generally  recog- 
nized that  monopoly  control  of  electric  light,  heat  and  power  may  be  very  beneficial 
to  the  public  If  the  one  company  or  the  few  non-competing  companies  can  be 
placed  under  such  public  regulation  and  control  as  will  secure  for  the  public  a 
fair  share  in  the  many  benefits  arising  from  unified  management.  That  compe- 
tition cannot  be  depended  upon  to  protect  the  consumer  from  high  prices  and  poor 
service   has  been   fully   demonstrated. 

TuK  Advant.\ges  ok  United  Contbol. 

But  putting  to  one  side  for  the  moment  the  question  of  how  a  fair  share  of  these 
benefits  is  to  bo  obtained  for  the  public,  let  us  ascertain  in  what  they  consist.  In 
the  first  place,  the  existence  of  competing  companies  necessitates  constant  opening 
<tf  the  streets  to  provide  service  connections  to  the  houses  and  street  mains  for  the 
distributing  wires.  It  is  axiomatic  that  If  there  is  but  one  company  in  an  area, 
there  will  be  but  one  service  to  a  building  ordinarily  and  but  one  system  of  street 
mains.  If  there  are  several  companies,  more  than  one  service  must  be  provided 
whenever  a  customer  changes  from  one  company  to  another,  and  duplicate  dis- 
tributing systems  must  be  provided  wherever  there  is  real  competition.  To  pro- 
vide and  maintain  these  additional  services  and  mains  means  more  frequent  open- 
ing of  the  streets,  more  Injury  to  pavements  and  ultimately  more  expense  to  the 
taxpayers  —  conditions  which  the  public  has  been  urging  should  be  removed  or 
reduced  and  not  Increased. 

Competition  also  involves  duplication  of  generating  plants  and  substations.  Each 
company  must  provide  sufficient  plant  not  merely  to  supply  the  peak  of  the  load 
but  to  meet  any  accident  which^  may  occur.  Machinery  must  at  all  times  be  held 
In  reserve,  and  when  thore  are  several  independent  companies,  no  one  of  which 
may  take  a  momentary  advantage  of  the  reserve  of  the  other,  they  all  must  main- 
tain reserves  very  much  in  excess  of  what  one  company  must  keep  where  it  may 
fall  back  upon  any  and  all  of  Its  stations  to  meet  a  failure  at  one  of  them. 
Again,  it  is  well  known  that  one  company  can  generate  current  for  the  whole  of 
Manhattan  much  more  cheaply  than  can  several  companies  each  one  of  which 
undertakes  to  supply  the  entire  borough.  Further,  the  loss  due  to  distribution 
Is  larger  where  there  are  several  systems. 

The  result  of  such  duplication  of  capital  and  the  less  economical  methods  of 
production  and  distribution  is  that  the  cost  of  delivering  current  to  the  con- 
wmer  is  larger  under  competition  than  under  efllclent  monopoly.  It  may  be  and 
often  has  been  true  that  competition  has  temporarily  lowered  rates  and  improved 
service,  but  this  does  not  controvert  the  statement  that  the  cost  to  one  company 
of  current  Is  less  than  the  cost-  to  sevoral.  Competition  has  forced  price  nearer 
to  or  below  cost  for  the  moment,  but  every  one  knows  that  when  the  rate  war 
iias  ceased,  due  to  agreement  or  merger,  prices  have  gone  up  and  the  consumer 
ultimately  has  paid  the  bill  and  has  continued  to  pay  Interest  and  dividends  upon 
duplicate   capital  unless  the  State  has  stepped  in. 
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Indeed,  the  existence  of  duplicate  plants  and  wires  in  sacb  a  case  is  almost 
always  urged  as  a  reason  for  higher  charges  when  the  State  attempts  to  fix  lower 
rates.  The  company  asserts  that  it  should  be  allowed  a  fair  return  upon  its 
property  as  It  stands  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  some  of  It  may  be  unneces- 
Miry,  for  the  public  permitted  competition  and  duplication  of  plants,  perhaiM  eyen 
invited  them;  hence  the  company  should  not  be  punished  for  the  mistakes  of  the 
public.  Whether  this  Is  sound  logic  or  not,  the  fact  remains  that  the  existence 
of  duplicate  plants  is  a  serious  obstacle  in  many  cities  to  the  reduction  of  charges, 
and  in  my  opiniod,  the  rates  for  electric  current  would  be  lower  in  Manhattan 
to-day  than  they  are  if  it  were  not  for  the  fact  that  the  two  companies  are 
overloaded  with  an  inheritance  from  the  period  of  competition.  Is  it  wise  to 
continue  this  process  by  authorizing  the  issue  of  $60,000,000  of  securities  and 
thereby  add  this  amount  to  the  amount  already  carried  by  the  consumer?  Even 
the  representatives  of  the  Long  Acre  Company  admitted  that  competition  would  be 
only  a  temporary  expedient,  that  combination  might  follow  and  that  then  still 
another  company  with  its  large  capital  and  duplicate  plant  would  be  necessary  if 
the  competition  theory  is  correct. 

Public   Control   P«EFER.\nLE  to   Competition. 

Assuming  that  uniflod  control  of  electricity  supply  in  a  large  area  may  result  in 
better  service  at  lower  rates  than  under  competition,  the  big  problems  for  every 
community  are :  How  may  the  public  be  assured  that  the  corporation  will  con- 
duct Its  business  wisefy  and  economically ;  and  how  may  the  public  obtain  Its 
fair  share  of  the  benefits  which  accrue  from  monopoly?  To  depend  upon  the 
corporation  itself  has  been  shown  by  experience  to  be  unwise.  Competition,  which 
protects  the  public  in  ordinary  pursuits,  is  inoperative  as  it  has  been  eliminated. 
The  only  general  method  that  has  been  productive  of  good  results  as  long  as  the 
undertaking  is  in  private  hands  is  public  regulation  and  control.  Are  the  powers 
of  the  Public  Service  Commission  adequate  to  protect  the  pul51ic  without  the  Intro- 
duction of  a  competing  company  In  Manhattan? 

The  Ix>ng  Acre  Company  says  it  may  use  a  more  efficient  lamp  than  the  carl^on 
filament  lamp.  This  Commission  has  power  to  compel  the  present  companies  to 
do  BO,  and  they  have  already  agreed  to  supply  the  most  efficient  types  com- 
mercially available.  The  Long  Acre  Company  says  it  intends  to  supply  current 
at  eight  cents  per  K.  W.  II.  without  lamps.  This  Commission  has  power  to  order 
a  reduction  of  rates  subject  only  to  the  provision  that  they  may  not  be  made 
confiscatory,  and  no  company  can  supply  current  at  a  lower  rate  for  any  con- 
siderable period.  If  eight  cents  will  allow  a  fair  profit,  this  Commission  can 
fix  an  eight-cent  rate  for  the  present  companies  upon  the  filing  of  a  complaint  in 
proper  form.  This  Commission  also  has  power  to  order  improvements  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  electricity  and  in  the  plant  and  equipment,  to 
regulate  the  methods  of  supply  and  to  have  general  supervision  of  all  electrical 
corporations.  If  there  is  anything  advantageous  to  the  consumer  which  the  com- 
petition of  the  Long  Acre  Company  will  even  temporarily  produce  that  cannot  be 
brought  about  by  this  Commission  under  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law, 
the  company  has  not  called  attention  to  it.  Further,  if  experience  should  de- 
velop any  weaknesses  in  the  law  wheroby  the  companies  escape  doing  what  the 
Commission  considers  proper.  It  is  believed  that  the  Legislature  will  confer  still 
other  powers. 

In  my  opinion  it  would  be  very  unfortunate  for  this  Commission,  at  the  very 
beginning  of  its  work,  before  It  has  been  demonstrated  that  public  regulation  and 
control  Is  not  an  adequate  substitute  for  competition  and  when  the  experience 
of  other  States  and  other  countries  strongly  Indicates  that  It  is  a  decided  improve- 
ment over  compotition,  to  authorize  the  issuance  of  $00,000,000  in  securities  and 
thus  allow  another  company  to  enter  the  electrical  field  In  Manhattan.  If  the 
evidence  presented  had  shown  that  the  present  companies  were  not  properly  serv- 
ing the  public,  that  a  new  company  would  do  so  and  that  the  same  results  could 
not  be  seized  by  this  Commission,  it  might  be  necessary  in  such  a  case  to  author- 
ize a  new  company  to  come  in.  But  the  applicant  did  not  produce  sufficient  evi- 
dence to  establish  these  conclusions.  Of  course,  the  decision  in  this  case  upon 
the  facts  presented  by  the  evidence,  does  not  bind  the  Commission  to  a  like  de- 
cision in   other  cases      In   other  words,   it  must  not  be  assumed  that  the  refusal 
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to  sanction  competition  in  this  case  indicates  that  it  will  never  be  permitted. 
Upon  the  contrary,  one  may  easily  imagine  a  series  of  circumstances  where  a 
competing  electrical  company  would  be  a  necessity.  Much  depends  upon  the 
attitude  of  the  present  companies  toward  the  public  and  this  Commission.  If' 
they  should  adopt  a  policy  of  hostility  and  Interference,  it  might  become  neces- 
sary to  permit  another  company  to  enter  the  field. 

As  the  questions  raised  by  this  application  are  of  great  Importance,  and  as 
they  have  been  considered  by  state  commissions  and  the  courts  in  this  and  other 
states,  I  have  appended  hereto  excerpts  from  several  cases  which  show  that  the 
conclusions  reached  in   this  opinion   have  be^n  adopted  elsewhere. 

In  conclusion,  I  recommend  that  the  application  be  denied  for  the  following 
reasons : 

1.  Ao  certificate  to  begin  construction  has  been  obtained  from  this  Commission 
or  its  predecessor,  the  Commission  of  Oas  and  Electricity. 

2.  It  is  probable  that  the  bonds  already  issued  are  illegal  and  there  is  grave 
doubt  of  the  legality  of  the  stock,  neither  issue  havitig  been  approved  by  the  Com- 
mission of  Gas  and  Electricity. 

3.  It  is  doubtful  whether  the  title  of  the  Long  Acre  Company  to  the  franchise 
which  it  claims  is'  perfect. 

4.  //  the  bonds  already  issued  are  illegal,  the  approval  of  the  application  tooulA 
authorize  the  c<tpitalization  of  a  franchise,  which  is  contrary  to  law. 

5.  The  amount  of  bonds  of  the  new  issue  is  very  much  too  large  a«  compared 
with  the  amount  of  voting  stock. 

«.  I'he  construction  contract  does  not  adequately  protect  the  interests  of  the 
^'Ong  Acre  Company  or  of  the  public. 

7.  The  applicant  has  not  proved  that  the  existing  companies  are  not  properly 
conserving  the  public  interest  and  convenience  and  that  it  would  be  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  community  to  have  a  new  company  authorized  to  enter  the  field. 

8.  //  a  competing  company  were  allowed  to  begin  operation,  it  is  not  likely  tliat 
it  would  continue  to   operate  independently  for  any  considerable  period. 

9.  Competition  would  cause  inconvenience  and  expense  to  the  public,  would 
tnuse  duplication  of  plant,  would  lead  to  waste  and  ultimately  be  urged  as  a  reason 
why  rates  should  not  be  reduced  to  consumers. 

10.  Practically  all  of  the  advantages  claimed  by  the  applicant  as  to  the  probable 
results  of  competition  can  be  secured  through  the  powers  of  this  Commission,  and 
until  it  has  been  demonstrated  that  these  are  ineffective,  it  would  be  unwise  to 
adopt  a  method  which  has  proved  to  be  ineffective  in  the  past. 

I    recommend   that  an  order  denying  the  application  be  adopted   accordingly. 

APPENDIX. 
Wisconsin   Railroad   Commission. 

An  extract  from  the  decision  of  the  Railroad  Commission  of  Wisconsin  "  In 
the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  La  Crosse  Gas  and  Electric  Company  •  •  • 
1907  " : 

'*  Duplications  (sic.)  of  such  plants  is  a  waste  of  capital,  whenever  the  services 
can  be  adequately  furnished  by  one  plant  only.  If  necessarily  means  that  inter- 
est and  maintenance  must  be  earned  on  a  much  greater,  if  not  twice  as  great, 
an  investment  and  that  the  actual  cost  of  operation  is  lilceiy  to  be  relatively 
higher.  Competition  in  this  service  therefore  usually  means  a  bitter  struggle  and 
low  rates,  until  one  of  the  contestants  is  forced  out  of  the  field,  when  the  rates 
are  raised  to  the  old  level  if  not  above  it,  or  to  a  combination  or  understanding 
of  some  sort  between  them  which  also  ultimately  results  in  higher  rates.  In  this 
why  It  often  happens  that  the  means  which  were  tliought  to  be  the  preventative 
of  onerous  conditions  become  the  very  agents  through  w^hich  such  conditions  are 
imposed.  In  fact  active  and  continuous  competition  between  public  utility  cor- 
porations, furnishing  the  same  service  to  same  locality  seems  to  be  out  of  the 
question.  This  has  been  shown  by  experience.  Such  competition  is  also  con- 
trary to  the  very  nature  of  things.  Two  distinct  and  separate  corporations  are 
not  likely  to  remain  separate  very  long  after  It  becomes  clear  that  the  services 
rendered  by  both  can  be  more  cheaply  and  more  effectively  furnished  by  only  one 
of  them." 
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Massachusetts  Boabd  of  Gas  and  Elbctric   Light  Commissioners. 

In  ISdS  the  City  of  Worcester  granted  a  franchise  to  a  new  company.  An 
appeal  was  taken  from  this  action  by  the  existing  company  to  the  State  Board, 
which  sustained  the  appeal  and  annulled  the  franchise.  In  their  decision  (Re- 
port for  1894)    the  Board  says : 

*'  The  evidence  as  presented  to  the  Board  seems  to  afford  no  reasonable  ground 
for  the  expectation  that  the  proposed  company  could  afford  its  lights  for  less  than 
the  existing  company  *  *  *  It  does  not  possess  and  probably  does  not  expect 
to  acquire  the  exclusive  control  of  any  Invention  by  which  special  saving  in  cost 
may  be  effected,  and  It  cannot  reasonably  be  expected  to  possess  any  higher  tech- 
nical or  business  talent  than  lies  within  the  reach  of  the  existing  company. 

"  It  is  the  duty  of  the  Board  and  its  only  purpose  to  secure  to  the  people  of 
Worcester,  so  far  as  it  lies  within  its  power,  the  best  service  at  the  lowest  reason- 
able pried.  There  is  some  reason  to  believe  that  the  admission  of  the  proposed 
company  might  seriously  impede,  perhaps  wholly  defeat,  this  object.  It  must  be 
recognized  that  both  companies  are  to  be  promoted  and  to  be  conducted  for  the 
sake  of  profit,  and  that  they  will  be  governed  by  the  same  laws  as  other  com- 
panies in  similar  business.  •  ♦  •  The  history  of  corporations  doing  an  electric 
lighting  and  similar  businessMn  competition  in  various  parts  of  the  country  aCTords 
strong  ground  for  believing  that  a  new  company,  if  allowed  to  engage  in  busi- 
ness, would  not  long  remain  by  itself,  as  competition  for  a  period  would  probably 
be  followed,  as  elsewhere,  by  consolidation  or  absorption.  •  *  •  But  com- 
binations and  consolidations,  a.s  is  well  known,  afford  the  opportunity  and  usually^ 
a  temptation  to  stock  development  too  great  to  be  resisted.  Such  needless  out- 
lay should  be  avoided  and  saved,  for  when  it  has  once  been  Incurred  or  the 
money  expended  in  an  enterprise  not  required  to  supply  the  public  wants,  ao 
great  is  the  expectation  of  gain,  and  so  persistent  and  unyielding  the  demands 
of  capital  for  dividends,  the  remedy  is  not  then  easily  found  or  applied,  and  the 
better  policy  avoids  the  evil  at  the  outset  by  preventing  the  expenditure.     •     ♦     • 

••  If  to  sustain  this  appeal  shall  seem  to  secure  to  the  existing  company  a 
monopoly  of  the  business,  it  must  be  remembered  that  it  can  oaly  retain  this  a« 
long  as  the  public  Interest  is  best  served  thereby,  and  that  such  monopoly  Is  con- 
ditional and  restricted.  The  company  claims  and  ex-Brcisos  a  g«jneral  franchise 
throughout  the  city.  It  may  be  compelled  to  meet  all  reasonable  demands.  If  it 
unreasonably  fails  or  neglects  to  supply  light  when  reqiie.stfMl,  this  Board  hap 
power  to  compel  such  supply  and  has  frequently  exercised  this  authority  in  other 
localities.  Consumers  have  a  right  to  the  lowest  remunerative  rates,  and  if  they 
believe  the  prices  charged  are  too  high  they  can  petition  for  a  reduction,  and  the 
order  of  the  Board  as  to  price  Is  binding  upon  the  company.  While  the  Interests 
of  the  share-holders,  present  or  prospective,  ought  not  to  be  overlooked,  the  con- 
venience, comfort  and  pecuniary  benefit  to  the  community  are  surely  of  the  first 
importance." 

In  a  similar  case  in  Haverhill  the  Board  reached  the  same  conclusion  and  said 
(Report  for  1904)  : 

'*  Experience  shows  that  the  exploitation  of  a  new  company  in  a  territory 
already  occupied  does  not  necessarily  depend  for  its  financial  success  upon  the 
sale  of  electricity  to  the  city  and  its  citizens.  That  19  by  no  means  the  only 
source  of  profit  to  such  company.  It  has  been  repeatedly  demonstrated  that  the 
profits  of  a  new  concern  do  not  so  much  depend  upon  its  dealings  with  the  public 
as  upon  the  relations  which  it  may  be  able  to  establish  with  the  company  first 
in  the  field. 

"  If  the  request  of  the  new  company  be  granted,  it  may  naturally  be  expected 
that  for  a  time  both  city  and  commercial  lighting  will  be  offered  by  both  com- 
panies at  considerably  less  than  present  rates,  but  such  competition,  under  the 
conditions  in  this  case,  is  sure  to  be  expensive,  even  though  for  a  time  appa- 
rently economical  or  profitable.  We  may  confidently  expect,  first  losses,  then 
profits :  losses  In  the  conduct  of  the  business  and  the  struggle  for  a  control  of  the 
situation;  profits  in  the  later  union  or  consolidation;  lo«ses  for  a  time  in  the 
supply  of  electricity  to  be  converted  later  Into  new  capitalizntion  as  a  nerpotaal 
and  irremedial  burden  on  the  public.  The  temporary  advantage  to  a  portion  of 
the  public  Is  reasonably  sure  to  be  followed  by  an  undue  burden  upon  the  public 
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as  a  whole,  tbrough  the  larger  capital  demanding  a  return,  much  of  it  represent- 
ing?  unnecessary   duplication  of  properties   as  well   as  losses.     •     •     fc 

**  The  action  of  the  Board  upon  this  case  is  not  to  be  taken  as  a  refusal  to 
admit  of  competition  under  all  circumstances,  nor  as  an  endorsement  or  appi'oyal 
of  the  prices  offered  by  the  existing  company  or  of  all  the  doings  and  policy  of 
Its  management.  It  is  the  duty  of  this  company  to  serve  all  its  customers  at 
prices  at  the  lowest  reasonable  point,  and  to  manage  its  business  with  such  zeal, 
economy  and  enterprise  as  shall  enable  it  to  give  the  best  possible  service  to  the 
greatest  number  at  the  lowest  cost.  If  it  shall  fail  in  this  duty  the  Legislature 
has  provided  the  methods  by  which  its  fulfillment  may  be  secured,  with  an  appa- 
rent purpose  to  avoid,  if  possible,  the  expensive  and  burdensome  results  so  sure 
to  follow  such  competition  as  was  proposed  in  this  case.  The  Board  has  ample 
authority,  upon  the  petition  of  the  mayor  or  a  limited  number  of  customers,  to 
thoroughly  investigate  all  the  company's  affairs,  and  make  such  orders  as  the 
public  interest  may  require." 

A  recent  decision*  of  the  Board  along  the  same  lines  was  taken  into  the  courts 
and  in  the  early  part  of  this  year  the  Supreme  Court  of  Massachusetts  handed 
down  an  opinion  in  the  case  of  Weld  v.  Qas  and  Electric  Light  Commissioners 
upholding  the  decision  of  the   Commission.     The  court  said : 

"The  fundamental  principles,  relied  on  by  the  petitioner  as  applicable  to  cor- 
porations of  this  general  class,  are  well  established.  But  the  laws  of  this  Com- 
monwealth in  regard  to  gas  and  electric  lighting  companies  and  the  facts  of  this 
case  give  rise  to  considerations  very  different  from  those  which  induced  the  de- 
cisions in  many  of  the  cases  above  cited.  In  the  first  place,  in  reference  to  this 
department  of  public  service,  we  have  adopted,  in  this  state  legislative  regula- 
tion and  control  as  our  reliance  against  the  evil  effects  of  monopoly  rather  than 
competitive  action  between  two  or  more  corporations,  where  such  competition  will 
greatly  increase  the  aggregate  cost  of  supplying  the  needs  of  the  public,  and 
perhaps  cause  other  serious  inconveniences.  •  •  •  The  state,  through  the 
regularly  constituted  authorities,  has  taken  complete  control  of  these  corporations 
so  far  as  is  necessary  to  prevent  the  abuses  of  monopoly.  Our  statutes  are 
founded  on  the  assumption  that,  to  have  two  or  more  competing  companies  run- 
ning lines  of  gas  pipe  and  conduits  for  electric  wires  through  the  same  street 
would  often  greatly  Increase  the  necessary  cost  of  furnishing  light,  as  well  as 
cause  great  inconvenience  to  the  public  and  to  individuals  from  the  unnecessary 
digging  up  of  the  streets  from  time  to  time,  and  the  interference  with  pave- 
ments, street  railway  tracks,  water  pipes  and  other  structures." 

New  York  Appbliate  Division,  Supreme  Couut. 
In  a  recent  case  In  New  York  state  the  Appellate  Division  has  recognized  the 
same  theory  and  has  interpreted  the  action  of  the  I^eglslature  in  establishing  state 
commissions  as  follows  (See  the  N.  Y.  Law  Journal  for  April  2,  1908): 

"  It  is  the  settled  policy  of  the  State  to  discourage  competition  of  this 
character  and  the  reasons  for  the  adoption  of  this  policy  have  been  clearly  stated 
by  the  Court  of  Appeals  (People  ex.  rel.  N.  Y.  Electric  Lines  Company  v.  Ellison, 
188  N.  Y.  523).  By  section  11  of  the  Gas  and  Electric  Commission  Act  of 
1905  (chap.  737  of  the  Laws  of  1905)  it  was  provided  that  no  corporation  for 
the  manufacture  and  supply  of  gas  should  exercise  its  power  without  first  ot»- 
taining  a  certificate  of  authority  from  the  commission,  and  the  commission  was 
authorized  to  withhold  its  certificate  *  If  the  territory  within  which  such  cor- 
poration proposes  to  operate  is  already  supplied  by  an  ample  and  well  constructed 
system,  furnishing  the  service  which  such  corporation  proposes  to  furnish  at  a 
fair  and  reasonable  rate,'  and  while  the  act  containing  this  provision  has  been 
superseded  and  repealed  by  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  (chap.  429,  Laws 
of  1907),  that  act  continued  the  prohibition  of  fbe  exercise  of  its  powers  by  any 
gas  or  electrical  corporation  until  It  shall  first  have  obtained  the  permission  and 
approval  of   the  proper  commission  provided   for   by    the  act.     •     •     ♦ 

"As  has  already  been  shown,  the  power  which  the  State  retains  and  has  ex- 
ercised  to   fix   a   reasonable   price   upon   the    commodity,    and    to    compel   its'  de- 
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livery  to  any  person  desiring  to  purchase  it,  removes  any  danger  of  tbe  especial 
vice  wblch  attaches  to  monopolies  In  other  articles  in  common  use,  and,  as  has 
also  been  shown,  the  consolidation  of  control  brought  about  by  the  purchases  of 
stock  complained  of  does  not  In  any  proper  sense  create  such  a  monopoly  as  the 
common  law  and  our  statutes  condemn.*' 

New  York  Public  Sbbvicb  Commission,  Second  Distbict. 

The  attitude  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  Second  District  Is 
reflected  by  the  decision  in  the  application  of  the  Lockport  electric  companlei  for 
permission  to  consolidate  and  issue  bonds: 

"  A  business  which  supplies  to  a  community  a  public  utility  like  gas,  or 
electricity  for  light  or  power,  is  one  in  which  free  and  full  competition  between 
two  companies  engaged  in  the  same  business  cannot  be  expected  to  prevail 
permanently.  Experience  has,  we  think,  amply  demonstrated  the  fapt  that  wnen 
there  is  more  than  one  such  company  in  a  municipality  engaged  in  the  same 
business,  while  active  competition  may  prevail  for  a  more  or  less  brief  period, 
the  companies  generally  find  It  to  their  Interest  to  reach  nn  understanding  either 
as  to  prices  or  division  of  territory,  and  in  the  great  majority  of  cases  the 
two  companies  either  become  one  or  the  control  of  both  passes  into  the  hands 
of  the  same  parties.  It  can  doubtless  be  demonstrated  beyond  any  possibility 
of  successful  contradiction  that  better  service  and  fairer  prices  in  furnishing 
such  public  utilities  to  a  community,  can,  as  a  general  rule,  be  given  by  one 
corporation  than  by  several,  and  that  this  -can  be  done  with  the  use  of  less 
capital.  The  existence  of  more  than  one  corporation  furnishing  the  same  public 
utility  leads,  for  a  time  at  least,  to  duplicate  development,  to  the  building  of 
plants  which  are  not  needed  to  serve  the  community,  to  the  duplication  of 
unsightly  and  expensive  pole  lines  and  distributing  bcrvlce,  to  costly  and  unneces- 
sary tearing  up  and  destruction  of  pavements,  to  administrative  expenses  greatly 
in  excess  of  those  which  a  single  company  would  have  to  meet,  and  to  increased 
leakage  of  gas  or  electric  current.  Undoubtedly  muulcipallties  have  many  iimes 
enjoyed  periods  of  better  service  and  lower  prices  by  reason  of  temporary 
competition  prevailing  between  two  or  more  companies  in  the  same  field.  After 
the  almost  inevitable  consolidation,  understanding  or  division  of  territory,  how- 
ever, the  service  Y)ften  becomes  poor,  and  prices  are  raised  in  an  effort  to  make 
the  city  and  its  Inhabitants  bear  the  burden  involved  in  paying  returns  on  the 
unnecessary  capital  invested  in  the  duplicated  plants.  It  is  our  belief  that  the 
provisions  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  show  a  full  appreciation  of 
these  facts  by  the   Legislature  of  the  State.     •     •     •  »» 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER   No.    607. 
June  26.  1008. 

Whereas  Long  Acre  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  filed  with  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  its  petition  verified  the  1st  day  of 
February,  1908,  praying, 

First — That  the  Commission  authorize  the  issue  by  said  company  of  ten  million 
dollars  ($10,000,000)  par  value,  of  preferred  stock,  the  said  stock  to  be  non-cumu- 
lative and  non-voting,  with  a  specitled  dividend  rate  of  seven   (7)  per  cent; 

Second — That  the  Commission  authorize  the  Issue  by  said  company  of  six  (6) 
per  cent  bonds  to  the  extent  of  fifty  million  dollars   ($50,000,000)    of  which 

Twelve  million  dollars  ($12,000,000)  were  to  be  Issued  at  the  present  time,  and 

The  remainder  were  to  be  Issued  as  might  hereafter  be  authorised  by  tbe 
Public   Service  Commission; 

Third — That  the  Commission  authorize  the  execution  by  said  company  of  a 
mortgage  or  pledge  of  all  its  property  to  secure  the  said  bonds,  and 

Whereas  the  said  Public  Service  Commission  did  thereupon  by  Order  No.  419, 
dated  April  17,  1908,  direct  the  said  petition  to  be  heard  on  Thursday,  April 
30th,  at  2:30  in  the  afternoon,  and  that  the  petitioner  publish  a  notice  of  the 
said  application  and  of  the  time  and  place  of  the  said  bearing.  In  the  manner 
and  as  provided  in  said  order,  and  the  petitioner  did  thereupon  cause  notice 
of  said  application  and  of  the  time   and   place  of   said   hearing   to  be  published 
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in  pursuance  of  such  order,  aud  did  file  proof  thereof  with  the  Commission  at 
(he  time  of  hearing  said  petition,  and 

Whereas  the  matter  coming  on  to  be  heard  on  said  April  80,  1908,  and  said 
petitioner  having  duly  appeared  by  Messrs.  Graham  fie,  L^Amoreaux,  Its  counsel, 
and  there  having  appeared  in  opposition  to  the  granting  of  such  petition  the 
Xcw  York  Edison  Company  by  Messrs.  Beardsley  &  Hemmens.  Its  counsel,  Mr. 
George  E.  Corey  by  Frank  D.  Allen,  Esq.,  Mr.  J.  J.  Moore  by  Sterling  Plerson, 
Esq.,  the  Anti-Monopoly  Light  and  Power  Company  by  Alfred  J.  Talley,  Esq., 
James  McNaboe^  Esq.,  and  George  B.  Hayes,  Esq.,  and  the  petitioner  having 
Hubmitted  proofs  in  support  of  said  aoDllcatlon  and  the  hearing  having  been 
adjourned  from  time  to  time  and  the  Commission  having  taken  the  testimony, 
and  having  examined  witnesses,  books  and  records,  and  being  advised  in  the 
premises.  It  is  hereby 

Ordered:  That  the  foregoing  application  of  the  Long  Acre  Electric  Light  and 
Power  Company,  verified  February  1,  1008,  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  denied. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  rehearing  order  was  issued: 

UEHEARING  ORDER  No.  760. 
September  29,  1008. 

An  order  No.  607,  having  been  made  on  or  about  June  26,  1008,  In  the  above 
entitled   matter  denying  said  application; 

And  the  said  Long  Acre  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  having  applied  by 
petition,  verified  September  17,  1908,  to  this  Commission  for  a  rehearing,  and  sum- 
dent  reason  for  said  rehearing  being  made  to  appear. 

Ordered:  That  a  rehearing,  upon  the  matters  contained  In  said  Order  No.  607 
be  held  on  the  12th  day  of  October,  1908,  at  11  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  or  at 
any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the 
Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  state  of 
New  York,  to  determine  after  such  rehearing  whether  the  original  Order'  No. 
607  should  In  any  respect  be  abrogated,  changed  or  modified,  and  if  any  such 
abrogation,  changes  or  modifications  are  found  to  be  such  as  ought  to  be  made, 
then  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  such  changes  or  modifications  of  the 
said  order. 

AH  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  tne 
premises  as   shall  l)e  just  and  reasonable. 

Further  Ordered:  That  the  said  Long  Acre  Electric  Light  and  Power  Com- 
pany have  at  least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  rehearing  by  service  upon  it,  either 
personally  or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing 
the  said  company  shall  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting 
evidence  and  examining  and  cross-exfimlning  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  afore- 
said;  and   it  is 

Further  Ordered:  That  the  said  company  publish  a  notice,  hereafter  to  be 
given,  of  the  said  application  for  a  rehearing  and  of  the  time  and  place  of  the 
said  rehearing  in  the  following  newspapers,  namely  :  Times  and  Post,  published  in 
the  borough  of  Manhattan,  in  the  city  of  New  York,  at  least  three  days  in  succes- 
sion before  said  hearing,  and  file  proof  of  such  publication  with  the  secretary  of  this 
Commission  on  or  before  the  opening  of  the  said  hearing. 

Hearings  were  held  October  12th,  14th  and  17th. 
Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.  797. 
October  23,  1908. 

Whereas  Long  Acre  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  by  a  petition  verified 
Peptember  17.  1908.  prayed  for  a  rehnarinp  and  reconsideration  of  the  case,  and 
that  Order  No.  607,  denying  petitioner's  original  application,  be  vacated  and  in 
place  thereof  an  order  made  granting  the  prayer  or  the  petitioner  contained  in 
Us  original  application  as  modified  by  its  petition  for  a  rehearing,  verified 
September  17,   1908:  and 

whereas  the  Public  Service  Commission,  by  Order  No.  750,  adopted  September 
29,  1908,  ordered  that  a  rehearing  upon  the  matters  contained  in  said  Order  No. 
607  be  held  on  the  12th  day  of  October,  1908.  at  eleven  o'clock  in  the  forenoon, 
to  determine  after  such  rehearing  whether  the  original  Order  No.  607  should  be 
abrogated  or  modified;  and  that  at  such  hearing  the  company  should  be  afforded 
all  reasonable  opportunity  to  present  evidence  and  examine  and  cross-examine 
witnesses  as  to  the  matters  contained  In  said  Order  No.  607;  and 

Whereas  the  matter  came  on  to  be  heard  on  October  12,  1908;  and  sessions 
having  been  held  before  Mllo  R.  Maltble,  commissioner,  on  said  October  12, 
1906,  and  thereafter  by  adjournment  on  October  14  and  17,  1908;  and  Albert  U. 
Walker,    Esq.,    having    appeared    for    the    Public    Service    Commission;    and    said 

Ktitloner  having  appeared  by  J.  S.  L'Amoreanx,  Esq..  and  Henry  W.  King,  Esq., 
I  counsel;  and  the  Long  Acre  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  bondhoVlers 
having  appeared  by  A.  JL  lUttenhoefer,  Esq.,  of  counsel;  and  there  having 
appeared  In  opposition  to  tne  granting  of  the  application  the  Anti-Monopoly  Light 
and  Power  Company,  by  George  B.  Hayes,  Esq.,  its  counsel,  and  certain  interested 
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parties  by  Alfred  J.  Talley,  Esq.,  connsel;  and  all  the  evidence  offered  in  support 
of  the  application  having  been  duly  taken,  and  ar^meuts  haying  been  ilnly 
heard,  and  the  matter  having  been  duly  considered,  it  is 

Ordered:  That  the  prayer  in  the  petition  of  the  Long  Acre  Electric  Light  and 
Power  Company,  verified  September  17,  1908,  that  Order  No.  607  denying  peti- 
tioner's application  verified  February  1,  1008,  be  vacated  and  set  aside  and  In 
place  thereof  an  order  be  made  granting  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner  set  out  in 
its  original  petition,  as  modified,  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  denied. 


Manhattan    Railway    Company.— Application   for    authority    to 

issue  $10,818,000  of  bonds. 

Hearing  Order  No.  501. 
Opinion  of  Chairman  Willcox, 
Final   Order   No.   572. 


In   the  Matter 

of  the 

Application  of  the  MANHATTAN  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANY for  leave  to  Issue  bonds  to  the  amount  of 
$10,818,000  pursuant  to  the  terms  and  provisions 
of  its  consolidated  mortgage  dated  February  26, 
1890. 


Border  no.  501. 

May  19,  1908. 


Whereas  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  has  received  th^ 
petition  of  the  Manhattan  Railway  Company  verified  May  14,  1008,  and  the  peti- 
tion supplemental  thereto  bearing  date  May  16,  1908,  praying  for  an  order  of  the 
Commission  authorizing  the  Immediate  Issue  of  bonds  to  the  amount  of  ten  million 
eight  hundred  and  eighteen  thousand  dollars  ($10,818,000)  under  and  pursuant  to 
the  consolidated  mortgage  of  said  company  dated  February  26,  1890,  and  stating 
that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  the  use  of  the  capital  to  be  secured  by  the 
Issue  of  such  bonds  is  required  for  the  purposes  of  the  corporation  for  the  dis- 
charge or  lawful  refunding  of  its  obligations. 

Resolved,  That  the  said  petition  of  the  said  Manhattan  Railway  Company  be 
heard  by  and  before  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  on 
Tuesday,  the  26th  day  of  May,  1908,  at  2 :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and  that 
the  said  company  publish  a  notice  of  the  said  application  and  of  the  time  and 
place*  of  the  said  hearing  in  the  following  newspapers,  namely :  The  Rvenlng 
Mall.  The  World  (morning),  published  in  the  borough  of  Manhattan,  in  the  city 
of  New  York,  on  at  least  three  separate  days  before  the  said  hearing  and  file 
proof  of  said  publication  with  the  Secretary  of  this  Commission  on  or  before  the 
opening  of  the  said  hearing. 

Hearings  were  held  Mav  26th,  June  Ist  and  5th. 

The  Manhattan  Railway  Company  owns  'all  the  elevated  roads  in  Manhattan 
and  the  Bronx,  but  leases  the  same  to  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. 
The  purpose  of  the  issue  of  the  bonds,  as  stated  in  the  petitions,  was  to  take  up 
$10,818,000  of  bonds  outstanding,  the  issue  of  the  $894,000  of  bonds  being  to 
cover  a  possible  necessity  of  disposing  of  the  $10,818,000  issue  for  less  than  par. 

The  Chairman,  to  whom  had  been  assigned  the  hearing  on  the  application  of 
the  Manhattan  Railway  Company  for  the  approval  of  certain  bond  issues,  submitted 
(o  the  Commission  a  report  thereon,  and  after  discussion  a  motion  was  made,  duly 
seconded,  and  carried,  approving  the  report  and  directing  the  counsel  to  th^  Com- 
mission to  draft  appropriate  orders  carrying  out  the  recommendations  of  the 
report  for  submission  at  a  future  meeting  of  the  Commission. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  June  12,  1908.) 
Chairman  Willcox  : — 

This  matter  comes  on  upon  two  applications  under  section  55  of  the  Public 
Service  Commissions  Law  made  by  the  Manhattan  Railway  Company  for  leave  to 
issue  bonds  under  its  consolidated  mortgage  bearing  date  February  26,  1890 : 

1.  The  first  application  is  for  authority  to  issue  such  bonds  to  the  amount  of 
$10,818,000,  to  take  up  by  exchange  or  otherwise  a  like  amount  of  the  6  per  cent 
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bonds  ouUtandlng  of  the  Metropolitan  Elevated  Railway  Company  due  July  1,  1908, 
ander  the  first  mortgage  of  that  company  bearing  date  July  10,  1878. 

2.  The  second  application  is  for  leave  to  issue  for  the  discharge  or  lawful 
refunding  of  its  obligations  a  further  amount  of  such  bonds,  viz.,  $894,000  to  be 
certified  by  the  trustee  under  a  provision  of  the  mortgage,  which  allows  certifi- 
cation of  bonds  by  the  trustee  for  extensions  only  to  an  amount  not  exceeding 
$600,000  a  mile  of  double  track. 

The  facts  as  to  the  Manhattan  Railway  Company,  as  such  facts  appear  from  the 
testimony  and  the  franchise  documents  of  the  company  on  file  In  the  ofllce  of  the 
Commission,  are  as  follows: 

The  Manhattan  Railway  Company  was  organized  December  29,  1876,  under 
the  Rapid  Transit  Act,  chapter  606  of  that  year,  with  a  capital  stock  of 
$2,000,000.  Its  routes  were  adopted  September  2,  1875,  by  the  Commission 
appointed  under  that  act  by  the  mayor  and  approved  by  the  common  council 
September  7.  1875,  and  by  the  General  Term,  August  15,  1876.  The  routes  fixed 
by  the  Commissioners  covered  in  part  the  routes  of  the  New  York  Elevated  Railroad 
Company  and  the  Metropolitan  Elevated  Railway  Company.  These  roads  were 
later  taken  into  the  Manhattan  Railway  Company  through  leases  and  surrender 
of  stock  to  it  under  the  provisions  of  section  79  of  the  Railroad  Law  and  of 
chapter  254  of  the  Laws  of  1867,  which  antedated  the  Railroad  Law.  The  New 
York  Elevated  Railroad  Company  was  so  merged  February  3,  1890.  The  Metro- 
politan Elevated  Railway  Company  was  so  merged  May  7,  1894,  and  the  Suburban 
Rapid  Transit  Company,  whose  routes  were  north  of  the  Harlem  river,  was  merged 
with  the  Manhattan  Railway  Company  by  certificate  filed  June  30.  1891. 

With  reference  to  these  roads,  it  may  be  sufficient  to  say  for  the  purpose  of 
reference  that  the  New  York  Elevated  .Railroad  Company  was  organized  In  October, 
1871,  under  the  Railroad  Act  of  1850,  and  succeeded  in  December,  1871,  by  fore- 
closure of  mortgage  to  the  rights  of  the  West  Side  &  Yonkers  Patent  Railway 
Company,  organized  June  25,  1866,  under  Laws  of  1866,  chapter  697,  Laws  of  1867, 
chapter  489,  Laws  of  1868,  chapter  855,  and  that  the  route  of  this  company  was 
sabstant tally  the  route  of  the  present  Ninth  Avenue  and  Third  Avenue  Elevated 
Railroads ;  that  the  Metropolitan  Elevated  Railway  Company  began  as  the  Gilbert 
Elevated  Railway  Company,  organized  under  Laws  of  1872,  chapter  885.  1873, 
chapter  837,  and  1S74,  chapter  275;  that  its  name  was  changed  to  Metropolitan 
Elevated  Railway  Company  by  order  of  the  "Supreme  Court,  Special  Term,  June  6, 
1878,  and  that  Its  route  was  that  covered  substantially  by  the  Sixth  Avenue  and 
Second  Avenue  Elevated  Road ;  that  the  Suburban  Rapid  Transit  Company  was 
Incorporated  in  May,  1880,  under  the  Rapid  Transit  Act  of  1875,  chapter  606,  and 
took  by  lease  and  merger  under  the  provisions  of  chapter  254,  Laws  of  1867,  two 
railroads  with  authorized  routes  north  of  the  Harlem  river,  both  known  as  the 
New  York,  Fordliam  ft  Bronx  Railway  Company,  one  organized  November  30,  1883, 
under  chapter  140  of  the  Laws  of  1850,  and  the  other  organized  under  the  Rapid 
Transit  Act  of  1875,  chapter  606,  and  that  the  Suburban  Rapid  Transit  Company 
was  leased  to  tlie  Manhattan  Rallwi^y  Company  April  1,  1891. 

On  May  20,  1879,  the  Manhattan  Railway  Company  took  leases  of  the  New  York 
Elevated  Railroad  Company  and  the  Metropolitan  Elevated  Railway  Company,  in 
pursuance  of  which  it  assumed  to  the  extent  of  $8,500,000  of  principal  the  bonds 
of  each  of  the  said  companies,  and  agreed  to  pay  the  interest  of  said  bonds  and 
10  per  cent  upon  the  stock  issue  of  each  of  such  companies  to  the  amount  of 
$6,500,000.  The  relations  of  the  three  companies  continued  to  be  more  or  less 
complicated,  but  finally  under  an  agreement  bearing  date  August  1,  1884.  the  stock 
of  the  two  elevated  railroad  companies  was  exchanged  for  stock  of  the  Manhattan 
Railway  Company,  and  the  stock  of  the  Manhattan  Company  became  $26,000,000, 
of  which  120  shares  of  Manhattan  stock  represented  each  100  shares  of  New  York 
Elevated  Rafllroad  stock ;  110  shares  of  Manhattan  stock  represented  every  100 
shares  of  Metropolitan  stock,  and  the  remaining  $11,050,000  of  the  capital  stock 
of  the  Manhattan  Company  represented  the  $13,000,000  of  common  stock  of  the 
Manhattan  Company.  This  $26,000,000  of  issued  stock  was  known  as  consolidateo 
stock  under  the  terms  of  that  agreement. 
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At  the  time  'when  the  lease  was  made  by  the  Suburban  Rapid  Transit  Company 
to  the  Manhattan  Railway  Company,  and  the  agreement  for  the  surrender  of  the 
stock  of  the  Suburban  in  exchange  for  stock  of  the  Manhattan  Company  was  made, 
the  stock  of  the  Manhattan  Company  was  increased  to  $30,000,000.  the  $4,000,000 
increase  representing  $4,000,000  of  stock  of  the  Suburban  Company  which  was  to 
be  taken  over.  This  increase  was  allowed  by  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners 
June  20,  1891.  The  stock  of  the  Manhattan  Company  was  again  increased 
March  1,  1899,  from  $30,000,000  to  $48,000,000  with  the  consent  of  the  Board  of 
Railroad  Commissioners,  and  on  January  17,  1903.  with  like  consent  of  the  Board 
of  Railroad  Commissioners,  from  $48,000,000  to  $60,000,000,  which  is  the  amount 
of  Its  present  outstanding  capital  stock. 

On  February  26,  1890,  the  Manhattan  Railway  Company  and  the  Metropolitan 
Elevated  Railway  Company  executed  a  consolidated  mortgage,  which  provided : 

I.  For  the  Issue  of  $40,000,000  of  bonds  to  be  disposed  of  as  follows: 

(1)  To  be  certified  and  delivered  to  the  Manhattan  Company  forth- 

with      $13,352,000  00 

(2)  To  take  up  by  exchange  or  otherwise  the  outstanding  first  mort- 

gage bonds  of  the  New  York  Elevated  Railroad  Company 8.925.000  00 

(3)  To  take  up  by  exchange  or  otherwise  the  outstanding  debenture 

bonds  of  the  New  York  Elevated  Railroad  Company 1,000,000  00 

(4)  To  take  up  by  exchange  or  otherwise  the  outstanding  first  mort- 

gage bonds  of  the  Metropolitan  Elevated  Railway  Company. .      10,818,000  00 
(6)   To  take   up  .by  exchange  or  otherwise  the  outstanding  second 
mortgage  bonds  of  the  Metropolitan  Elevated  Railway  Com- 
pany         4.000,000  00 

(6)    To   take   up   by   exchange  or   otherwise  outstanding   registered 

bond  certificates  of  the  Manhattan  Railway  Company 1,905.000  00 


Total $40,000,000  00 


II.  That  further  and  additional  bonds  beyond  the  $40,000,000  of  bonds  above 
divided  of  the  same  general  form,  tenor  and  date,  and  bearing  interest  fit  not 
exceeding  5  per  cent  per  annum,  might  be  created  and  issued  only  for  extensions 
of  the  existing  system  of  railroads  of  said  Manhattan  Railway  Company  and 
Metropolitan  Elevated  Railroad  Company,  and  only  when  and  as  the  said  railway 
companies  or  either  of  them  shall  construct  or  acquire  any  such  extension;  and  it 
was  provided  that  such  further  and  additional  bonds  should  be  duly  sealed  and 
signed  by  the  officers  for  the  time  being  of  the  Manhattan  Company  and  be  certified 
by  the  trustee  and  issued  and  delivered  by  it  at  a  rate  not  exceeding  $600,000  per 
mile  of  double  track  of  elevated  railway  and  $300,000  per  mile  of  single  track 
of  elevated  railway  of  the  extension  so  constructed  and  acquired,  and  not  otherwise, 
and  the  fact  of  such  construction  or  acquisition  is  to  be  evidenced' for  the  purposes 
of  the  instrument  by  the  written  certificate  of  the  president  or  vice-president  and 
chief  engineering  officer  of  the  Manhattan  Company,  and  the  ownership  of  the 
property  constituting  such  extension  shall  be  so  vested  as  that  the  same  shall 
form  part  of  the  mortgage  security  created  by  instrument  and  become  subject  to 
the  lien  thereof  as  a  first  charge  thereon. 

It  appeared  by  the  testimony  upon  the  hearing  that  no  bonds  have  ever  been 
Issued  for  any  such  extensions,  but  that  at  the  present  time  there  is  outstanding 
of  these  4  per  cent  consolidated  mortgage  bonds  the  sum  of  $27,748,000  issued 
for  purposes  included  in  the  list  above  mentioned,  and  there  remains  nnlssued 
of  the  said  $40,000,000  for  the  purposes  mentioned  the  following  items,  namely: 

Item  3,  outstanding  debenture  bonds  of  the  New  York  Elevated  Railroad  Com- 
pany, $],00u,000. 

Item  4,  outstanding  first  mortgage  bonds  of  the  Metropolitan  Elevated  Railway 
Company,  $10,818,000,  besides  a  small  amount  of  bonds  held  to  take  up  bonds  or 
debentures  called  but  not  presented. 


Okdkks  of  the  Commission  Issued  in  1908.  157 

With  reference  to  the  issue  of  bonds  for  extensions,  the  company  has  now  filed 
a  copy  of  a  certificate  of  Vice-President  and  Chief  Engineer  upon  this  applica- 
tion showing  the  construction  of  1.49  miles  of  double  track  of  an  extension  of  that 
portion  of  the  road  of  the  Manhattan  Company  formerly  included  in  the  lines  of 
the  Suburban  Rapid  Transit  Company  from  One  Hundred  and  Seventy -seventh 
street  to  Bronx  Park,  and  it  appears  that  the  expense  of  constructing  the  said 
extension  has  been  paid  by  the  Manhattan  Railway  Company  out  of  moneys  in 
its  treasury  derived  from  the  operation  of  the  road  and  that  the  cost  was  $1,406,- 
302.43. 

From  a  legal  standpoint,  it  would  appear  that  there  Is  no  reason  why  the  Issue 
of  ^10^818,000  of  said  bonds  set  aside  and  reserved  to  meet  the  like  amount  of 
6  per  cent  bonds  of  the  Metropolitan  Elevated  Railway  Company  should  not  be 
authorized  as  being  reasonably  requisite  under  the  provisions  of  the  statute  for 
the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  its  obligations. 

In  respect  to  the  second  application  for  the  allowance  of  an  issue  of  $894,000, 
by  reason  of  the  construction  of  the  extension  above  mentioned,  the  company  says 
that  as  between  that  company  and  the  trustee  of  the  consolidated  mbrtgage,  the 
trustee  is  authorized  to  certify  and  deliver  to  it  that  amount  of  the  bonds  of  the 
company,  and  asks  that  Inasmuch  as  the  proceeds  of  an  issue  of  $10,818,000  of  4 
per  cent  bonds  under  the  consolidated  mortgage  will  be  insufficient  to  meet  the 
amount  necessary  to  pay  $10,818,000  on  July  1,  1908,  the  Commission  should 
authorize  the  issuance  and  sale  by  the  company  of  the  $894,000  of  bonds  to  raise 
the  further  amount  required  to  pay  off  on  July  1,  1908,  the  said  Metropolitan 
bonds. 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  bonds  allowed  by  the  mortgage  to  be  certified  by 
tbe  trustee,  to  the  amount  of  $894,000,  by  reason  of  the  construction  or  acquisi- 
tion of  the  extension  of  1.49  miles  from  Tremont  to  Bronx  Park,  have  and  can 
have  no  Inception  or  validity  as  bonds  of  the  Manhattan  Railway  Company  until 
authorized  to  be  issued  by  this  Commission,  under  the  provisions  of  section  55 
of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  and  that  the  Commission  is  without 
power  to  authorize  an  issue  of  such  bonds  unless  it  shall  be  of  the  opinion  that 
the  Issue  is  reasonably  requisite  for  one  of  the  four  following  purposes,   namely: 

1.  When  necessary  for  the  acquisition  of  property. 

2.  The  construction,  completion,  extension  or  improvement  of  its  facilities. 

3.  The  Improvement  or  maintenance  of  its  service,  or 

4.  Discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  its  obligations. 

I  think,  therefore,  the  Commission  may,  under  said  section,  authorize  the  issue 
of  the  said  $894,000  bonds  in  case  it  shall  be  of  the  opinion  that  this  issue  is 
reasonably  requisite  for  the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  by  the  .said  Man- 
hattan Railway  Company  of  the  said  $10,818,000  of  6  per  cent  bonds  of  the  Metro- 
politan Elevated  Railway  Company,  and  in  this  connection  I  refer  to  the  recent 
opinion  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  Second  District,  In  the  Matter 
of  the  Lehigh  and  Hudson  River  Railway  Company,  decided  May  7,  1908.  in 
which,  upon  page  8,  Stevens,  Commissioner,  in  writing  the  opinion,  refers  to  cir- 
cumstances arising  in  the  financing  of  corporations  which  are  substantially  similar 
to  those  existing  in  the  present  case. 

As  to  the  necessity  and  propriety  of  the  issue  in  this  case  it  appears  that  to 
take  up  and  pay  off  the  principal  oC  $10,818*000  Metropolitan  9  per  cent  bonds  on 
July  1,  1908,  at  least  that  amount  must  be  realized,  and  that  from  the  $10,818,000 
of  consolidated  four  per  cent  bonds  under  the  mortgage  of  1890,  reserved  for  the 
purpose,  there  will  not  in  any  reasonable  probability  be  realized  In  the  present 
state  of  the  money  market  a  sufficient  amount  to  meet  the  debt.  The  Manhattan 
Company's  property  is  now  held  under  lease  bv  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit 
Company,  by  the  terms  of  which  the  Manhattan  Company  receives  from  the  lessee 
as  rental  $10,000  a  year  and  Its  stockholders  receive  from  the  lessee  on  account 
of  rental  7  per  cent  on  stock  annually.  The  Manhattan  Company  is  not,  therefore, 
now  an-  operating  company  or  In  the  position  to  utilize  Its  earnings  from  opera- 
tion in  making  up  any  discount  or  deficit  in  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  said  bonds, 
nor  to  incur  a  floating  debt  or  secure  the  same,  as  may  be  done  In  the  case  of  an 
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active  company.  It  does  not  seem  to*  mc  that  ordinarily  bonds  should  be  sold  at 
less  than  par,  or  that  a  deficiency  owing  to  discount  should  be  made  up  by  a  sale 
of  long  term  bonds,  which  adds  to  capital  account.  I  think  that  discount  should 
be  carried  as  an  operating  expense. 

In  view,  however,  of  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  this  case,  I  think  that  a 
further  issue  of  the^ald  $894,000  of  said  bonds  at  4  per  cent  is  necessary  and 
should  be  authorized  for  the  discharge  or  refunding  of  the  said  Metropolitan 
bonds,  but  only  so  many  should  be  sold  as  will  realize  an  amount  sufficient  to 
meet  the  necessities  of  refunding  the  obligations,  and  the  order  authorizing  the 
issue  should  contain  a  condition  that  bonds  Issued  to  refund  the  obligations  should 
be  offered  for  sale  at  public  letting  before  being  issued  and  sold,  and  that  a  strict 
account  shall  be  kept  of  the  proceeds  derived  from  the  sale  of  the  bonds  and  of 
the  disposition  of  the  same,  which  shall  be  subject  to  the  audit  of  the  Com- 
mission. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued; 

ORDER  No.  572. 
June  12,  1908. 

Whereas,  the  Manhattan  Railway  Company  filed  with  the  Public  Service*  Com- 
mission^ for  the  First  District  its  petition,  verified  May  14,  1908,  and  a  supple- 
mental petition  dated  May  Id,  1908,  praying  for  the  authorization  by  said  Com- 
mission of  the  issue  of  $10,818,000  of  bonds  under  and  pursuant  to  a  mortgage, 
bearing  date  the  26th  day  of  February,  1890,  and  executed  by  said  Manhattan 
Railway  Company  and  the  Metropolitan  Elevated  Railwav  Company  to  the  Cen- 
tral Trust  Company  of  New  York,  as  Trustee,  which  said  mortgage,  known  as  a 
Consolidated  Mortgage,  covers,  with  other  property  the  railroad  structures  and 
properties  which  were  acquired  by  said  Manhattan  Railway  Company  from  said 
Metropolitan  Elevated  Railway  Company  under  a  lease  aated  May  20,  1879^  and 
a  subsequent  merger,  pursuant  to  law,  of  said  companies,  consummated  on  May  7, 
1894,  the  said  $10,818,000,  of  bonds  to  be  dated  February  26,  1890,  payable  April  1, 
1990,  and  bearing  Interest  at  the  rate  of  4  per  cent  per  annum;  and 

Whereas,  the  purpose  for  which  said  bonds  are  proposed  to  be  issued  Is  the  dis- 
charge of  refunding  of  obligations  of  said  Metropolitan  Elevated  Railway  Com- 
pany consisting  of  $10,818,000  of  Its  First  Mortgage  Bonds  dated  July  10.  1878, 
and  payable  on  July  1,  1908,  the  payment  of  which  $10,818,000  of  bonds  of  the 
Metropolitan  Elevated  Railway  Company  was  assumed  by  the  Manhattan  Railway 
Company;  and 

Whereas,  the  said  Public  Service  Commission  did  thereupon,  by  order  dated 
Mav  19,  1908,  direct  the  said  petition  to  be  heard  on  Tuesday,  May  2&  l^GS,  at 
2:30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and  that  the  petitioner  publish  a  notice  of  the  said 
application  and  of  the  time  and  place  of  the  said  hearing,  in  the  manner  and  as 
provided  in  said  order,  and  the  petitioner  did  thereupon  cause  notice  of  said  appli- 
cation and  of  the  time  and  place  of  said  hearing  to  be  published  in  pursuance  of 
such  order,  and  did  file  proof  thereof  with  the  Secretary  of  the  said  Commission 
before  the  opening  of  said  hearing;  and  the  matter  coming  on  to  be  heard  on  said 
May  20,  1908,  upon  said  petition  and  said  supplemental  petition,  and  said  peti- 
tioner having  duly  appeared  by  Julian  T.  Davies,  Esq.,  and  Charles  A.  Gardiner, 
Esq.,  Its  counsel,  and  no  one  appearing  in  opposition,  and  the  petitioner  having: 
submitted  proofs  In  support  of  said  application,  and  the  hearing  having  been  duly 
adjourned  from  time  to  time,  and  the  Commission  having  taken  the  testimony  and 
having  examined  witnesses,  books,  records  and  accounts  of  the  petitioner  and 
being  fully  advised  in  the  premises; 

It  being  now  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  that  the  use  of  the  capital  to  be 
secured  by  the  issue  of  said  bonds  by  the  said  Manhattan  Railway  Company  is 
reasonably  required  for  the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  its  obligations,  it  Is 
hereby 

Ordered,  That  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  does  hereby 
authorize,  subject  to  the  conditions  hereinafter  set  forth,  the  Issue  by  the  peti- 
tioner, Manhattan  Railway  Company,  of  $10,818,000  face  value  of  bonds,  at  4  per 
cent  Interest,  from  April  1,  1908,  payable  semi-annually,  under  and  pursuant  to 
the  said  Consolidated  Mortgage,  bearing  date  the  26th  day  of  February,  1890, 
executed  by  said  Manhattan  Railway  Company  and  Metrooolltan  Elevated  Rail- 
way Company  to  the  Central  Trust  Company  of  New  York  as  Trustee;  the  issue 
to  be  made  upon  the  conditions  and  for  the  purposes  following  and  not  other- 
wise, to  wit: 

1.  That  the  Manhattan  Railway  Company  may  sell  the  bonds  hereby  authorized, 
but  only  so  many  thereof  shall  be  sold  as  shall  be  sufficient  to  realize  an  amount 
which  will  pay  the  principal  of  the  bonds  of  the  Metropolitan  Elevated  Railway 
Company,  due  July  1.  1908,  and  the  reasonable  expenses  of  refunding,  which 
expenses  shall  not  Include,  however,  any  commission  for  the  sale  of  said  bonds 
or  for  entering  into  any  underwriting  or  purchase  agreement;  and  the  said  pro- 
ceeds of  the  sale  of  the  bonds  hereby  autnorlzed  shall  be  applied  by  said  Man- 
hattan Railway  Company  only  to  or  toward  the  payment  on  July  1,  1908,  of  the 
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principal   of  said  Metropolitan  bonds  and   the   said  reasoivable  expenses  of  such 
refunding. 

2.  Unless  the  said  bonds  shall  be  sold  at  private  sale  •  on  a  basis  of  not  ex- 
ceeding 4  4-10  per  cent  and  accrued  Interest,  the  treasurer  of  the  company  shall 
Invite  proposals  for  the  purchase  of  said  bonds  to  be  publicly  advertised  dally  for 
not  less  than  six  days  in  at  least  four  dally  newspapers  published  in  the  city 
of  New  York  to  the  end  that  the  time  and  place  of  the  sale  shall  be  generally 
known ;  and  the  treasurer  shall  award  the  said  bonds  to  the  highest  bidder  or 
bidders  therefor.  Said  proposals  shall  only  be  opened  publicly  by  the  treasurer 
of  the  company  and  in  the  presence  of  all  the  Public  Service  Commissioners  for 
the  First  Distilct,  or  such  of  them  as  shall  attend  at  the  time  and  place  specified  in 
■aid  public  advertisement.  It  shall  be  a  condition  of  said  sale  (and  the  advertise- 
ment calling  for  proposals  therefor  shall  so  declare)  that  any  bidder  may  bid  as  to 
said  bonds  for  all  or  none  at  one  price,  or  for  all  or  any  part  at  one  price,  or 
for  portions  of  said  bonds  at  different  prices,  and  any  bidder  who  shall  bid  for 
a  portion  of  said  bonds  may  be  required  to  accept  a  part  of  the  amount  bid  for  by 
Urn  at  the  same  rate,  or  proportionately,  as  may  be  specified  in  his  bid,  and  any 
bid  which  conflicts  with  this  condition  may  be  rejected;  and  if  the  board  of 
directors  deems  it  to  be  in  the  interest  of  the  company  so  to  do  it  may  award 
the  bonds  to  the  bidder  offering  the  highest  price  for  all  or  a  number  of  said 
bonds,  provided,  however,  that  if  the  board  of  directors  deems  it  to  be  in  the 
interest  of  the  company  it  may  reject  all  bids.  The  board  of  directors  may  pre- 
scribe such  other  conditions  incident  to  and  providing  for  the  proposal  for  the 
purchase  of  bonds  as  to  it  may  seem  fit. 

3.  That  the  company  shall  keep  true  and  correct  accounts,  showing  the  ap- 
plication by  it  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  all  bonds  authorized  to  be  issued 
hereby,  and  said  accounts  shall  be  audited  from  time  to  time  by  an  Impartial 
accountsnt  or  accountants,  appointed  for  such  purposes  by  this  Commission. 
Said  accounts  shall  specifically  show  the  amounts  received  by  the  company  from 
time  to  time  upcu  (hi*  sale  of  the  bonds  Issued  hereunder.     And  it  Is  further 

Ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  the  12th  day  of  June,  1908,  and 
shall  continue  in  force  for  a  period  of  one  year,  or  until  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

That  within  five  days  after  the  service  upon  the  said  Manhattan  Railway  Com- 
pany of  this  order,  the  said  Manhattan  Railway  Company  noUfv  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are 
accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


Manhattan   Railway   Company. —  Application   for   authority  to 
issue  $894,000  of  bonds. 

Hearing  Order  No.  602. 
Opinion  of  Chairman  Willcox. 
Final  Order  No.  573. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Application  of  the  MANHATTAN  RAILWAY   COM- 
PANY for  leave  to  issue  bonds  to  the  amount  of 
$894,000  Dureuant  to  the  terms  and  pro  visions  of 
lU  Consolidated  Mortgage  dated  February  26,  1890. 


-ORDER  NOi   502. 

May  Id,   1908. 


Whereas,  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  has  received  the 
petition  of  the  ManhatUn  Railway  Company,  verified  the  14th  day  of  May,  1908, 
Draylng  an  order  of  the  Commission  authorizing  the  Immediate  issue  of  bonds  to 
the  amount  of  eight  hundred  and  ninety-four  thousand  dollars  ($894,000)  under 
and  pursuant  to  the  consolidated  mortgage  of  said  company  dated  February  26, 
1890  and  stating  that  In  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  the  use  of  the  capital 
to  be  secured  by  the  Issue  of  such  bonds  is  ro^iulred  for  tho  purposes  of  the  cor- 
.  poration  and  for  the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  its  obligations, 

RcBolved,  That  the  said  petition  of  the  said  Manhattan  Railway  Company  be 
heard  by  and  before  the  Public  Service  CommlsRion  for  the  First  District  on  Tues- 
dav  the  26th  da?  of  May,  1908,  at  2:30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and  that  the 
Mid  company  publish  a  notice  of  the  said  application  and  of  the  time  and  place  of 
the  said  hearing  in  the  following  newspapers,  namely :  the  Evening  Mall,  the 
World  (Morning),  published  In  the  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  on 
at  least  three  separate  days  before  said  hearing  and  file  proof  of  such  publication 
with  the  Secretary  of  this  Commission  on  or  before  the  opening  of  the  said  hearing. 

Hearings  were  held  May  26th,  June  Ist  and  5th. 
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See  opinion  of  Chairman  Wiilcox  in  preceding  case  upon  which  the  following 

final  order  was  issued: 

ORDBK  No.  573. 

June  12,  1008. 

Whereas,  the  Manhattan  Railway  Company  filed  with  the  Public  Serrice  Com- 
mission for  the  First  District  its  petition,  verified  May  14,  1008,  praying  for  the 
authorization  by  said  Commission  of  the  issue  of  $804,000  of  bonds  under  and 
pursuant  to  a  mortgage,  bearing  date  the  26th  day  of  February,  1800,  and  exe- 
cuted by  said  Manhattan  Railway  Company  and  the  Metropolitan  Klevated  Rail- 
way Company  to  the  Central  Trust  Company  of  New  York,  as  trustee,  which  said 
mortgage,  known  as  a  consolidated  mortgage,  covers,  with  other  property,  the 
railroad  structures  and  properties  which  were  acquired  by  said  Manhattan  RaU- 
way  Company  from  said  Metropolitan  Elevated  Railway  Company  under  a  lease 
dated    May   20,    1870,    and   a  subsequent   merger,   pursuant    to    law,   of   said   com- 

Sanies,   consummated   on   May    7,   1894,   the   said    $804,000  of   bonds   to   be    dated 
ebruary   26,    1800,    payable  April   1,    1900,    and  bearing   interest   at   the   rate   of 
4  per  cent  per  annum,  as  provided  in  said  consolidated  mortgage ;  and 

Whereas,  the  purpose  for  which  satd  bonds  are  proposed  to  be  issued  is  the 
discharge  or  refunding  of  obligations  of  said  Metropolitan  Elevated  Railway  Com- 
pany consisting  of  $10,818,000  of  its  first  mortgage  bonds  dated  July  10,  1878« 
and  payable  on  July  1,  1008,  the  payment  of  which  $10,818,000  of  bonds  of  the  ' 
Metropolitan  Elevated  Railway  Company  was  assumed  by  the  Manhattan  Railway 
Comoany ;  and 

Wnereas,  the  said  Public  Service  Commission  did  thereupon  by  order  dated  May 
10,  1008.  direct  the  said  petition  to  be  heard  on  Tuesday,  May  26,  1008,  at  2:30 
o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and  that  the  petitioner  publish  a  notice  of  the  said  ap- 
plication and  of  the  time  and  place  of  the  said  hearing,  in  the  manner  and  as 
provided  in  said  order,  and  the  petitioner  did  thereupon  cause  notice  of  said  appli- 
cation and  of  the  time  and  place  of  said  hearing  to  be  published  in  pursuance 
to  such  order,  and  did  file  proof  thereof,  with  the  Secretary  of  the  said  Commis- 
sion before  the  opening  of  said  hearing;  and  the  matter  coming  on  to  be  heard 
upon  said  petition,  and  said  petitioner  having  duly  appeared  by  Julien  T.  Davles, 
Eaq.,  and  Charles  A.  Gardiner,  Esq.,  its  counsel,  and  no  one  appearing  in  oppo- 
sition, and  the  petitioner  having  submitted  proofs  iu  support  of  said  application, 
and  the  bearing  having  been  duly  adjourned  from  time  to  time,  and  the  Com- 
mission having  taken  the  testimony  and  having  examined  witnesses,  books,  records 
and  accounts  of  the  petitioner,  and  being  fully  advised  in  the  premises:   and 

Whereas,  the  Commission  has  contemporaneously  herewith,  upon  application  of 
said  Manhattan  Railway  Company,  by  order  duly  authorized  an  issue  of  $10,818,000 
face  value  of  said  bonds  under  and  pursuant  to  said  mortgage,  for  the  discharge 
or  lawful  refunding  of  said  bonds  of  the  Metropolitan  Elevated  Railway  Company 
to  the  amount  of  $10,818,000  face  value,  due  July  1,  1008,  upon  the  conditions 
and  for  the  purposes  in  said  order  specified ;  and 

It  being  now  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  that  the  use  of  the  capital  to  be 
secured  by  the  further  issue  of  said  bonds  by  the  said  Manhattan  Railway  Com- 
pany to  the  amount  of  $804,000  is  reasonably  required  for  the  discharge  or  law- 
ful refunding  of  its  obligations,  it  is  hereby 

Ordered,  That  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  F*irst  District  does  hereby 
authorize  the  issue  by  the  petitioner,  Manhattan  Railway  Company,  of  $894,000 
face  value  of  bonds,  at  4  per  cent  interest  from  April  1,  1008.  payable  semi- 
annually, under  and  pursuant  to  the  said  consolidated  mortgage,  executed  on  the 
26th  day  of  February,  1800,  by  said  Manhattan  Railway  Company  and  Metro- 
politan Elevated  Railway  Company  to  the  Central  Trust  Company  of  New  York 
as  trustee. 

The  issue  is  to  be  made  upon  the  conditions  and  for  the  purposes  following,  and 
not  otherwise,  to  wit : 

1.  That  the  Manhattan  Railway  Company  may  sell  the  bonds  hereby  authorized, 
but  only  so  many  thereof  shall  be  sold  as  shall  be  necessarv,  with  the  proceeds 
of  bonds  sold  under  the  said  order  of  this  Commission,  authorizing  the  Issue  of 
said  $10,818,000  of  said  bonds,  to  realize  an  amount  which  will  pay  the  principal 

>  of  the  bonds  of  the  Metropolitan  Elevated  Railway  Company,  due  July  1,  1008, 
and  the  reasonable  expenses  of  refunding,  which  expenses  shall  not  include,  how- 
ever, any  commission  for  the  sale  of  said  bonds  or  for  entering  into  any  under- 
writing or  purchase  agreement ;  and  the  said  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  bonds 
hereby  authorized  shall  be  applied  by  said  Manhattan  Railway  Company  only  to 
or  toward  the  payment  on  July  1,  1908.  of  the  principal  of  saild  Metropolitan 
bonds  and  the  said   reasonable  expenses  of  such  refunding. 

2.  Unless  the  said  bonds  shall  be  sold  at  private  sale  on  a  basis  of  not  exceed- 
ing 4  4-10  per  cent  and  accrued  interest,  the  treasurer  of  the  company  shall 
invite  proposals  for  the  purchase  of  said  bonds  to  be  publicly  advertised  dally 
for  not  less  than  six  days  in  at  least  four  daily  newspapers  published  In  the 
city  of  New  York,  to  the  end  that  the  time  and  place  of  the  sale  shall  be  generally 
known ;  and  the  treasurer  shall  award  the  said  bonds  to  the  highest  bidder  or 
bidders  therefor.  Said  proposals  shall  only  be  opened  publicly  by  the  treasurer  of 
the  company  and  in  the  presence  of  all  the  l*ul)lic  Service  Commissioners  for  the 
Blrst  District,  or  such  of  them  as  shall  attend  at  the  time  and  place  specified 
in  said  public  advertisement.  It  shall  l>e  a  condition  of  said  sale  (and  the  ad- 
vertisement calling  for  proposals  therefor  shall  so  declare)  that  any  bidder  may 
bid  as  to  said  bonds  for  all  or  none  at  one  price,  or  for  all  or  any  part  at  one 


Okdeks  of  the  Commission  Issued  in  1908.  161 

Erice,  or  for  portions  of  said  bonds  at  different  prices,  and  any  bidder  who  shall 
id  for  a  portion  of  said  bonds  may  be  required  to  accept  a  part  of  the  amount 
bid  for  by  nim  at  the  same  rate,  or  proportionately,  as  may  be  specified  in  his  bid, 
and  any  bid  which  conflicts  with  this  condilion  may  be  rejected ;  and  if  the 
board  of  directors  deems  it  to  be  in  the  interest  of  the  company  so  to  do  it  may 
award  the  bonds  to  the  bidder  offering  the  highest  price  for  all  or  a  number  of 
said  bonds,  provided,  however,  that  if  the  board  of  directors  deems  It  to  be  In  the 
Interest  of  the  company  it  may  reject  all  bids.  The  board  of  directors  may  pre- 
scribe such  other  conditions  incident  to  and  providing  for  the  proposal  for  the 
purchase  of  bonds  as  to  it  may  seem  fit. 

3.  That  the  company  shall  keep  true  and  correct  accounts,  showing  the  ap- 
plication by  it  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  all  bonds  authorized  to  be  issued 
nereby,  and  said  accounts  shall  be  audited  from  time  to  time  by  an  Impartial 
accountant  or  accountants,  appointed  for  such  purpose  by  this  Commission.  Said 
accounts  shall  specifically  show  the  amounts  received  by  the  company  from  time 
to  time  upon  the  sale  of  the  bonds  Issued  hereunder.     And  It  is  further 

Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  the  12th  day  of  June,  1008,  and 
shall  continue  in  force  for  a  period  of  one  year,  or  until  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

That  within  five  days  after  the  service  upon  the  said  Manhattan  Railway 
Company  of  this  order,  the  said  Manhattan  Railway  Company  notify  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are 
accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


ORDERS  FOLLOWING  APPLICATIONS  FOR  CERTIFI- 
CATES OF  CONVENIENCE  AND  A  NECESSITY. 


East  River  Terminal  Railroad  Company. —  Application  for  a  cer- 
tificate of  convenience  and  a  necessity. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

Hearing  Order  No.   634. 

Report  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 

Certificate  of  Convenience  and  a  Necessity. 

•  II.  A  certificate  under  section  53  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  should 
await  the  obtainlnfr  of  a  franchise  from  the  local  authorities. 

2.  A  certificate  under  sections  59  and  59a  of  the  Kail  road  Law  may  be  granted 
by  tbe  Commission  prior  to  the  obtaining  of  a  franchise. 

3.  The  steps  which  must  be  taken  by  a  railroad  corporation  about  to  construct 
a  railroad  in  t^e  city  of  New  York  are : 

File  certificate  of  incorporation. 

Obtain  a  certificate  of   public   convenience   and  a  necessity. 

Obtain  a  franchise  from  the  board  of  estimate  and  apportionment  to  use 
streets  and  public  places. 

Obtain  consents  in  wrltlni?  of  the  owners  of  one-half  In  value  of  the  abut- 
ting property  owners  or  in  lieu  thereof  the  consent  of  the  Appellate  Division. 

If  a  steam  railroad  corporation  desiring  to  cross  any  public  street,  obtain  a 
determination  from  the  Public  Service  Commliision  wnether  such  crossing 
should  be  above,  below  or  at  grade  of  such  street. 

Obtain  the  consent  of  the  Commission  for  the  issue  of  securities. 

4.  Whether  a  proposed  railroad  is  a  steam  railroad  or  a  street  surface  railroad 
la  to  be  determined  from  its  certificate  of  Incorporation.  A  street  surface  railroad 
moat  state  in  ita  certificate  the  names  and  descriptions  of  the  streets,  avenues  and 
hlfrhways  in  which  the  road  is  to  be  constructed. 

5.  The  Commission  will  not  grant  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  a  necessity 
to  a  street  surface  railroad  for  the  carrying  of  freight. 

6.  A  railroad  for  the  carrying  of  freight  In  the  location  proposed  by  the  com- 
pany la  desirable. 

7.  The  application  should  be  permitted  to  he  withdrawn  and  a  new  one  presented 
In  the  proper  form,  as.  If  the  application  is  denied,  a  new  application  may  not  be 
aiade  nntil  one  year  has  elapsed.] 

Tbe  East  River  Terminal  Railroad  presented  a  petition  for  a  certificate  of 
neeanlty  nnder  Section  63  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law. 

The  counsel  to  the  Commission  rendered  the  following  opinion  concerning  the 
application : 


•  Bee  footnote,  page  9. 
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Opinion  of  Counsel. 

BAST    BIVEB    TEBMINAL   RA.ILBOAO. 


May  21,  1»08. 


Public  Service  Oommisaion  for  the  First  District: 

SiBS : —  I  am  in  receipt  of  vour  secretary's  letter  of  May  7th  transmitting  papers 
in  connection  with  two  applications  of  the  East  River  Terminal  Railroad,  one  a 
petition  verified  April  30,  1908,  for  a  certificate  of  necessity,  and  the  other  a  peti- 
tion verified  April  30,  1908,  asking  leave  to  Issue  stock  to  the  amount  of  $10,000, 
under  section  55  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law. 

I  think  that  action  upon  the  last  named  petition  may  properly  await  the  con- 
sideration of  the  first  petition. 

The  first  petition  for  a  certificate  of  necessity  is  drawn  under  section  53  of  tne 
Public  Service  Commissions  Law.  I  am  inclined  to  the  belief  that  the  granting  of 
a  certificate  under  section  53  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  should  await 
the  obtaining  of  a  franchise  from  the  local  authorities  for  the  construction  and 
operation  of  the  street  surface  railroad  proposed  to  be  built  by  this  company. 

I  think,  however,  a  certificate  under  section  59  and  59-a  of  the  Railroad  Law, 
that  public  convenience  and  a  necessity  require  the  construction  of  the  road,  may 
be  granted  by  the  Commission  as  successors  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commission > 
ers,  prior  to  the  obtaining  of  the  consents  from  the  local  authorities  and  property 
owners  required  by  section  91  of  the  Railroad  Ijaw. 

Inasmuch,  however,  as  this  petition  is  drawn  under  section  53  of  the  Public 
Service  Act,  my  suggestion  would  be  that  the  Secretary  advise  the  applicant  to 
withdraw  this  petition  and  substitute  in  place  of  the  same  one  drawn  under  sec- 
tion 59  and  59-a  of  the  Railroad  Law. 

I  return  you  herewith  the  papers  transmitted  to  me  by  the  Secretary  under  date 
of  May  7th.  Respectfully  yours, 

6BO.   S.  COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 

Thereupon,  the  Secretary  was  directed  to  advise  the  applicant  in  accordance 
with  the  recommendation  of  counsel  to  withdraw  the  petition  drawn  under  Sec- 
tion 53  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  and  to  substitut*  in  place 
thereof  one  drawn  under  Sections  69  and  59-a  of  the  Railroad  Law. 

Tlie  East  River  Terminal  Railroad  Company  accordingly  withdrew  its  peti- 
tion and  presented  a  new  petition  as  suggested  in  the  opinion  of  counsel  upon 
which  the  following  hearing  order  was  issued: 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Application     of     the     BAST     RIVER     TERMINAL 
UAILROAI)  for  a  certificate  of  convenience  and 
necessity  under  section  59  of  the  Railroad   Law. 


HEARING  ORDER   No.   634. 
July    14.   1908. 


Whereas,  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  has  received  the 
petition  of  the  East  River  Terminal  Railroad,  verified  June  15,  1908,  alleging  that 
the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  said  company  have  caused  a  copy  of  the  articles 
of  association  of  said  company  to  be  published  in  one  newspaper,  published  In 
the  county  of  Kings,  the  county  in  which  the  said  railroad  is  proposed  to  be 
located,  once  a  week  for  three  successive  weeks,  and  praying  a  certificate  that 
public  convenience  and  a  necessity  require  the  construction  of  said  railroad,  as 
proposed  in  the  articles  of  incorporation  of  the  said  company,  and  It  appearing 
that  the  said  railroad  is  proposed  to  be  located  In  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  city 
of  New  York,  as  follows,  to  wit: 

On  and  along  North  Fourth  street  and  across  Kent  avenue  and  Wythe  avenue: 
the  road  along  North  Fourth  street  to  be  a  single  track  road  entering  upon  said 
highway  at  the  soiitbeast  corner  of  Kent  avenue  and  North  Fourth  street,  and 
running  thence  easterly  along  said  North  Fourth  street  about  300  feet  to  a  point 
about  midway  between  Kent  avenue  and  Wythe  avenue,  and  across  the  side- 
walk of  said  North  Fourth  street,  the  western  termini  of  said  track  being  on  the 
easterly  side  of  the  East  river  at  a  point  between  North  Third  and  North  Fourth 
streets  In  said  borough,  and  the  eastern  termini  to  be  at  the  hereinbefore 
mentioned  point  on  North  Fourth  street,  midway  between  Kent  avenue  and 
Wythe  avenue;  also,  a  railroad  of  six  tracks  across  Kent  avenue,  between  North 
Third  and  North  Fourth  streets  from  the  westerly  side  or  house  line  thereof  to 
toe  easterly  side  or  house  line  thereof;  and  also  a  railway  on  Wythe  avenue  of 
three  tracks  between  North  Third  and  North  Fourth  streets  from  the  westerly 
side  or  house  line  of  snid  Wythe  avenue  to  the  easterly  side  or  house  line  thereof, 
said  construction  to  consist  of  tracks  of  regulation  or  conventional  width. 

Ifeftolred.  That  the  said  petition  of  the  said  East  River  Terminal  Railroad  be 
heard  by  and  before  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  on  the 
7th  day  of  August,  1908,  at  10  o'clock  In  the  forenoon,  and  that  the  said  com- 
pany publish  a  notice  of  the  said  application  and  of  the  time  and  place  of  the 
said  hearing,  setting  out  the  names  and  descriptions  of  the  streets,  roads,  avenues 
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and  highways  tn  and  upon  which  It  Is  proposed  to  construct  and  operate  such 
railroad  In  the  following  newspapers  puhllshed  In  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  .city 
of  New  York,  Brooklyn  Times,  on  at  least  three  days  prior  to  the  said  hearing, 
and  file  proof  of  such  publication  with  the  secretary  of  this  Commission  on  or 
before   the   opening  of  said  hearing.    • 

Hearings  were  held  August  7th,  18th  and  28th. 

Rbpobt  by  Comhissionbb  Bassett. 
(Adopted  October  13,  1908.) 
Comhissionbb  Bassett: — 

Before  discussing  the  merits  of  this  application  It  seems  proper  to  describe 
the  steps  that  a  railroad  corporation  about  to  construct  a  railroad  In  the  city 
of  New  York  must  take  and  what  the  relation  of  the  Commission  Is  to  such  steps. 

First  it  must  file  Its  certificate  of  Incorporation  with  the  Secretary  of  State,  In 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Railroad  Law.  Not  every  corporation 
that  owns  tracks  and  rolling  stock  Is  a  railroad  corporation,  but  such  corpora- 
tions can  not  take  advantage  of  the  privileges  that  railroad  corporations  possess 
in  the  use  of  public  places  and  the  exercise  of  the  power  of  eminent  domain. 
When  the  certificate  Is  filed  the  railroad  corporation  can  not  exercise  Its  powers 
until   It   has  complied  with  additional  provisions  of  the   law. 

The  second  step  that  It  must  take  is  to  obtain  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  a  necessity,  in  accordance  with  paragraph  59  of  the  Railroad  Law.  This 
certificate  must  be  obtained  from  the  Public  Service  Commission  as  successor  of 
the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners.  The  reason  why  the  corporation  must 
take  this  step  Is  because  the  state  is  unwilling  that  corporations  have  the  priv- 
ilege of  using  or  crossing  public  places  and  the  power  of  condemnation  of  land 
nuless  there  is  a  public  necessity  for  them.  It  Is  not  the  policy  of  the  state 
that  one  railroad  shall  unnecessarily  parallel  another  or  that  a  so-called  railroad 
corporation  which  may  operate  a  mile  or  two  of  railroad  on  its  own  land  shall 
have  the  right  of  eminent  domain.  Railroad  corporations  whether  anout  to  con- 
struct in  the  city  of  New  York  or  out  of  it  must  obtain  this  certificate.  The 
Railroad  Law  provides  that  a  review  be  had  by  the  Appellate  Division  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  determination  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners 
refusing  a  certificate.  The  certificate  of  incorporation  must  be  referred  to  for  the 
statement  of  the  route  proposed,  and  it  has  been  repeatedly  held  that  the  Board 
of  Railroad  Commissioners  could  not  attach  conditions  to  the  certificate,  but  were 
confined  to  the  approval  or  disapproval  In  whole  or  In  part  of  the  route  specified 
in  the  articles  of  incorporation. 

The  third  step  that  the  railroad  corporation  must  take  if  It  proposes  to  use  any 
street  or  public  place  in  the  city  of  New  York  is  to  obtain  a  consent,  permit  or 
franchise  from  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment  and  the  Mayor.  The 
Legislature  cannot  make  effective  the  right  to  use  streets  because  of  the  consti- 
tutional provision  that  no  law  shall  authorize  the  construction  or  operation  of  a 
street  railroad  except  upon  the  condition  that  the  consent  of  the  local  author- 
ities having  control  of  that  portion  of  the  street  or  highway  upon  which  it  Is 
proposed  to  construct  or  operate  such  railroad  be  first  obtained.  Furthermore, 
the  state  of  New  York  has  In  the  charter  of  the  city  of  New  York  given  the 
Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment  the  power  to  grant  a  franchise  or  right 
to  any  railroad  corporation  to  use  any  of  its  streets  or  public  places,  the 
only  exception  being  certain  provisions  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Act.  It  is  obvious 
that  if  the  railroad  corporation  did  not  desire  any  franchise  from  the  city  of 
New  York  it  could  still  construct  and  operate  its  road  without  it.  It  could 
build  on  its  own  land  and  if  it  had  obtained  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  a  necessity  it  would  have  the  power  of  condemnation,  but  it  could  not  cross 
a  street  or  proceed  upon  any  public  place.  In  other  words,  the  state  of  New 
York  gives  the  corporation  the  right  to  be  a  corporation  and  the  power  of 
eminent  domain  and  all  that  the  city  franchise  or  consent  adds  to  the  corpora- 
tion is  the  power  to  use  public  streets  or  places. 

7*he  next  step  the  railroad  corporation  must  take  if  it  plans  to  construct  all 
or  part  of  Its  line  In  the  streets  of  the  city  of  New  York  is  to  obtain  the  consent 
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In  writing  of  the  owners  of  one-half  In  value  of  abutting:  property.  If  the 
required  proportion  of  the  abutting  property  owners  do  not  consent  the  corpora- 
tion  may  ask   the  Appellate  Division   of  the   Supreme  Court  for  Its  consent. 

The  next  step  that  a  steam  railroad  corporation  must  take  in  case  It  desires  to 
cross  any  public  street  Is  to  obtain  a  determination  from  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission as  successor  to  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioirers  whether  such 
crossing  shall  be  above,  below  or  at  the  grade  of  such  street.  The  prevention 
of  grade  crossings  has  been  considered  by  the  Legislature  to  be  of  such  Im- 
portance* that  it  has  not  been  willing  to  allow  municipalities  to  have  control  of 
this  subject.  When  the  Public  Service  Commission  considers  the  granting  of  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and  a  necessity  it  need  not  at  that  time  con- 
sider whether  a  certain  street  will  be  crossed  at  grade  or  over  or  below  Its 
grade.  That  is  a  question  reserved  for  a  later  period.  Neither  would  it  be 
proper  for  the  Commission  after  considering  an  application  to  fix  the  grade  to 
determine  that  it  could  not  cross  the  street  at  all,  because  this  question  would 
have  already  been  determined  by  the  issue  of  the  certificate  of  public  conven- 
ience and  a  necessity  and  by  the  granting  of  a  consent  or  franchise  by  the 
municipality. 

Before  the  company  can  issue  stock,  mortgage  property  or  issue  bonds  it  must 
obtain  the  consent  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Act.  The  purpose  of  requiring  this 
step  is  to  prevent  over-capitalization  or  wrongful  use-  of  the  property  oi  ihc 
corpofation.  Before  granting  the  consent  the  Public  Service  Commission  ma; 
properly  ascertain  what  property  the  corporation  has  or  purposes  to  obtain, 
because  the  state  is  Interested  to  see  that  the  corporation  is  an  entity  prepared 
to  furnish  a  public  service  sufficiently  independent  and  complete  to  enable  it  to 
comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  law. 

It  is  not  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  this  decision  to  discuss  the  further  pro- 
visions of  section  53  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  which  require  the 
permission  and  approval  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  before  construction 
or  exercise  of  the  franchise  can  begin.  This  requirement  Is  in  many  respects 
similar  to  that  for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and  a  necessity  under  the 
Railroad  Law.  A  railroad  corporation  must  procure  this  permission  and  approval 
not   only  for  its  main  lines  but  for  its   extensions. 

A  street  surface  railroad  need  not  apply  for  a  determination  as  to  whether  It 
will  go  under  or  ever  the  grade  of  streets  that  It  may  cross,  but  In  other 
respects  It  must  take  the  steps  above  enumerated.  The  Jaw  also  Imposes  certain 
burdens  upon  such  a  road  In  the  city  of  New  York.  One  of  these  is  the 
requirement  that  a  percentage  of  its  gross  receipts  must  be  paid  to  the  municipal- 
ity and  another  is  that  no  open  steam  locomotives  may  be  used  by  It. 

We  may  now  better  consider  the  situation  presented  in  this  application.  The 
East  River  Terminal  Railroad  filed  its  certificate  of  Incorporation  In  the  oflice 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  on  November  19th,  1907.  This  certificate  states  that 
the  kind  of  railroad  to  be  built  and  operated  shall  be  a  railroad  of  standard 
gauge  to  be  operated  by  steam  power,  a  dummy  or  locomotive  engine  of  the 
switching  variety  being  used,  which  said  railroad  is  to  be  operated  as  a  freight 
railroad  exclusively,  receiving  and  distributlug  all  classes  of  freight,  its  loca- 
tion is  stated  to  be  from  a  point  on  the  easterly  bank  of  the  Bast  river  between 
North  Third  street  and  North  Fourth  street,  running  thence  easterly  about  one- 
half  mile  to  a  point  east  of  Wythe  avenue  between  North  Third  street  and  North 
Fourth  street.  This  description  would  carry  the  railroad  a  little  more  than  the 
length  of  two  city  blocks  and  It  would  need  to  cross  two  streets  of  the  borough 
of  Brooklyn:  I.  e.,  Kent  avenue  and  Wythe  avenue.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
certificate  of  incorporation  shows  that  the  kind  of  road  to  be  built  or  operated 
Is  a  steam  railroad  of  standard  gauge.  If  it  were  a  street  surface  railroad  the 
Railroad  Law  requires  It  to  state  In  its  certificate  of  Incorporation  the  names 
and  description  of  the  streets,  avenues  and  highways,  In  which  the  road  Is  to 
be  constructed.  When,  however,  we  turn  to  the  certificate  of  incorporation  we 
find  no  statement  of  the  streets  in  which  it  Is  to  be  constructed.  It  Is  oDvioos* 
however,    that    to   operate   between    the    termini    set    forth    in    the    certificate   of 
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Incorporation  it  must  cross  two  city  streets.  But  every  steam  railroad  entering 
Into  the  city  must  ordinarily  cross  city  streets.  Moreover,  "it  would  appea'r  from 
tbe  Railroad  Law  (Section  90)  that  a  street  surface  railroad  is  such  a  one  as 
operates  mainly  on  the  surface  of  streets.  If  It  Is  a  street  surface  railroad  it 
need  not  apply  to  the  Commission  for  a  determination  as  to  grade  crossings. 

It  is  necessary,  therefore,  to  determine  whether  this  corporation  is  a  steam  rail- 
road or  a  street  surface  railroad,  because  the  characteristics  of  the  two  are  different 
for  the  purposes  of  this  application.  This  distinction  is  the  more  important  because 
the  proceedings  of  the  applicant  appear  to  have  confused  the  two  classes.  For 
instance,  the  applicant  in  accordance  with  paragraph  90  of  the  Railroad  Law, 
which  applies  only  to  street  surface  railroads,  has  filed  In  the  same  oiflces  where 
the  original  certificates  were  filed  a  statement  covering  the  streets  which  it  pro- 
poses to  cross  and  also  a  street  which  it  proposes  to  run  along.  In  this  statement 
it  denominates  itself  a  street  surface  railroad.  The  application  for  a  certificate 
of  pabllc  convenience  and  a  necessity  which  the  company  now  seeks  from  the 
Commission  also  states  that  It  was  duly  Incorporated  as  a  street  surface  railroad. 
If  it  is  a  street  surface  railroad  it  must  pay  a  portion  of  its  gross  income  to  the 
municipality,  and  it  need  not  apply  for  a  determination  whether  It  must  go  over 
or  under  the  streets  that  it  proposes  to  cross.  Even  if  the  applicant  had  incor* 
porated  as  a  street  surface  railroad  tbe  Commission  would  not  be  willing  to  grant 
it  a  certificate  of  convenience  as  a  street  surface  railroad  for  carrying  freight 
ezclosively  at  this  place,  and  one  of  tbe  main  reasons  for  the  refusal  would  be 
that  the  company  would  thus  escape  the  necessity  of  applying  to  the  Commission 
to  determine  whether  the  streets  should  be  crossed  above  or  below  grade.  If  the 
company  is  unwilling  to  amend  its  application  so  that  it  plainly  asks  for  a  certifi- 
cate as  a  steam  railroad  company  the  certificate  must  be  refused  on  this  account. 
The  company's  certificate  of  incorporation  as  well  as  the  proof  presented  on  the 
hearing  shows  that  It  is  strictly  a  steam  railroad  for  carrying  freight  and  that  it 
possesses  none  of  the  characteristics  of  a  street  surface  railroad. 

A  further  Irregularity  should  be  noted  here.  The  certificate  of  Incorporation 
states  that  the  railroad  is  to  be  built  between  North  Third  street  and  North  Fourth 
street.  The  application  states  that  a  single  track  road  is  to  be  constructed  along 
North  Fourth  street  to  a  point  about  midway  between  Kent  avenue  and  Wythe 
avenue  and  across  the  sidewalk  of  said  North  Fourth  street.  The  map  filed  with 
the  petition  also  shows  a  single  track  across  North  Fourth  street  to  the  property 
of  the  Brooklyn  Cooperage  Company.  This  is  not  contemplated  in  the  certificate 
of  incorporation  and  Is  not  properly  part  of  the  steam  railroad  the  route  of  which 
Is  to  be  considered  at  this  time.  The  petition  also  refers  to  three  tracks  crossing 
Wythe  avenue,  whereas  the  map  shows  four  tracks.  It  is  desirable  that  the 
petition  and  map  should  correspond. 

If  the  company  either  makes  a  new  application  for  a  certificate  of  public  con- 
venience 'and  a  necessity  as  a  steam  railroad  or  amends  its  application  to  that 
effect,  I  see  no  objection  to  granting  it  a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and  a 
necessity,  but  on  the  contrary  there  are  many  weighty  reasons  .why  this  should 
be  done.  The  proof  shows  that  an  enormous  amount  of  freight  Is  now  shipped 
from  the  freight  yard  now  operated  between  Kent  avenue  and  tbe  East  river.  This 
includes  not  only  the  great  tonnage  of  the  neighboring  sugar  refinery  but  mer- 
chandise to  and  from  nearly  all  of  the  railroads  entering  the  port  of  New  York 
and  to  and  from  the  large  manufacturers  and  shippers  of  this  part  of  Brooklyn. 
The  Increase  in  the  population  of  Brooklyn  has  caused  the  tonnage  passing  through 
this  yard  to  increase  greatly  in  recent  years,  yet  the  space  is  so  restricted  that 
the  handling  of  freight  cars  and  freight  at  this  point  has  become  more  and  more 
difficult  and  the  welfare  of  the  public  appears  to  demand  that  a  greater  space 
should  be  made  available  for  this  purpose  than  can  be  obtained  between  the  East 
river  and  Kent  avenue,  which  Is  the  street  next  east  of  the  river.  It  would 
appear  that  this  can  only  be  accomplished  by  allowing  the  carriage  and  switching 
of  freight  cars  further  back  from  the  edge  of  the  East  river,  and  it  seems  reason- 
able and  right  that  the  freight  railroad  to  be  constructed  for  the  accomplishment 
of  this  should  extend  across  Kent  avenue,  through  the  adjoining  block,  across 
Wythe  avenue  and  into   the  block  east  of  Wythe  avenue.     The  freight  cars  are 
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brought  to  this  location  on  floats.  It  woo  Id  be  anreasonable  to  compel  the  persons 
handling  this  freight  to  obtain  a  large  water  frontage  on  which  to  build  a  succes- 
sion of  docks.  Large  manufacturing  structures  stand  In  the  way  of  widening  oat 
the  freight  terminal  yard.  These  considerations  seem  to  me  to  make  it  proper  that 
greater  space  should  be  secured  by  extending  the  road  two  blocks  easterly. 

The  above  outline  of  steps  to  be  taken  by  a  new  railroad  company  in  the  city 
of  New  York  shows  that  it  Is  not  necessary  to  consider  in  detail  at  this  time  the 
questions  relating  to  the  present  ownership  of  the  tracks  now  used  for  freight 
switching.  It  may  be  presumed  that  the  company  will  And  a  way  to  obtain  the 
necessary  land  and  property.  These  and  other  considerations  will  be  brought  before 
the  Commission  on  the  application  for  the  issue  of  stock.  If  owners  of  freight 
yards  and  track  in  the  neighborhood  objected  to  the  grant  of  the  certificate  now 
applied  for  they  would  have  protested  before  the  Commission  at  the  hearings  but 
no  one  put  in  appearance  to  oppose.  If  the  applicant  company  proceeds  with  the 
matter  in  hand  in  the  manner  above  outlined  it  will  later  apply  for  the  deter- 
mination of  the  Commission  regarding  passing  under  or  over  the  two  city  streets. 
At  that  time  the  Commission  will  consider  the  relation  of  the  proposed  terminal 
railroad  to  the  city  streets  with  a  view  to  the  importance  of  keeping  these  streets 
as  free  from  obstacles  as  possible  and  with  a  view  to  carrying  out  the  direction 
of  paragraph  60  of  the  Railroad  Law,  to  the  effect  that  all  steam  railroads  must 
be  so  constructed  as  to  avoid  all  public  crossings  at  grade  whenever  practicable 
so  to  do.  ^ 

I  do  not  at  this  time  propose  that  an  order  should  be  made  denying  the  appli- 
cation. The  Railroad  Law  provides  that  when  an  application  is  dented  a  new 
application  cannot  be  made  until  one  year  has  elapsed.  This  application,  if  pre- 
sented by  a  party  conceding  itself  to  be  a  steam  railroad  company,  appears  to  me 
to  be  plainly  meritorious.  The  Commission  should  give  the  company  an  opportunity 
to  withdraw  the  present  application  and  make  a  new  one  in  proper  form,  or  If  it 
seems  best,  to  amend  the  present  application  and  map.  If  the  applicant  does  not 
care  to  make  a  new  application  or  amend  the  present  one  the  Commission  will, 
after  a  reasonable  time  has  elapsed,  probably  wish  to  enter  an  order  denying  the 
application. 

The  company  subsequently  presented  a  new  petition,  as  suggested,  and  a  certifi- 
cate of  convenience  and  a  necessity  was  granted  to  it.  Commissioner  Bassett  writing 
the  following  supplemental  opinion : 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  December  4,  1908.) 
Commissioner  Bassett: — 

The  East  River  Terminal  Railroad  Is  a  railroad  corporation  organized  under 
chapter  565  of  the  Laws  of  1890,  commonly  called  the  Railroad  Law.  and  the  acts 
amendatory  thereof  and  supplementary  thereto.  Its  certificate  of  incorporation 
states  that  the  proposed  railroad  is  to  be  operated  as  a  freight  railroad  exclusively, 
and  that  it  is  to  be  built  and  operated  from  a  point  on  the  easterly  bank  of  the 
East  River  between  North  Third  street  and  North  Fourth  street,  running  thence 
easterly  about  one-half  mile  to  a  point  east  of  Wythe  avenue  between  North  Third 
street  and  North  Fourth  street,  all  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  city  of  New  York. 

The  corporation  petitioned  the  Commission  for  a  certificate  of  public  con- 
venience and  a  necessity.  Hearings  have  been  held  and  the  formal  proof  required 
in  such  cases  has  been  made.  On  October  13,  1908,  I* made  a  report  to  the 
Commission  (see  minutes,  page  1614)  pointing  out  that  the  petition  should  be 
amended  to  show  that  the  petitioning  corporation  is  a  steam  railroad  corporation 
and  not  a  street  surface  railroad  corporation,  and  also  to  show  the  termini  and 
proposed  route  of  the  railroad  as  stated  in  its  certificate  of  incorporation  Instead 
of  merely  stating  the  portions  of  city  streets  that  the  proposed  railroad  will  cross. 
This  report  is  referred  to,  to  supplement  this  opinion.  Since  the  filing  of  such 
report  the  petitioner  has  filed  an  amended  petition  which  is  considered  sufficient. 
I  do  not  think  that  the  advertlshig  and  taking  of  formal  proof  need  be  repeated 
because  the  former  advertisements  referred  to  the  route  as  shown  in  the  certificate 
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of  incorporation  and  all  parties  interested  liad  full  notice  of  the  essential  features 
of  the  request  made  by  tlie  corporation  to  tlie  Commission.  Power  to  permit 
amendments  in  such  cases  is  specifically  granted  to  the  Commission  by  law.  My 
previous  report  set  out  the  facts  showing  that  there  is  a  public  need  of  this  rail- 
road. In  my  opinion  the  conditions  required  by  law  have  been  complied  with  by 
the  petitioner  and  it  is  also  my  opinion  that  public  convenience  and  a  necessity 
require  the  construction  of  the  railroad  proposed  in  the  certificate  of  incorpora- 
tion of  the  petitioner. 

Thereupou,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  the  following  certificate  of 
convenience  and  a  necessity  was  granted: 

CERTIFICATE  UNDER   SECTION  59  OF  THE   RAILROAD   LAW. 

December  4,  1908. 

The  East  River  Terminal  Railroad,  having  duly  made  application  to  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  by  its  petition,  verified  June  15,  1908, 
for  a  certificate  that  it  has  complied  with  the  conditions  provided  for  in  section  59 
of  the  Railroad  Law  and  that  public  convenience  and  a  necessity  require  the  con- 
struction of  the  railroad  proposed  in  its  Articles  of  Association,  and  its  said 
application  having  been  dulv  heard  at  a  public  hearing  held  by  and  before  the 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  on  the  7th  day  of  August,  1908, 
and  subsequent  days,  in  pursuance  of  due  notice  thereof,  Mr.  Henry  F.  Cochrane, 
of  counsel  for  said  East  River  Tennlnal  Railroad  appearing  in  support  of  said 
application  and  no  one  appearing  in  opposition  thereto,  and  it  having  appeared 
that  Bald  petition  was  defective  In  that  It  appeared,  therefrom  that  said  East  River 
Terminal  Railroad  was  a  street  surface  railroad  and  not,  as  in  fact,  a  steam  rail- 
road, and  said  petition  having  therefore  been  withdrawn  and  an  amended  petition, 
verified  November  10,  1008,  together  with  a  map  showing  the  streets,  avenues 
and  highways  proposed  to  be  crossed  by  the  new  construction,  having  been  duly 

§  resented  by  said  East  River  Terminal  Railroad  to  and  filed  with  said  Public 
ervice  Commission,  and  said  East  River  Terminal  Railroad  having  duly  fur- 
nished a  receipt  for  the  payment  of  Its  organliuition  tax  from  the  State  Treas- 
urer and  having  filed  with  said  Public  Service  CommlssioQ  satisfactory  proof  of 
the  publication  (ft  a  copy  of  its  Articles  of  Association  In  The  Brooklyn  Eagle, 
a  newspaper  published  In  the  county  of  Kings,  In  which  said  road  is  proposed 
to  be  located,  once  a  week  for  three  successive  weeks,  and  said  certificate  having 
been  applied  for  within  six  months  after  the  completion  of  said  three  weeks'  pub- 
lication, now,  it  appearing  that  the  conditions  of  section  59  of  the  Railroad  Law 
have  been  duly  complied  with  by  said  East  River  Terminal  Railroad  and  that 
public  convenience  and  a  necessity  require  the  construction  of  the  railroad  pro- 
posed In  Its  Articles  of  Association,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  said  anpllcation  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  granted:  and 
The  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  hereby  certifies  that  the 
conditions  provided  for  in  section  59  of  the  Railroad  Law  have  been  complied  with 
by  said  East  River  Terminal  Railroad  and  that  public  convenience  and  a  neces- 
sity require  the  construction  of  the  steam  railroad  for  the  conveyance  of  freight 
proposed  In  the  Articles  of  Association  of  the  East  River  Terminal  Railroad, 
to  wit: 

"A  railroad  to  be  built,  maintained  and  operated  from  the  point  on  the  easterly 
bank  of  the  East  River  between  North  Third  street  and  North  Fourth  street  as 
its  western  termini,  running  thence  easterly  about  one-half  mile  to  a  point  east 
of  Wythe  avenue  between  North  Third  and  North  Fourth  street,  which  said  last 
point  will  be  the  eastern  termini  of  said  road." 


New  York,  Westchester  and  Boston  Railway  Company. —  Ap- 
plication for  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  a  necessity. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Application  of  NEW  YORK.  WESTCHESTER 
AND  BOSTON  RAILWAY  COMPANY  for  a  Cer- 
tificate of  Convenience  and  a  Necessity,  under 
section  59  of  the  Railroad  Law,  and  under  sec- 
tion 53  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law. 


ORDER  NO.    811. 
^  October  30,  1908. 


Whereas,  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  has  received  the 
petition,  verified  October  27,  1908.  of  the  New  York,  Westchester  and  Boston  Rail- 
way Company,  praying  the  Commission  to  grant  to  it  a  certificate  of  public  con- 
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yenience  and  a  necessity,  as  provided  by  section  59  of  the  Railroad  Law,  and  its 
permission  and  approval,  as  provided  under  section  53  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
missions Law. 

Resolved,  That  the  said  petition  of  the  said  New  York.  Westchester  and  Boston 
Railway  Company  be  heard  by  and  before  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  on  the  9th  day  of  November,  1908.  at  4  o'clock  In  the  afternoon, 
and  that  the  said  company  publish  a  notice  of  the  said  application  and  of  the 
time  and  place  of  the  said  hearing  In  the  following  newspapers  published  in  the 
city  of  New  York:  New  York  Herald,  the  Evening  Mail,  on  at  least  three  sepa- 
rate days  prior  to  the  said  hearing  and  file  proof  of  such  publication  with  the 
Secretary  of  this  Commission  on  or  before  the  opening  of  said  hearing. 


Hearings  held  November  9th  and   16th. 
27th.    The  matter  is  undetermined. 


Briefs  were  submitted  November 


OEDERS      FOLLOWING      APPLICATIONS     FOR 
PROVAL  OF  CHANGES  OF  MOTIVE  POWER 


AP- 


City  Island  Railroad   Company. —  Application  for  approval  of 
change  of  motive  power. 


Hearing   Order   No.    807. 
Opinion  of  Counsel. 
Final  Order  No.  843. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 

Application  of  the  CITY  ISLAND  RAILROAD 
COMPANY  for  thp  Approval  of  the  Public  Serv- 
ice Commission  for  the  First  District,  of  the 
Chang:e  of  Motive.  Power  on  the  Railroad  of  the 
City  Island  Railroad  Company  in  borough  of  the 
Bronx,  City  of  New  Yorlc. 

Under  section  100  of  the  Railroad  Law. 


^  HEARING  ORDER  No.  807. 
^  October  27.  1908. 


An  application  dated  October  15.  1906,  having  been  made  by  the  City  Island 
Railroad  Company  under  section  100  of  the  Railroad  Law  to  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  First  District  for  the  approval  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  First  District  of  a  change  of  motive  power  from  horse  power  to 
overhead  electric  current  to  be  operated  in  connection  with  the  American  Mono- 
rail   System,    perfected    by   Howard    Hansel   Tunis, 

Ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  In  the  hearing  room  of  the  oflBce  of  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  at  No.  154  Nassau  street,  city  of  New 
York,  at  4  P.  M.,  November  6,  1908,  at  which  hearing  said  application  will  be 
considered. 

Further  ordered.  That  five  days'  notice  of  this  hearing  be  given  by  mail  to  the 
City  Island  Railroad  Company. 

Further  ordered.  That  five  days'  notice  of  this  hearing  be  given  by  mail  to  the 
city  of  New  York  through  the  office  of  the  Corporation  Counsel. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  annexed  notice  be  published  by  said  City  Island 
Railroad  Company  on  Saturday,  October  31.  and  on  Monday,  November  2.  in  the 
New  York  Press  and  in  the  New  York  Evening  I'ost. 


PUBLIC   SERVICE  COMMISSION.  FIRST  DISTRICT. 

CITY   ISLAND   RAILROAD   COMPANY, 

CHANGE  TO  ELECTRIC  POWER. 

Application  has  been  made  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  Dis- 
trict iy  the  City  Island  Railroad  Company  for  the  ap'^roval  of  a  change  of  motive 
power  from  horse  power  to  overhead  eleotrlo  rurrent  to  be  operated  in  connec- 
tion with  the  American  Monorail  System  perfected  by  Howara  Hansel  Tunis.  A 
hearing  upon  said  application  will  be  held  Ip  the  hearing  room  of  the  ofiSce  of  the 
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Public  Senrlce  Commission  for  the  First  District,  at  No.  154  Nassau  street,  cltr 
of  New  York,  at  4  P.  M.,  November  G,  1908,  at  which  hearing  said  application  will 
be  considered. 

Dated,   New  York,  October  27,   1906. 

CITY   ISLAND   RAILROAD   COMPANY. 

By 


The  Counsel  to  the  Commission  rendered  the  following  opinion  in  the 
n'jitter : 

^[Change  of  motive  power  —  Approval  by  Commission  —  Power  of  Commission  to 
authorize  erection  of  a  new  structure  necessary  to  the  monorail  system  —  Approval 
by  Commission  of  change  of  motive  power  is  necessary  and  proper  —  Necessity  of 
application  to  board  of  estimate  and  apportionment  —  Consents  of  abutting  owners.] 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

November  17.  1908. 
i*utlie  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District: 

SiBS : —  Answering  Commissioner  Eustis's  oral  request  for  an  opinion  on  the 
question  of.  whether  the  Commission  has  authority  to  approve  a  change  In  motive 

gower  from  horse  power  to   overhead  electric   current  by   the  American   Monorail 
yatem,  as  perfected  by  H.  H.  Tunis,  I  beg  to  advise  you  as  follows : 
Such   approval    of  change  of   motive  power  is  governed   by   section    100  of   the 
Railroad  Law,  which  reads  as  follows : 

*•  i  100.  Motive  Power. —  Any  street  surface  railroad  may  operate  any 
portion  of  its  road  by  animal  or  horse  power,  or  by  cable,  electricity,  or  any 
power  other  than  locomotive  steam  power,  which  said  locomotive  steam  power 
18  primarily  generated  by  the  locomotive  propelling  the  cars,  and  in  the  use 
of  which  either  escaping  smoke  or  steam  or  smoke  is  visible,  which  may  be 
approved  by  the  state  board  of  railroad  commissioners,  and  consented  to  by 
tne  owners  of  one-half  of  the  property  bounded  on  that  portion  of  the  rail- 
road with  respect  to  which  a  change  of  motive  power  is  proposed;  and  if  the 
consent  of  such  property  owners  cannot  be  obtained,  the  determination  of 
three  disinterested  commissioners,  appointed  by  the  appellate  division  of  the 
supreme  court  of  the  department  in  which  such  railroad  is  located,  in  favor 
of  such  motive  power,  confirmed  by  the  court,  shall  be  taken  in  lieu  of  the 
consent  of  the  property  owners.  The  consent  of  the  property  owners  shall 
be  obtained  and  the  proceedings  for  the  appointment  and  the  determination 
of  the  commissioners  and  the  confirmation  of  their  report  shall  be  conducted 
in  the  manner  prescribed  in  sections  ninety-one  and  ninety-four  of  this  article, 
so  far  as  the  same  can  properly  be  made  applicable  thereto.  "Any  railroad 
corporation  making  a  change  in  its  motive  power  under  this  section,  may 
make  any  changes  in  the  construction  of  its  road  or  roadbed  or  other  property 
rendered  necessary  by  the  change  in  its  motive  power.     •     •     •  ♦» 

It  has  been  held  that  this  section  authorizes  such  changes  as  from  horse  power 
to  overhead  trolley  power  and  from  horse  power  to  underground  cable  power. 

In  my  opinion  the  testimony  taken  at  the  hearing  indicates  that  the  change 
contemplated  in  the  case  of  the  Pelham  Park  Railroad  Company  and  City  Island 
Railroad  Company  is  not  so  essentially  different  from  that  of  a  change  to  trolley 
construction  as  to  prevent  your  granting  the  power  to  erect  the  new  structure 
as  part  of  the  equipment  necessary  to  the  new  motive  power,  under  the 
provisions  of  section  100  of  the  Railroad  I^w.  The  question  is  one  of  degree, 
and  as  the  nature  of  the  structure  Is  not  well  known  It  is  of  course  uncertain 
how  great  the  additional  burden  on  the  street  will  be.  If  it  prove  to  be  similar 
to  trolley  construction,  I  should  expect  the  courts  to  hold  that  your  approval  Is 
sufficient.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  a  structure  is  erected  that  Is  more  like  an 
elevated  railroad,  then  I  should  expect  the  courts  to  hold  that  the  franchise  for 
this  should  be  obtained  from  the  board  of  estimate  and  apportionment. 

In  any  event,  your  approval  of  the  change  of  motive  power  is  necessary  and 
proper,  and  if  additional  authority  is  needed  from  the  board  of  estimate  and 
apportionment  the  railroad  companies  may  apply  to  that  board. 

I  can  see  no  reason  why  your  Commission  should  not  grant  the  approval  asked. 
If  in  your  opinion  the  change  is  desirable.  The  railroad  companies  in  assuming 
that  no  application  to  the  t>oard  of  estimate  and  apportionment  Is  necessary  are 
taking  a  risk  with  full  knowledge  of  the  facts,  and  your  action  can  in  no  way 
prevent  the  city  of  New  York  from  exercising  Its  rights  in  the  matter. 

The  railroad  companies  have  stated  that  they  have  the  necessary  consents  of 
property  owners,  and  I  think  your  Commission  may  reasonably  require  that  such 
consents  be  submitted  for  examination  before  your  approval  Is  given. 

I  send  you  herewith  a  proposed  resolution  approving  this  change. 

Respectfully  yours, 
(Signed)  GEORGE  S.  COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 
Hearings  were  held  November  6th  and  12th. 


•  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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The  following  discussion  was  had  in  the  Commission  upon  the  granting  of 
the  application: 

Commissioner  Bassett  :  *'  In  considering  this  proposition,  we  act  under  the 
powers  that  were  granted  to  us  as  successors  of  the  State  Railroad  Board,  and 
somewhat  as  when  issuing  a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and  a  necessity. 
Before  a  company  can  change  its  motive  power  It  must  obtain  our  approval,  but 
that  does  not  mean  that  all  needed  rights  are  perfected  any  more  than  when  we 
Issue  a  certlflcnte  of  public  convenience  and  a  necessity,  It  means  that  no  further 
rights  may  be  needed.  I  can  easily  conceive  that  a  company  operating  a  horse 
railroad  should  go  through  two  or  three  separate  cities.  It  might  then  apply  to 
the  Public  Service  Commission  to  make  a  change  of  the  motive  power  to  electricity. 
The  grant  of  the  certificate  would  still  leave  the  company  where  it  might  need  to 
go  to  these  several  cities  to  procure  additional  rights.  It  therefore  seems  to  me 
that  it  Is  not  necessary  that  we  should  await  the  action  of  the  board  of  estimate 
and  apportionment  before  we  grant  this  certificate  of  change  of  motive  power. 
It  leaves  the  company  free  to  obtain  such  additional  rights  as  the  law  demands, 
and  the  municipality  Is  In  no  way  Injured.  I  am  therefore  in  favor  of  the 
resolutions  and  second  the  molion  for  their  adoption." 

Commissioner  Maltble :  "  I  wish  to  be  excused  from  voting  on  this  motion,  not 
having  seen  the  Engineer's  report  and  not  knowing,  except  by  verba!  communica- 
tion, what  statements  are  made  tberein.  Personally,  I  consider  It  quite  Improper 
to  authorize  offband  a  change  In  motive  power  which  Involves  such  a  radical 
change  as  the  adoption  of  a  method  which  has  not  been  tried  In  New  York  nor  in 
any  other  city  in  the  United  "States  under  the  conditions  which  will  exist  on  the 
two  lines  running  between  Bartow  and  City  Island.  Until  an  engineering  report 
has  been  submitted  which  states  that  the  plan  is  safe  and  proper  In  the  Judgment 
of  a  competent  electrical  engineer,  I  cannot  see  how  one  can  vote  Intelligently  upon 
these  resolutions." 

The  following  final  order  was  Issued : 

ORDER  No.  843. 
November  17,  1008. 

Whereas  an  application,  dated  October  15,  1908,  has  been  made  to  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  by  the  City  Island  Railroad  Company 
for  approval  of  change  of  motive  power  from  horse  power  to  overhead  electric 
power  as  used  by  the  American  Monorail  System,  and 

Whereas  a  bearing  was  held  before  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  after  due  notice  given  to  the  city  of  New  York  and  to  the  public 
by  advertisement  duly  had  in  certain  newspapers,  to  wit:  the  New  York  Press 
and  the  New  York  Evening  Post,  at  which  nearing  testimony  was  taken,  and  at 
which  hearing  it  appeared  that  the  change  of  motive  power  as  above  set  forth 
had  been  consented  to  by  the  owners  of  more  than  one-half  of  the  property 
bounded  on  the  City  Island  Railroad  Company; 

Now  therefore  It   is 

Resolved,  That  the  change  of  motive  powor  from  horse  power  to  overhead  elec- 
tric current  to  be  operated  In  connection  with  the  American  Monorail  System  per- 
fected by  Howard  Hanson  Tunis,  as  applied  for  by  the  City  Island  Railroad  Com- 
pany, be  and  the  same  hereby  Is,  In  all  respects  approved  upon  the  route  as 
follows  : 

Beginning  at  a  junction  with  the  Pelham  Park  Railroad  at  or  near  Marshairs 
corner  on  the  highway  known  as  the  City  Island  Road:  thence  through,  along  and 
upon  the  said  City  Island  Road  to  and  across  City  Island  bridge;  thence  through, 
along  and  upon  the  street  or  highway  known  as  Main  street  to  a  point  on  said 
street  at  or  near  the  corner   or  intersootlon   of  Franklin  avenue. 

Further  resolved.  That  this  approval  takr*  effect  only  upon  the  Citv  Island  Rail- 
road Company  obtaining  the  lornl  consents  and  approvals  required  by  law  and 
depositing  the  same  with  the  Public  Sorvice  Commission  for  the  First  District 
for  examination. 
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Pelham  Park  Railroad  Company. —  Application  for  approval  of 
change  of  motive  power. 

Hearing   Order   No.    808. 
Opinion  of  Counsel. 
Final  Order  No.  842. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Application  of  the  PELHAM  PARK  RAILROAD 
COMPANY  for  the  approvftl  of  the  Public  Service 
CommiBsion  for  the  First  District,  of  the  change 
of  motiye  power  on  the  railroad  of  the  Pelham 
Park  Railroad  Company  In  the  borough  of  The 
Bronx,   city  of  New  York. 

Under  section  100  of  the  Railroad  Law. 


HEARING  ORDER  No.  806 
October  27,   1908. 


An  application  dated  October  15,  1908,  having  been  made  by  the  Pelham  Park 
Railroad  Company  under  section  100  of  the  Railroad  Law  to  the  Pnbllc  Service 
Commission  for  the  First  District  for  the  approval  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  First  District  of  a  change  of  motive  power  from  horse  power  to 
overhead  electric  current  to  be  operated  In  connection  with  the  American  Mono- 
rail System,  perfected  by  Howard  Hansel  Tunis, 

Ordered,  Tnat  a  hearing  be  had  in  the  hearing  room  of  the  office  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  at  No.  164  Nassau  street,  city 
of  New  York,  at  4  P.  M.,  November  6,  1908,  at  which  hearing  said  application 
will  be  confddered. 

Further  Ordered,  That  five  days*  notice  of  this  hearing  be  given  by  mail  to  the 
Pelham  Park  Railroad  Company. 

Further  Ordered,  That  five  days'  notice  of  this  hearing  be  given  by  mail  to  the 
city  of  New  York  through  the  office  of  the  corporation  counsel. 

Further  Ordered,  That  the  annexed  notice  be  published  by  said  Pelham  Park 
Railroad  Company  on  Saturday,  October  31,  and  on  Monday,  November  2,  in  the 
New  York  Press  and  in  the  New  York  Evening  Post. 


PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMBfflSSION,  FIRST  DISTRICT. 

PELHAM  PARK  RAILROAD   COMPANY, 

CHANGE   TO   ELECTRIC   POWER. 

Application  has  been  made  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District  by  the  Pelham  Park  Railroad  Company  for  the  approval  of  a  change  of 
motive  power  from  horse  power  to  overhead  electric  current  to  be  operated  in 
connection  with  the  American  Monorail  System  perfected  by  Howard  Hansel 
Tunis.  A  hearing  upon  said  application  will  be  held  In  the  hearing  room  of 
the  office  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  at  No.  154 
Nassau  street,  city  of  New  York,  at  4  P.  M.,  November  6th,  1008,  at  which 
hearing  said   application  will  be  considered. 

Dated,  New  York,  October  27th,  1908. 

PELHAM   PARK  RAILROAD   COMPANY, 

By 

See  opinion  of  counsel  in  the  preceding  case.     (Matter  of  City  Island  Rail- 
road Company). 
Hearings  were  held  November  6th  and  12th. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.  842. 
November  17,  1908. 

Whereas  an  application,  dated  October  15.  1908,  has  been  made  to  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  by  the  Pelham  Park  Railroad  Com- 
pany for  approval  of  change  of  motive  power  from  horse  power  to  overhead 
electric  power  as  used  by  the  American  Monornll  System,  and 

Whereas  a  hearing  was  held  before  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  .District  after  due  notice  given  to  the  city  of  New  York  and  to  the  public 
by  advertisement  duly  had  In  certain  newspapers,  to  wit :  the  New  York  Press 
and  the  New  York  Erening  Post,  at  which  nearlng  testimony  was  taken,  and  at 
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which  hearing  it  appeared  that  the  change  of  motive  power  as  above  set  forth 
had  been  consented  to  by  the  owners  of  more  than  one-half  of  the  property 
bounded  on  the  Pelhnm  Park  Railroad  Company; 

Now   therefore   it  is 

Resolved,  That  the  change  of  motive  power  from  horse  power  to  overhead  elec- 
tric current  to  be  operated  in  connection  with  the  American  Monorail  System 
perfected  by  Howard  Hansel  Tunis,  as  applied  for  by  the  Pelham  Park  Railroad 
Company,  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is  in  all  respects  approved  upon  the  route 
as  follows: 

Beginning  at  or  near  Bartow  Station  on  the  Harlem  River  and  Portchester 
Railroad;  thence  to  along  and  through  the  street  known  as  Third  street  to  the 
highway  known  as  the  Shore  road:  thence  along  and  across  the  said  Shore 
road  to  the  highway  known  as  the  City  Island  road ;  thence  through,  along  and 
upon  the  said  City  Island  road  to  a  Junction  with  the  City  Island  Railroad  at 
or  near  Marshall's  Corner. 

Further  Resolved,  That  this  approval,  take  effect  only  upon  the  Pelham  Park 
Railroad  Company  obtaining  the  local  consents  and  approvals  required  by  law 
and  depositing  the  same  with  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District  for  examination. 


ORDERS  FOLLOWING  APPLICATIONS  FOR  PERMIS- 
'SION  TO  LAY  NEW  OR  ADDITIONAL  TRACKS 
AND  TO  CONSTRUCT  EXTENSIONS. 


Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. —  Application  for 
permission  to  erect  an  elevated  railroad  on  the  Flatbush 
avenue  extension  and  for  the  exclusive  use  of  two  tracks  on 
Manhattan  Bridge. 

Hearint?  Order  No.  657. 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  McCarroll. 

Resolution  Denying  Application. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Application   of  the    BROOKLYN   UNION  B>L,BVATBD 
RAILROAD  COMPANY  for  the  right  to  construct  an 
elevated     road     upon     the     extension     of     Flatbush 
avenue,   and  for   the   right  to   the  exclusive  use   of 
two  tracks  upon  the  Manhattan  Bridge. 


JIBARING  ORDBR  No.  657. 
August  3,  1906. 


Whereas  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  has  received 
applications  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  as 'follows,  to  wlft 

First— An  application  dated  September  9,  1907,  and  aclcnowledged  September 
18,  1907,  for  the  right  to  construct,  operate  and  maintain  four  elevated  railroad 
tracks  and  elevated  structures  In  and  upon  the  extension  of  Flatbush  avenue, 
more  particularly  described  as  follows  : 

1.  A  double  track  elevated  structure  connecting  with  the  elevated  structure 
on  Fulton  street  at  or  near  the  intersection  with  Flatbush  avenue  with  said  Fulton 
street,  and  extending  northerly  along  the  extension  of  Flatbush  avenue  over 
and  above  the  elevated  railroad  structure  in  Myrtle  avenue  to  a  point  distant 
about  one  hundred  (100)  feet  north  of  where  the  northerly  side  of  Myrtle  avenue 
intersects  what  Is  known  as  the  extension  of  Flatbush  avenue  where  said  tracks 
merge  into  the  two  elevated  tracks  next  described. 

2.  Two  elevated  tracks  on  the  structure  hereinbefore  described,  connecting 
with  the  two  elevated  tracks  of  your  petitioner  on  Flatbush  aveuue,  beginning  at 
or  near  a  point  In  Flatoush  avenue  distant  about  three  hundred  and  fifty  (350) 
feet  southerly  from  where  the  northerly  line  of  Fulton  street  Intersects  Flatbush 
avenue,  and  extending  northerly  under  the  elevated  structure  on  Fulton  street, 
and  over  and  above  tne  elevatod  structure  on  Myrtle  avenue,  along  and  through 
Flatbush  avenue  and  the  extension  thereof  (one  track  of  which  is  to  be  on  each 
side  of  the  two  foregoing  described  tracks)  at  or  to  a  point  near  the  northerly 
side  of  Nassau  street  where  Nassau  street  Is  intersected  by  the  extension  of 
Flatbush  avenue,  to  be  constructed  between  the  tracks  last  described  to  where 
Flatbush  avenue  Join.  • 

3.  Two  elevated  tracks  connecting  with  the  petitioner's  elevated  structure 
turning   out    of    Myrtle    avenue   and    extending    northerly    along   the    extension   of 
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Flatbush  avenae,  to  be  constructed  between  the  tracks  last  described  to  where 
the  same  will  merge  into  the  tracks  last  described  at  a  point  distant  about  one 
hundred  (100)  feet  north  of  Johnson  street. 

4.  The  right  to  construct,  maintain  and  operate  all  the  necessary  turn-outs, 
sidings,  switches,  cross-oTers  and  connections  with  its  elevated  structure  on  Flat- 
bush  avenue,  Fulton  street  and  Myrtle  avenue,  together  with  the  further  right 
to  maintain  all  signal  towers,  plants,  equipment,  platforms  and  stations  necessary 
in   the  operation  of  the   said  elevated   road. 

Second  — An  application  verified  April  21,  1908,  for  the  right  to  the  exclusive 
use  of  two  of  the  tracks  provided  for  elevated  railroads  upon  and  across  the 
Manhattan  Bridge  and  approaches,  when  constructed  across  the  East  river, 
together  with  the  necessary  connections,  terminals,  switches,  sidings,  turn-outs, 
wires  and  equipment  for  the  operation  of  its  said  elevated  railroad  cars  from 
the  borough  of  Brooklyn  over  and  across  the  said  bridge  and  approaches  thereto. 

Resolved,  That  the  said  applications  of  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Ball- 
road  Company  be  heard  by  and  before  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District  on  the  20th  day  of  August,  190B,  at  10:30  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  and  that 
the  said  Company  publish  a  notice  of  said  applications  and  of  the  time  and  place 
of  the  said  hearing  in  the  following  newspapers :  Brooklyn  Eagle,  Times,  Citizen 
and  Standard  Union,  published  In  the  City  of  New  York,  on  at  least  two  separate 
days  before  said  hearing  and  file  proof  of  such  publication  with  the  Secretarv 
of  this  Commission  on  or  before  the  opening  of  the  said  hearing. 

Hearing  held  August  20th. 

Opinion  op  Commission. 

(Adopted  November  6,  1908.) 

CoMKissiONEit  McCarroll  : — • 

This  is  an  application  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Ballroad  Company  for 
the  erection  of  an  elevated  structure  and  railroad  on  the  so-called  Flatbush  Avenue 
Extension.  This  extension  is  the  continuation  of  Flatbush  avenue  north  of  Fulton 
street,  now  partially  open,  and  leading  to  the  plaza  of  the  Manhattan  bridge. 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  railroad  is  to  connect  with  the  present  elevated 
lines  on  Flatbush  avenue,  Fulton  street  and  Myrtle  avenue,  respectively. 

The  connection  with  the  lines  on  Flatbush  avenue  Is  to  ^  made  at  a  point 
about  300  feet  to  the  south  of  Fulton  street.  The  tracks  of  this  are  to  pass  under 
the  elevated  railroad  on  the  latter  and  so  continue  along  the  Flatbush  Avenue 
Extension  to  a  point  at  which  a  common  level  will  be  reached. 

The  connection  with  the  Fulton  street  line  Is  to  be  made  at  or  near  the  inter- 
section of  these  two  streets. 

The  third  connection  is  to  be  made  with  the  lines  on  Myrtle  avenue  about  100 
feet  north  of  Johnson  street  to  reach  the  same  level. 

The  application  is  for  a  structure  to  carry  four  tracks,  with  the  necessary  turn- 
outs and  switches,  and  a  station  with  double  platforms,  at  or  near  the  crossing  at 
Myrtle  avenue,  where  the  existing  line  of  the  same  company  shall  also  pass  under- 
neath the  structure  upon  Flatbush  Avenue  Extension.  At  the  point  where  the 
four  tracks  reach  Nassau  street  they  are  merged  into  two  to  connect  with  and 
pass  over  two  tracks  of  the  Manhattan  Bridge,  which  are  a  set  of  the  tracks  on 
Its  lower  level. 

Another  application  was  also  later  made  to  the  Commission  by  the  same  company 
for  the  exclusive  use  of  these  two  bridge  tracks  and  Is  now  pending  before  the 
Commission.     Some  consideration  must  be  given  to  that  in  this  connection. 

The  conditions  embraced  in  this  application  are,  as  stated: 

a  structure  carrying  four  tracks  throughout  the  length  of  the  new  Flatbush 
Avenue  Extension, 
and  in  connection  with  these,  under  the  other  application, 

the  exclusive  rights  to  two  tracks  across  the  Manhattan  Bridge. 

These  are  to  reach  to  the  terminal  in  Manhattan  borough. 

Formal  consideration  of  this  application  was  deferred  until  some  months  ago, 
upon  the  request  of  the  railroad  company  to  the  Commission,  but  in  the  meantime 
it  was  made  the  subject  of  investigation  and  study  by  your  committee  and  In 
conference  with  Commissioner  Bnssctt.  About  the  beginning  of  the  summer  the 
railroad  company  signified  Its  readiness  to  have  it  proceeded  with. 

Following  this  a  public  hearing  was  given  on  August  20th.  A  large  number  of 
citizens  and  representatives  of  civic  organizations  were  present  and  addresses 
were  made  pro  and  con.    A  copy  of  the  record  accompanies  this  report. 
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Perhaps  first  among  the  objections  raised  to  the  granting  of  this  application  is 
urged  that  the  opening  of  the  Flatbush  Ayenue  Extension  creates  an  opportunity 
that  shonid  be  improved  for  n  fine  avenue  and  which  the  construction  of  the  rail- 
road would  frustrate.  The  avenue  traverses  a  central  part  of  tlie  borough  in  a 
line  with  the  Manhattan  Bridge  on  one  end,  passing  the  Plaza  at  Prospect  Park 
and  continuing  almost  directly  to  the  ocean  at  Jamaica  Bay,  where  the  Federal 
government  is  undertaking  large  improvement  of  the  harbor. 

As  it  now  exists  it  is  a  straight  avenue  120  feet  wide.  It  Is  free  from  obstruc- 
tion except  for  a  distance  of  about  six  blocks,  from  Fulton  street  to  Fifth 
avenue,  where  there  is  a  section  of  the  elevated  railroad.  The  removal  of  this  to 
some  other  street  has  long  been  urged  by  civic  organizations  and  many  citizens. 
The  accompanying  map  shows  the  direction  and  extent  of  the  street.  These 
give  manifest  point  and  force  to  the  contention  that  the  avenue  and  extension 
should  be  clear  for  an  important  thoroughfare,  as  described.  The  Borough  of 
Brooklyn  has  no  other  street  of  this  character.  It  would  be  perhaps  also  of  no  less 
Importance  and  benefit  to  the  city  at  large.  It  would  provide  a  wide  direct 
highway  from  the  North  river  through  Canal  street  across  the  Manhattan  Bridge 
and  so  to  the  ocean.  This  would  make  an  avenue  unrivalled  in  extent  and 
possibilities  of  most  desirable  development,  which  at  some  points,  notably  adjoin- 
ing the  Plaza,  has  already  begun. 

While  it  may  be  said  by  some  that  in  a  city's  development  the  aesthetic  should 
be  subordinated  to  practical  necessity,  the  considerations  in  this  case  are  by  no 
means  wholly  from  that  side,  for  it  would  appear  that  the  erection  of  an  elevated 
railroad  structure  upon  the  extension  of  this  avenue  must  almost  certainly  greatly 
Impair,  if  not  practically  destroy  it  for  use  as  a  general  public  thoroughfare  and 
render  it  undesirable  as  a  business  section.  The  roadway  Is  but  80  feet  In  width 
from  curb  to  curb,  the  sidewalks  being  20  feet  each.  The  elevated  structure  to 
accommodate  the  traffic  intended  necessitates  not  less  than  the  four  tracks  applied 
for.  These  would  require  a  width  of  about  60  feet.  According  to  one  plan  out- 
lined the  structure  would  be  supported  by  columns  in  two  rows  about  40  feet 
apart,  which  would  leave  a  clearance  of  less  than  20  feet  between  column  and  side- 
walk. Another  plan  proposes  that  the  columns  be  placed  in  the  center  of  the 
roadway  with  supports  in  arch  form  from  the  edge  of  the  sidewalk  on  either  side 
of  the  roadway.  Whatever  might  be  the  construction  one  row  or  more  of  columns 
would  be  unavoidable  with  the  resulting  obstruction  and  defacement. 

As  against  this  it  is  suggested  that  the  structure  could  be  erected  with  the 
obectionable  features  of  the  usual  elevated  type  modified  or  avoided  and  of  a 
character  of  more  architectural  symmetery.  A  structure  of  concrete  and  with  a 
solid  roadbed  to  render  it  as  noiseless  as  possible  has  also  been  proposed.  It 
should  be  pointed  out  that  such  methods  greatly  increase  the  cost  of  construction. 
Our  engineer  estimates  the  additional  at  75  to  100  per  cent  more  than  the  type 
of  structure  which  now  exists.  With  the  amount  involved  in  damages  to  property 
to  be  added  to  this  the  cost  would  reach  a  figure  at  least  as  high  as  a  subway 
and  possibly  higher. 

The  incidental  question  is  thus  raised,  namely,  as  to  how  far,  if  at  all,  the  city 
should  yield  on  the  ground  of  cost  in  abatement  of  the  requirement  that  the  con- 
struction of  all  further  elevated  roads  should  be  of  the  best  type.  Doubtless  It 
would  be  generally  agreed  that  in  the  case  of  any  such,  more  attention  should  be 
given  to  these  features  than  heretofore  and,  perhaps,  that  no  other  kind  of 
elevated  construction  should  be  permitted. 

The  style  of  structure  is  a  question  that  might  properly  follow  the  determination 
as  a  point  of  policy,  as  to  whether  any  elevated  railroad  should  be  built  on  the 
avenue,  but  the  considerations  presented  go  to  that  point.  In  this  case  the  objec- 
tion might  not  have  such  force  were  the  requirement  not  for  a  structure  that  would 
occupy  so  much  of  the  roadway  as  a  four  track  one  necessarily  would.  But  less 
would  be  entirely  Inadequate  and  it  would  seem  evident  that  one  of  such  dimension 
upon  this  avenue  would,  as  stated,  largely  impair,  and  probably  destroy,  its  use 
as  a  public  thoroughfare. 
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There  Is,  however,  a  still,  more  serious  obstacle  to  the  granting  of  this  applica- 
tion In  the  fact  that  It  contemplates  the  operation  of  the  elevated  structure  on  the 
extension  and  across  the  Manhattan  Bridse  only  to  its  terminal  in  Manhattan 
Borough.  This  Is  but  to  create  there  another  condition  similar  to  that  which  has 
existed  at  the  Manhattan  terminal  of  the  Brooklyn  Bridge,  with  the  accentuated 
dlfficalty  that  It  would  not  be  a  focal  point  of  distribution  of  passengers  as  Is 
the  City  Hall.  The  underground  loop  line  and  other  means  of  transportation 
would.  It  Is  true,  be  near,  but  no  connections  beyond  It  are  proposed  In  the 
application.  This  perpetuates  the  misconception  and  the  treatment  of  bridges 
simply  as  means  of  crossing  the  river  Instead  of  as  portions  of  thoroughfares. 
It  contemplates  the  river  as  the  bounds  of  Manhattan  and  of  Brooklyn.  It 
accentuates  the  idea  of  division  and  separation  as  against  the  idea  and  fact  of 
*  the  unity  of  the  city,  which  on  the  other  hand  the  treatment  of  the  bridges  as 
thoroughfares  emphasizes  and  promotes. 

To  your  committee  those  objections  of  themselves  seem  insurmountable. 
Added  to  them,  however,  are  still  other  considerations  which  should  be  stated. 
Among  them  It  Is  to  be  noted  that  the  application  Is  for  the  exclusive  rights  to  the 
tracks  applied  for  on  the  bridge.  Your  committee  feels  a  strong  aversion  to  tying 
the  city,  certainly  for  any  prolonged  period,  by  any  exclusive  grant  to  one  com- 
pany. Moreover,  the  granting  of  this  application  to  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated 
Railroad  Company  would  also  put  the  three  bridges,  which  are  the  great  arteries 
of  travel  between  the  Boroughs  of  Manhattan  and  Brooklyn,  mainly  and  probably 
permanently  In  the  hands  of  one  company,  especially  so  with  Its  surface  lines  also 
occupying  them.  Of  Itself,  this  probably  would  not  be  a  controlling  objection, 
though  it  must  be  considered  In  connection  with  the  fact  that  the  Manhattan 
bridge  will  probably  continue  to  be  the  central  and  most 'Important,  as  It  is  the 
most  capacious  of  the  bridges,  and  so  to  speak,  the  key  of  the  Interborough 
transit  situation. 

Furthermore,  it  is  also  the  route  and  the  trunk  of  the  six  track  Fourth  avenue 
■nbway,  already  approved  by  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment  and  the 
contracts  awarded  by  the  Commission,  awaiting  the  further  action  of  the  Board 
of  Estimate  and  Apportionment  for  construction  to  be  begun.  This  Fourth  avenue 
subway  route  constitutes  the  connection  of  the  present  Centre  street  subway  loop 
which,  when  extended  underneath  {be  East  river,  as  planned,  will  connect  through 
the  lower  portion  of  Brooklyn  with  the  line  across  the  Manhattan  bridge  In  that 
borough.  The  Canal  street  subway  across  Manhattan  Bridge  to  the  North  river 
la  also,  as  planned,  a  part  of  the  Fourth  avenue  route.  Both  of  these  should  be 
pushed  to  completion  at  the  earliest  possible  date. 

Your  committee  has  given  consideration  to  the  remonstrances  lodged  with  the 
Commission  by  important  bodies  and  citizens  against  the  granting  of  any 
permanent  rights  over  the  Manhattan  bridge  and  approaches  on  the  ground  that 
the  city  should  itself  hold  this  portion  In  Its  Immediate  control.  Regarding  this 
latter  it  may  be  said  that  against  any  Important  dangers  from  that  source  at  least 
partial  safeguard  is  provided  in  existing  statutes. 

Your  committee  may  admit  that  the  weight  and  logical  conclusions  of  these  con- 
siderations have  been  recognized  with  reluctance.  The  need  of  Increased  transpor- 
tation facilities,  with  ample  provision  for  the  present  urgent  necessities  and  for 
those  of  the  future,  is  so  great  that  it  naturally  inclines  to  a  hospitable  disposition 
towards  the  application,  especially  so  In  view  of  the  urgent  need  for  the  earliest 
possible  provision  for  the  use  of  the  Manhattan  Bridge.  Notwithstanding  this  your 
committee  is  constrained  to  report  adversely  for  the  reasons  set  forth. 

In  doing  so,  it  Is  pertinent  for  your  committee  to  state  that  a  refusal  of  this 
application  does  not  necessarily  foreclose  the  opportunity  for  the  applying  com- 
pany or  for  other  proposals  to  be  made. 

There  are  other  means  of  approach  to  the  Manhattan  Bridge  than  over  the  sur- 
face of  the  Flatbush  Avenue  Extension.  The  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad 
Company  Itself,  has  already  rights  upon  other  streets  by  which  the  terminal  of 
the  bridge  might  be  reached  and  upon  which  property  damages  have  probably 
been  already  paid.  Approach  might  also  be  made  through  private  property  and 
probably  at  a  qqb^  npt  greatly,  If  at  sU,  exceeding  that  Involved  In  the  use  of  thU 
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extension.  Again  it  might  perhaps  even  more  advantageoasly  be  gained  through  a 
subway  as  already  intimated.  It  may  also  here  be  pointed  out  (and  perhaps  In 
view  of  the  reiterated  statejnents  of  some  of  our  city  officials  attention  should  be 
specially  directed  to  it)  that  opportunity  for  such  approach  is  offered  in  the 
possible  use  of  a  portion  of  the  Fourth  avenue  subway.  This  Commission  has 
facilitated  and  urged  its  construction  by  all  the  means  at  Its  disposal.  Thl& 
to  the  great  disappointment  and  disadvantage  of  our  citizens  has  been  prevented 
by  injunction  obtained  from  the  courts  upon  the  admitted  initiative  of  the 
comptroller  of  the  city.  Your  committee  ventures  expression  of  the  hope  that  the 
comptroller  of  the  city  and  the  board  of  estimate  will  use  all  possible  effort  to 
have  this  injunction  removed  at  the  earliest  date  so  that  this  most  important 
work  may  proceed.  This  subway  not  only  makes  provision  for  the  use  of  the 
Manhattan  bridge,  but  with  its  connections  as  planned  it  offers  facilities  In  a  com- 
prehensive way  for  connections  with  practically  all  the  railroad  systems  of  the 
city.  It  should  be  emphasized  that  in  any  plan  whatever  proposed  provision  of 
a  similar  character  for  traffic  connections  should  be  made.  The  need  of  the  city 
Is  that  its  viirlous  systems  should  be  articulated  and  this  should  be  a  sine  qua 
non.  The  valuable  privileges  embraced  In  the  use  of  this  bridge  should  carry  the 
fullest  compensatory  benefits  to  the  public  In  the  convenience  of  travel  offered. 

Your  committee  does  not  overlook  the  advantages  that  are  obvious  in  the  plan 
proposed  in  this  application,  but  the  objections  pointed  out,  and  others  which 
might  be  added,  to  the  granting  of  it  seem  so  conclusive  that  time  need  not  be 
taken  here  for  discussion  upon  the  other  side.  Neither  for  the  same  reason  is  it 
necessary  to  discuss  the  other  points  embraced. 

Your  committee  in  conclusion  recommends  the  adoption  of  a  resolution  denying 
the  present  application. 

Commissioner   McCarroU  thereupon   moved  that  the  report  be  adopted. 

Ayes  —  Chairman  Willcox,  Commissioners  McCarrolI,  Maltbie,  Eustis. 

Nayes  —  None. 

Commissioner  Bassett  stated  that  he  refrained  from  voting  for  the  adoption  of 
the  report,  although  he  desired  to  express  his  concurrence  in  the  conclusion 
reached. 

Commissioner  McCarroIl  thereupon  moved  that  the  following  resolution  be 
adopted : 

Resolved,  That  the  application  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Com- 
pany for  the  right  to  construct  elevated  tracks  on  Flatbush  avenue  extension  and 
for  certain  rights  on  the  Manhattan  Bridge  be  denied. 

Ayes  —  Commissioners,  Willcox,  McCarroll,  Bassett,  Maltble,  Eustis. 
-Nays  —  None. 

Carried.  

Long  Island  Railroad  Company. —  Application  for  authorization 
to  lay  and  operate  additional  tracks  on  Atlantic  avenue. 

Hearing  Order  No.  655. 
Hearing  Order  No.  787. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commission  upon  the 
application  of  the  LONG  ISLAND  RAILROAD 
COMPANY  for  authorization  to  lay  and  operate 
two  additional  tracks  on  the  surface  of  its  right 
of  way  on  Atlantic  avonue,  between  Flatbush 
avenue  and  Shepard  avonue.  and  also  on  certain 
other  portions  of  the  Atlantic  avenue  roadway  on 
each  side  of  said  right  of  way. 


HEARING  ORDER  NO.  655. 
August  3,  1008. 


Whereas  the  Puhllc  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  has  received  th6 
application  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  verified  May  22,  1908,  for  the 
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authorization  to  lay  and  operate  two  additional  tracks  on  the  surface  of  Its  right 
of  way  in  Atlantic  avenue,  between  Flatbush  avenue  and  Shepard  avenue,  in  the 
borouj?h  of  Brooklyn,  city  of  New.  York,  and  also  In  the  following  portions  of  the 
roadway  of  Atlantic  avenue  on  each  side  of  said  right  of  way  in  order  to  make 
such  tracks  continuous,  namely : 

1.  Leaving  said  right  of  way  at  a  point  forty  feet  westerly  from  the  westerly 
aide  of  Bedford  avenue,  and  thence  running  with  a  single  track  on  each  side  of  the 
line  of  said  right  of  way,  and  the  inner  rail  of  said  tracks  to  be  about  four  feet 
distant  therefrom,  to  a  point  about  150  feet  easterly  from  the  easterly  line  of 
Nostrand  avenue;  and  thence  curving  inward  intersecting  the  said  right  of  way 
and  connecting  with  the  tracks  thereon. 

2.  Ijeaving  the,  said  right  of  way  at  a  point  about  opposite  the  easterly  line  (if 
extended)  of  Columbus  place,  and  running  with  a  single  track  on  each  side  of  the 
line  of  said  right  of  way,  and  the  inner  rail  of  said  tracks  to  be  about  four  feet 
distant  therefrom,  to  a  point  about  opposite  to  the  easterly  side  of  Cooper  place 
(if  extended)  ;  and  thence  curving  inward  InterseQtlng  the  said  right  of  way  and 
connecting  with  the  tracks  thereon. 

3.  Leaving  the  said  rirtit  of  way  at  a  point  approximately  at  the  center  of 
Stone  avenue  or  Eastern  Parkway  Extension,  and  running  with  a  single  track  on 
each'  side  of  the  line  of  said  right  of  way,  to  a  point  opposite  the  easterly  curb 
line  of  Atlantic  avenue  (excepting  the  portion  of  the  southern  side  of  Atlantic 
avenue  between  Snedeker  and  Alabama  avenues,  occupied  by  the  existing  tracks 
of  the  Canarsle  Railroad  Company,  over  which  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company 
has  the  right  to  operate) ;  thence  curving  inward  into  the  said  right  of  way  and 
connecting  with  the  tracks  laid  thereon. 

4.  Together  with  the  right  to  erect  and  maintain  the  necessary  poles,  wires, 
and  appurtenances. 

Snch  parts  of  said  tracks  as  are  to  be  laid  upon  the  surface  of  said  right  of 
way  to  be  laid  over  the  tunnels  and  under  the  elevated  structures  which  have 
been  constructed  upon  portions  of  such  right  of  way  as  in  said  application  men- 
tioned. 

Resolved,  That  the  said  application  of  the  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company 
be  heard  by  and  before  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  B^rst  District  on 
the  13th  day  of  August,  1908,  at  10:30  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  and  that  the  said 
company  publish  a  notice  of  said  application,  and  of  the  time  and  place  of  said 
bearing,  in  the  following  newspapers  published  in  the  city  of  New  York :  Brooklyn 
Eagle,  New  York  Times,  on  at  least  three  separate  days  before  said  hearing,  and 
file  proof  of  such  publication  with  the  Secretary  of  this  Commission  on  or  before 
the  opening  of  the  said  hearing.  ^^^ 

The  Company  withdrew  its  petition  for  the  purpose  of  amending  it.  The 
aboYe  order  was  rescinded  August  Ilth.  The  company  submitted  an  amended 
petition  to  the  Commission  October  23d  upon  which  the  following  order  was 
issued: 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Application  of  the  LONG  ISLAND  RAILROAD 
C0M1*ANY  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  to 
fix  and  determine  routes  for  connections  and 
extensions  and  authorization  of  additional  tracks 
and  terminal  and  other  facilities  on  streets,  in- 
cluding Atlantic  avenue,  in  the  city  of  New 
York,  and  for  the  operation  of  the  same  and  the 
transportation  of  passengers  in  the  city  of  New 
York. 


y  HEARING  ORDER  NO.  787. 
October  23,  1908. 


Whereas,  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  has  received  the 
amended  petition  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  verified  October  7,  1908, 
as  lessee  of  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  and  as  lessee  of  the  New  York, 
Brooklyn  &  Manhattan  Beach  Railway  Company  and  of  part  of  the  railroad  of  the 
Brooklyn  &  Rockaway  Beach  Railroad  Company,  that  the  Commission  fix  and 
determine  the  routes  by  which  it  may  connect  with  other  railways,  the  stations 
thereof  and  with  ferries,  and  to  extend  its  lines  within  the  citv  of  New  York,  and 
to  authorize  it  to  liyr  additional  tracks  on.  above,  under  and  contiguous  to  a  por- 
tion of  the  routes  of  the  said  railways  respectively  within  said  city,  to  acquire 
terminal  and  other  facilities  necessary  for  the  accommodation  of  the  traveling  pub- 
lic on  the  streets  hereinafter  mentioned,  and  to  lay  Its  tracks  and  operate  Its  said 
railways  to  terminals  within  the  said  city,  and  to  transport  over  the  same  passen- 
gers by  electric  power,  as  follows,  namely: 

(a)  Two  additional  railroad  tracks  beginning  at  a  point  near  the  westerly  face 
of  the  abutment  located  upon  a  strip  of  land  between  the  roadways  of  Atlantic 
avenne  near  Shepard ~ avenue :  thence  westward  upon  the  surface  of  said  strip  to 
a  point  about  two  hundrea  and  ninety  (290)  feet  easterly  of  the  abutment  between 
Williams  and  Snedeker  avenues. 


178       Public  Service  Commission  —  Fisst  District. 

(b)  Thence  curving  outward  Into  the  roadways  of  Atlantic  ayenne  and  running 
with  a  single  traclc  on  each  side  of  and  substantially  parallel  with  the  supports 
of  the  elevated  railroad,  of  the  said  abutment  and  of  the  cut  lying  west  of  the 
said  abutment,  to  a  point  approximately  one  hundred  and  twenty-live  (125)  fe«t 
westerly  of  the  westerly  end  of  said  cut  and  between  Stone  avenue  and  Olive 
place ;  thence  curving  back  Into  said  strip,  the  northerly  track  to  be  connected  at 
a  point  west  of  Van  Slnderen  avenue  with  the  uorth  track  of  the  main  line  oper- 
ated by  the  petitioner,  the  southerly  of  said  tracks  connecting  with  the  northerly 
track  of  the  said  Brooklyn  &  Rockaway  Beach  Railroad  Company  and  crossing  the 
tracks  of  the  New  York,  Brooklyn  &  Manhattan  Beach  Railway  Company  on  Van 
Slnderen  avenue  and  on  Atlantic  avenue. 

(c)  Thence  continuing  with  a  double  track  over  and  upon  the  surface  of  said 
strip  to  h  point  about  sixty  (60)  feet  from  the  easterly  boundary  of  the  cut  between 
Cooper  place  and  Ralph  avenue. 

(d)  Thence  curving  outward  and  running  with  a  single  track  on  each  side  of 
tho  said  cut  and  of  the  abutment  and  elevated  structure  westerly  thereof  to  a 
point  about  three  hundred  and  'sixty  (360)  feet  west  of  the  westerly  line  of  the 
said  abutment  and  about  opposite  the  east  side  extended  of  Columbus  place. 

(e)  Thence  curving  inward  into  and  upon  said  strip  and  under  the  elevated 
structure  to  a  point  alH>ut  one  hundred  and  fifty  (150)  feet  easterly  from  the  east- 
erly line  of  NQStrand  avenue. 

(f)  Thence  curving  out  and  running  with  a  single  track  on  each  side  of  the 
abutment  and  cut  extending  from  Nostrand  avenue  to  Bedford  avenue  to  approxi- 
mately the  westerly  side  of  Bedford  avenue. 

(g)  Thence  curving  into  and  upon  the  said  strip  continuing  over  the  tunnel 
approximately  to  the  center  of  FMfth  avenue,  and  there  connecting  with  the  surface 
railroad  tracks  constructed  in  the  center  of  Atlantic  avenue  west  of  that  point. 

(h)  Together  with  the  right  to  erect  and  maintain  the  necessary  poles,  wires, 
switches,  and  other  appurtenances  of  an  electrical  surface  passenger  railroad. 

Reeolved,  That  the  said  petition  be  heard  by  and  before  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  First  District  on  the  5th  day  of  November,  1908,  at  2  :30  o'clock 
in  the  afternoon,  and  that  the  said  company  publish  a  notice  of  said  application 
and  of  the  time  and  place  of  said  hearing  in  the  following  newspapers  published 
in  the  city  of  New  York :  New  York  Times,  and  Brooklyn  Eagle,  on  at  least  five 
separate  days  before  said  hearing,  and  file  proof  of  such  publication  with  the 
Secretary  of  this  Commission  on  or  before  the  opening  of  the  said  hearing. 

Hearings  held  November  6th  and  9th.  This  matter  is  involved  in  litiga- 
tion in  the  suit  brought  by  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  against 
the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  the  Commission,  the  Board  of  Estimate 
and  Apportionment  and  the  City  of  New  York.  An  order  to  show  cause,  re- 
straining the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  from  taking  any  action  In  re- 
spect of  constructing  or  operating  such  additional  tracks  was  issued.  The 
argimient  upon  the  return  of  the  order  to  show  cause  was  adjourned  to  Janu- 
ary 4,  1909. 

Long   Island   Railroad   Company. —  Application  for  permission 

and  approval  of  a  change  in  location  of  tracks  in  the  borough 

of  Queens. 

Hearing  Order  No.  661. 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  McCarroll 

Final  Order  No.  853. 


In  the  Matter 

of    the 

Application  of  the  LONG  ISI^ND  RAILROAD 
COMPANY  for  tho  permission  and  approval  of 
the  Public  Service  Commission  to  a  change  in 
the  location  of  that  portion  of  the  main  line  of 
its  railroad  and  tracks  between  a  point  400  feet 
west  of  Ascan  avenue  and  a  point  700  feet  east 
of  LefPerts  avenue,  in  the  borough  of  Queens, 
citv  of  New  York,  pursuant  to  section  53  of  the 
Public  Service  Commissions  Law  and  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Railroad  Law. 


.HEARING  ORDER  NO.  661. 
August  3,  1908. 


Whereas  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  has  received  the 
petition  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  dated  July  27,  1908,  and  acknowl< 
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edged  July  28,  1008,  praying  the  permission  and  approval  of  said  Commission  to 
the  alteration,  change,  and  relocation  of  that  portion  of  the  route  of  its  main  line 
of  railroad  between  a  point  about  400  feet  west  of  Ascan  avenue  and  a  point  about 
700  feet  east  of  Lefferts  avenue,  being  a  distance  of  about  5,400  feet,  in  the  Second 
ward  of  tli£  borough  of  Queens,  city  of  New  York,  in  accordance  with  the  consent 
and  approval  thereto  heretofore  granted  by  the  board  of  estimate  and  apportion- 
ment of  the  city  of  New  York. 

Resolved,  That  the  said  application  of  the  said  I^ong  Island  Railroad  Company 
be  heard  by  and  before  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  on 
the  20th  day  of  August,  1908,  at  2  :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and  that  the  said 
company  publish  a  notice  of  said  application  and  of  the  time  and  place  of  said 
hearing  in  the  following  newspapers :  Brooklyn  Times,  and  New  York  Press,  pub- 
lished in  the  city  of  New  York,  on  at  least  three  separate  days  before  said  hearing, 
and  file  proof  of  such  publication  with  the  Secretary  of  this  Commission  on  or 
before  the  opening  of  the  said  hearing. 

Hearing  held  August  20th. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  October  20,  1908.) 
Commissioner  McCabboll  : — 

Upon  receipt  of  the  petition  of  the  Long  Island  Eailroad  Company  a  hearing 
order  was  made  providing  for  notice  to  the  city  of  New  York  and  a  publioation 
of  notice  to  property  owners  and  others  interested,  which  was  published  three  times 
in  the  New  York  Press  and  in  the  Brooklyn  Times.  There  was  no  appearance  at 
the  hearing  except  on  the  part  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  and  it 
developed  at  the  hearing  that  this  cut-off  known  as  the  Maple  Grove  cut-off  was  a 
straightening  of  the  main  line  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  which  did 
away  with  a  number  of  grade  crossings  and  which  rendered  easier  the  grades. 
The  property  to  be  taken  was  secured  by  agreement  with  the  Cord  Meyer  Develop- 
ment Company  and  the  estate  of  Aldrlch  H.  Mann.  Under  this  contract  the  rail- 
road is  to  convey  to  the  property  owners  named  the  old  location  of  the  railroad 
tracks.  It  was  stated  at  the  hearing  that  the  railroad  company  was  by  its 
agreement  with  Mr.  Mann  obliged  to  build  three  bridges  to  carry  the  streets  over 
the  tracks  before  they  could  acquire  the  property.  The  strip  to  be  acquired  varies 
from  about  150  feet  to  230  feet.  It  is  proposed  to  build  four  tracks  at  the  present 
time  but  arrangements  are  being  made  for  the  construction  of  six  tracks.  The  old 
right-of-way  contains  two  tracks.  The  company  proposed  to  go  to  work  as  soon  as 
fhifl  application  is  granted. 

After  long  negotiations  between  the  city  of  New  York  and  the  railroad  company, 
an  agreement  has  been  entered  Into  as  a  result  of  which  the  city  is  satisfied  that 
the  rights  of  the  people  are  amply  protected  and  the  application  to  the  Public 
Service  Commission  is  due  In  part  to  a  provision  in  the  agreement  executed  by  the 
Long  Island  Railroad  Company  and  accepted  by  the  city  which  requires  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Public  Service  Commission  to  change  of  location. 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  change  will  result  in  the  Increased  efflciency  of  the 
Long  Island  Railroad  Company  due  to  the  shortening  of  the  line,  the  cutting  out  of 
a  curve  and  the  elimination  of  a  number  of  grade  crossings.  In  this  opinio^  the 
engineers  of  the  board  of  estimate  and  apportionment,  namely,  Mr.  Lewis  and 
Mr.  Nichols,  have  concurred.  The  proposed  resolution  submitted  herewith  contains 
a  fall  recital  of  the  facts.  I  submit  with  this  memorandum  a  blue  print  showing 
the  cut-oif  proposition. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.  853. 
October  20, 1908. 

Whereat,  a  petition,  verified  July  28.  1908,  by  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Com- 
pany, was  duly  filed  with  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District, 
asking  for  the  permission  and  approval  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  to  the  alteration,  change  and  relocation  of  that  portion  of  the  route 
of  the  main  line  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  between  a  point  four  hun- 
dred feet  west  of  Ascan  avenue  and  a  point  seven  hundred  feet  east  of  I^efferts 
avenue,  in  the  borough  of  Queens,  city  of  New  York :  and 

Whereas,  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  by  order  dated 
August  3.  1908.  appointed  August  20,  1908,  at  2  :30  o'clock  as  the  time  for  hear- 
ing the  said  application;  and 

Whereas,  pursuant  to  the  said  order  for  hearing  and  said  notice  a  hearing  was 
duly  had  on  Angust  20,  1908,  before  Hon.  William  McCarroli,  Commissioner,  Arthur 
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(b)  Thence  carving  outward  into  the  roadways  of  Atlantic  avenne  and  running 
with  a  single  track  on  each  side  of  and  substantially  parallel  with  the  supports 
of  the  elevated  railroad,  of  the  said  abutment  and  of  the  cut  lying  west  of  the 
said  abutment,  to  a  point  approximately  one  hundred  and  twenty-live  (125)  feet 
westerly  of  the  westerly  end  of  said  cut  and  between  Stone  avenue  and  Olive 
place ;  thence  curving  back  into  said  strip,  the  northerly  track  to  be  connected  at 
a  point  west  of  Van  Sinderen  avenue  with  the  north  track  of  the  main  line  oper- 
ated by  the  petitioner,  the  southerly  of  said  tracks  connecting  with  the  northerly 
track  of  the  said  Brooklyn  &  Rockaway  Beach  Railroad  Company  and  crossing  the 
tracks  of  the  New  York,  Brooklyn  &  Manhattan  Beach  Railway  Company  on  Van 
Sinderen  avenue  and  on  Atlantic  avenue. 

(c)  Thence  continuing  with  a  double  track  over  and  upon  the  surface  of  said 
strip  to  h  point  about  sixty  (60)  feet  from  the  easterly  boundary  of  the  cut  between 
Cooper  place  and  Ralph  avenue. 

(d)  Thence  curving  outward  and  running  with  a  single  track  on  each  side  of 
tho  said  cut  and  of  the  abutment  and  elevated  structure  westerly  thereof  to  a 
point  about  three  hundred  and  'sixty  (360)  feet  west  of  the  westerly  line  of  the 
said  abutment  and  about  opposite  the  east  side  extended  of  Columbus  place. 

(e)  Thence  curving  inward  into  and  unci)  said  strip  and  under  the  elevated 
structure  to  a  point  about  one  hundred  and  fifty  (150)  feet  easterly  from  the  east- 
erly line  of  Nostrand  avenue. 

(f)  Thence  curving  out  and  running  with  a  single  track  on  each  side  of-  the 
abutment  and  cut  extending  from  Nostrand  avenue  to  Bedford  avenue  to  approxi- 
mately the  westerly  side  of  Bedford  avenue. 

(g)  Thence  curving  into  and  upon  the  said  strip  continuing  over  the  tunnel 
approximately  to  the  center  of  Fifth  avenue,  and  there  connecting  with  the  surface 
railroad  tracks  constructed  in  the  center  of  Atlantic  avenue  west  of  that  point. 

(h)  Together  with  the  right  to  erect  and  maintain  the  necessary  poles,  wires, 
switches,  and  other  appurtenances  of  an  electrical  surface  passenger  railroad. 

Resolved,  That  the  said  petition  be  heard  by  and  before  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  First  District  on  the  5th  day  of  November,  1908,  at  2  :30  o'clock 
in  the  afternoon,  and  that  the  said  company  publish  a  notice  of  said  application 
and  of  the  time  and  place  of  said  hearing  in  the  following  newspapers  published 
in  the  city  of  New  York :  New  York  Times,  and  Brooklyn  E^agle,  on  at  least  five 
separate  days  before  said  hearing,  and  file  proof  of  such  publication  with  the 
Secretary  of  this  Commission  on  or  before  the  opening  of  the  said  hearing. 

Hearings  held  November  6th  and  9th.  This  matter  is  involved  in  litiga- 
tion in  the  suit  brought  by  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  against 
the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  the  Commission,  the  Board  of  Estimate 
and  Apportionment  and  the  City  of  New  York.  An  order  to  show  cause,  re- 
straining the  liong  Island  Railroad  Company  from  taking  any  action  in  re- 
spect of  constructing  or  operating  such  additional  tracks  was  issued.  The 
argument  upon  the  return  of  the  order  to  show  cause  was  adjourned  to  Janu- 
ary 4,  1909. 

Long  Island  Railroad  Company. —  Application  for  permission 
and  approval  of  a  change  in  location  of  tracks  in  the  borough 
of  Queens. 

Hearing  Order  No.  661. 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  McCarroll 

Final  Order  No.  853. 


In  the  Matter 

of   the 

Application  of  the  LONG  ISIjAND  RAILROAD 
COMPANY  for  the  permission  and  approval  of 
the  Public  Service  Commission  to  a  change  in 
the  location  of  that  portion  of  the  main  line  of 
its  railroad  and  tracks  between  a  point  400  feet 
west  of  Ascan  avenue  and  a  point  700  feet  east 
of  LefPerts  avenue,  in  the  borough  of  Queens, 
city  of  New  York,  pursuant  to  section  53  of  the 
Public  Service  Commissions  Law  and  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Railroad  Law. 


^HEARING  ORDER  NO.  661. 
August  3,  1908. 


Whereas  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  has  received  the 
petition  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  dated  July  27,  1908,  and  acknowl- 
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edf^ed  July  28,  1908,  praying  the  permission  and  approval  of  said  Commission  to 
the  alteration,  change,  and  relocation  of  that  portion  of  the  route  of  its  main  line 
of  railroad  between  a  point  about  400  feet  west  of  Ascan  avenue  and  a  point  about 
700  feet  east  of  LefPerts  avenue,  being  a  distance  of  about  5,400  feet,  in  the  Second 
ward  of  th^  borough  of  Queens,  city  of  New  York,  in  accordance  with  the  consent 
and  approval  thereto  heretofore  granted  by  the  board  of  estimate  and  apportion- 
ment of  the  city  of  New  York. 

Resolved,  That  the  said  application  of  the  said  Tx>ng  Island  Railroad  Company 
be  heard  by  and  before  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  on 
the  20th  day  of  August,  1908,  at  2  :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and  that  the  said 
company  publish  a  notice  of  said  application  and  of  the  time  and  place  of  said 
hearing  In  the  following  newspapers :  Brooklyn  Times,  and  New  York  Press,  pub- 
lished in  the  city  of  New  York,  on  at  least  three  separate  days  before  said  hearing, 
and  file  proof  of  such  publication  with  the  Secretary  of  this  Commission  on  or 
before  the  opening  of  the  said  hearing. 

Hearing  held  August  20th. 

Opinion  op  Commission. 
(Adopted  October  20,  1908.) 
CoHMisuoNEB  McCabroll  : — 

Upon  receipt  of  the  petition  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  a  hearing 
order  was  made  providing  for  notice  to  the  city  of  New  York  and  a  publication 
of  notice  to  property  owners  and  others  interested,  which  was  published  three  times 
in  the  New  York  Press  and  in  the  Brooklyn  Times.  There  was  no  appearance  at 
the  hearing  except  on  the  part  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  and  it 
developed  at  the  hearing  that  this  cut-off  known  as  the  Maple  Grove  cut-off  was  a 
straightening  of  the  main  line  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  which  did 
away  with  a  number  of  grade  crossings  and  which  rendered  easier  the  grades. 
The  property  to  be  taken  was  secured  by  agreement  with  the  Cord  Meyer  Develop- 
ment Company  and  the  estate  of  Aldrich  H.  Mann.  Under  this  contract  the  rail- 
road is  to  convey  to  the  property  owners  named  the  old  location  of  the  railroad 
tracks.  It  was  stated  at  the  hearing  that  the  railroad  company  was  by  Its 
agreement  with  Mr.  Mann  obliged  to  build  three  bridges  to  carry  the  streets  over 
the  tracks  before  they  could  acquire  the  property.  The  strip  to  be  acquired  varies 
from  about  150  feet  to  230  feet.  It  Is  proposed  to  build  four  tracks  at  the  present 
time  but  arrangements  are  being  made  for  the  construction  of  six  tracks.  The  old 
right-of-way  contains  two  tracks.  The  company  proposed  to  go  to  work  as  soon  as 
ihlB  application  is  granted. 

After  long  negotiations  between  the  city  of  New  York  and  the  railroad  company, 
an  agreement  has  been  entered  into  as  a  result  of  which  the  city  is  satisfied  that 
the  rights  of  the  people  are  amply  protected  and  the  application  to  the  Public 
Service  Commission  Is  due  in  part  to  a  provision  In  the  agreement  executed  by  the 
Long  Island  Railroad  Company  and  accepted  by  the  city  which  requires  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Public  Service  Commission  to  change  of  location. 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  change  will  result  in  the  increased  efficiency  of  the 
Long  Island  Railroad  Company  due  t6  the  shortening  of  the  line,  the  cutting  out  of 
a  curve  and  the  elimination  of  a  number  of  grade  crossings.  In  this  oplnioi^  the 
engineers  of  the  board  of  estimate  and  apportionment,  namely,  Mr.  Lewis  and 
Mr.  Nichols,  have  concurred.  The  proposed  resolution  submitted  herewith  contains 
a  full  recital  of  the  facts.  I  submit  with  this  memorandum  a  blue  print  showing 
the  cut-off  proposition. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.  853. 
October  20,  1908. 

Whereas,  a  petition,  verified  July  28.  1908,  by  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Com- 
pany, was  duly  filed  with  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District. 
asking  for  the  permission  and  approval  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  to  the  alteration,  change  and  relocation  of  that  portion  of  the  route 
of  the  main  line  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  between  a  point  four  hun- 
dred feet  west  of  Ascan  avenue  and  a  point  seven  hundred  feet  east  of  I^efferts 
avenae,  in  the  borough  of  Queens,  city  of  New  York :  and 

Whereas,  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  by  order  dated 
August  3,  1908,  appointed  August  20,  1908,  at  2  :30  o'clock  as  the  time  for  hear- 
ingthe  said  application;  and 

Whereas,  pursuant  to  the  said  order  for  hearing  and  said  notice  a  hearing  was 
dniy  had  on  Angust  20,  1908,  before  Hon.  William  McCarroll,  Commissioner,  Arthur 
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DuBols,  Esq.,  appeHring  for  the  Public  Service  Commissioii  for  the  First  District. 
Joseph  P.  Keaoy,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  there 
being  no  appearances  for  the  city  of  New  York  or  for  the  property  owners; 

And  it  further  appearing  at  said  hearing  that  notice  of  said  application  and  of 
the  time  and  place  of  the  said  hearing  was  duly  published  on  at  least  three 
separate  days  before  said  hearing  in  the  Brooklyn  Times  and  in  the  New  York 
Press,  and  that  notice  of  the  said  hearing  was  duly  served  on  the  city  of  New  York; 

And  it  further  appearing  that  the  construction  to  be  made  as  a  result  of  the 
change  and  relocation  of  the  Raid  tracks  lies  within  the  First  District; 

And  It  further  appearing  that  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  at  a  special 
meeting  of  the  board  of  directors  held  September  13,  1907,  by  a  vote  of  two-thirds 
of  all  its  directors,  pursuant  to  section  13  of  the  Railroad  Law,  altered,  changed 
and  relocated  that  part  of  the  main  line  of  its  railroad  lying  within  the  Second 
ward  of  the  borough  of  Queens  as  above  set  forth,  and  that  the  said  Long  Island 
Railroad  Company,  pursuant  to  action  taken  at  the  said  meeting  of  its  board  of 
directors,  on  October  4,  1907,  duly  filed  in  the  office  of  the  clerk  of  Queens  county 
a  survey,  map  and  certification  of  said  alteration,  change  and  relocation,  and  that 
the  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  on  or  about  October  18,  1907,  by  duly 
verified  petition  applied  to  the  board  of  estimate  and  apportionment  of  the  city  of 
New  York  for  the  approval  by  said  city  of  the  said  alteration,  change  and  reloca- 
tion of  the  route  of  its  main  line  between  the  points  aforesaid,  and  that  on  June 
26,  1908,  the  said  board  of  estimate  and  apportionment  unanimously  adopted  a 
resolution  granting  its  consent  and  approval  to  the  said  alteration,  change  and 
relocation  of  the  route  and  prescrilwd  a  form  of  proposed  agreement: 

And  it  further  appearing  that  on  October  16,  1908,  the  board  of  estimate  and 
apportionment  unanimously  adopted  and  accepted  a  certain  agreement  as  a  sup- 
plement to  the  agreement  provided  for  in  the  resolution  of  June  26,  190H. 
requiring  the  railroad  company  to  execute  and  deliver  both  agreements  as  a  con- 
dition precedent  to  the  construction  by  the  railroad  company  of  its  line  of  railroad 
on  the  change  of  route  as  authorized  by  the  resolution  of  June  26,  1908; 

And  It  further  appearing  that  both  said  agreements  were  executed  by  the  Long 
Island  Railroad  Company  on  November  4,  1908,  together  with  the  bond  of  the 
surety  company,  as  required  by   the  city   of  New  York ; 

And  it  further  appearing  after  the  said  hearing  that  the  construction  necessitated 
by  the  change  and  relocation  of  the  route  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Com- 
pany, as  shown  in  a  certain  survey  and  map  attached  to  the  agreement  between 
the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  and  the  city  of  New  York,  dated  November  4, 
1908,  and  entitled  "  agreement  with  respect  to  alteration,  change  and  relocation  of 
the  route  of  the  main  line  of  the  company  In  the  Second  ward  of  the  borough  of 
Queens,"  and  that  the  exercise  of  the  franchise  or  privilege  is  necessary  or  con- 
venient  for   the  public   service ; 

Now  therefore  it  is 

Resolved,  That  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  permit  and 
approve  the  alteration,  change  and  relocation  of  that  portion  of  the  route  of  the 
main  line  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  between  a  point  about  four  hun- 
dred feet  west  of  Ascan  avenue  and  a  point  about  seven  hundred  feet  east  of 
lyelferts  avenue,  being  a  distance  of  about  fifty-four  hundred  feet,  in  the  Second 
ward  of  the  borough  of  Queens,  city  of  New  York,  in  the  manner  set  forth  in  a 
certain  survev  and  map  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  dated  January  14, 
1908,  and  m'ade  to  accompany  petition  dated  October  7,  1907,  to  the  board  of 
estimate  and  apportionment  for  the  consent  of  the  city  pursuant  to  section  13 
of  the  Railroad  Law.  which  survey  and  map  is  annexed  to  and  made  part  of  a 
certain  agreement  between  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  and  the  city  of 
New  York,  dated  November  4,  1908,  and  entitled  "  agreement  with  respect  to  altera- 
tion, change  and  relocation  of  the  route  of  the  main  line  of  the  company  in  the 
Second   ward  of  the   borough   of  Queens." 

Further  Resolved,  That  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District 
permit  and  approve  the  exercise  of  the  franchise  or  right  necessary  to  the  operation 
of  its  road  upon  that  portion  of  Its  route  which  has  been  altered,  changed  or 
relocated  as  above  set  forth,  as  shown  by  the  said  survey  and  map,  dated  January 
14,  1908,  which  survey  is  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for 
the  First  District. 


Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company. — Applietition    for    permis- 
sion to  coiistruet  extensions  in  Kings  county. 


In  the  Matter 
of 
An  application  of  the  NASSAU  ELKCTRIC  RAIT.- 
ROAD  COMPANY  for  the  approval  of  the  Com- 
mission of  the  construction  by  said  company  of  an 
extension  of  its  street  railroads  upon  streets  In 
Kings  county. 


ORDER  No.  491. 

May  13,  1908. 


Whereas,  the  Public  Service  Commission   for  the  First  District  has  received  the 
petition  of   the  Nassau   Electric   Railroad  Company  verified  May  6,   1908,  praying 
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that  the  permission  and  approyal  of  the  Commission  be  granted  for  the  construc- 
tion by  the  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  of  an  extension  of  its  street 
surface  railroads  upon  the  streets,  roads,  avenues  and  highways  described  as  fol- 
lows, to  wit: 

**  Along  and  upon  Flatbush  avenue  from  the  present  terminus  of  its  track 
on  the  easterly  side  of  said  street  between  Atlantic  avenue  and  Fourth  avenue, 
to  Fourth  avenue,  thence  along  Fourth  avenue  to  Atlantic  avenue,  and  along 
Atlantic  avenue  to  Flatbush  avenue  by  single  or  double  track  street  surface 
electric  railroad  to  be  operated  by  the  overhead  single  trolley  system,  together 
with  the  necessary  poles,  wires  and  equipment,  with  connections  at  Flatbush 
avenue  and  Fourth  avenue  and  at  Flatbush  avenue  and  Atlantic  avenue  with 
tracks  of  the  Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company.*' 

Resolved,  That  the  said  petition  of  the  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company 
be  heard  by  and  before  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  on 
th»  18th  day  of  May,  1908,  at  10:30  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  and  that  the  said 
company  publish  a  notice  of  the  said  application  and  of  the  time  and  place  of  the 
taid  hearing,  setting  out  the  names  and  description  of  the  streets,  roads,  avenues 
and  highways  in  and  upon  which  it  is  proposed  to  construct  and  operate  such 
extension,  in  the  following  newspapers  published  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  city 
of  New  York,  at  least  three  days  in  succession  prior  to  the  said  hearing  and  file 
proof  of  such  publication  with  the  Secretary  of  this  Commission  on  or  before  the 
opening  of < the  said  hearing:  Brooklyn  Eagle,  Brooklyn  Citizen. 

Hearings  were  held  May  18th  and  20th.  The  company  had  made  application 
to  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment  for  a  franchise.  Action  by  the 
Commission  deferred  until  some  action  shall  have  been  taken  by  the  said 
board. 


Ocean  Electric  Railway  Company. —  Application  for  consent  and 
approval  to  the  relocation  of  tracks  at  Rockaway  park. 

Hearing  Order  No.  683. 
Final  Order  No.  609. 


In  the  Matter 

of  tbe 

Petition  of  the  OCEAN  ELECTRIC  RAILWAY  OOM- 
PANX  praying  the  consent  and  approval  of  the 
Commission  to  the  relocation  of  certain  street 
railroad  tracks  said  to  be  upon  private  property, 
La  the  borough  of  Queens. 


^  ORDER  No.  583. 

June  16.  190& 


Whereas,  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  has  received  the 
petition  of  the  Ocean  Electric  Railway  Company,  verified  May  8,  1908,  praying 
that  the  consent  and  approval  of  the  Commission  be  granted  to  the  relocation  of 
Its  tracks  and  the  operation  of  its  railroad  in  accordance  with  the  petition  as 
being  necessary  and  convenient  for  the  public  service,  being  an  extension  of  its 
street  surface  railroads  said  to  be  upon  private  property  in  the  borough  of  Queens, 
In  the  city  of  New  York,  described  as  follows,  to  wit: 

Beginning  at  the  intersection  of  Fifth  and  Washington  avenues  at  Rockaway 
Park  in  the  Fifth  ward,  borough  of  Queens,  and  running  thence  northerly  along 
Fifth  avenue  (where  a  single  track  Is  now  in  operation)  to  Newport  avenue;  thence 
along  Newport  avenue  westerly  to  the  railroad  track  as  at  present  laid  and  operated 
at  a  point  thereon  west  of  the  intersection  of  Lincoln  avenue  with  said  Newport 
avenue,  it  being  proposed  to  locate,  maintain  and  operate  a  double  track  railroad, 
with  the  necessary  turnouts,  switches  and  appurtenances  on  Fifth  avenue  and  New- 
port avenue  as  aforesaid. 

Resolved,  That  the  said  petition  of  the  said  Ocean  Electric  Railway  Company  be 
heard  by  and  before  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  on 
Saturday,  the  20th  dav  of  June,  1908,  at  10  :30  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  and  that 
the  said  company  publish  a  notice  of  said  application,  and  of  the  time  and  place 
of  the  said  hearing,  setting  .out  the  names  and  description  of  the  streets,  roads, 
avenues  and  highways,  in  and  upon  which  it  is  proposed  to  construct  and  operate 
such  extensions,  in  the  following  papers,  tbe  Brooklyn  Daily  Eagle,  the  Brooklyn 
Daily  Times,  published  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  city  of  New  York,  at  least 
three  days  In  succession  prior  to  the  said  hearing,  and  file  proof  of  such  publication 
with  the  Secretary  of  this  Commission  on  or  before  the  opening  of  the  said 
hearing. 

Hearing  held  June  20th. 
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The  following  final  order  was  issued: 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Application  of  the  OCEAN  ELECTRIC  RAILWAY 
COMPANY  for  the  consent  and  approYal  of  the 
Commission  to  the  relocation  of  its  tracks  and 
the  operation  of  its  railroad,  being  an  extension 
of  its  street  surface  railroads  said  to  be  upon 
private  property  at  Bockaway  park,  in  the  Fifth 
ward.  Borough  of  Queens,  city  of  New  York,  upon 
certain  streets,  roads  and  avenues  therein. 


After   Order  for  Hearing  No.   688,   dated   June  16, 


.ORDER  NO.  609. 

June  26,  1008. 


Whereas  the  Ocean  Electric  Railway  Company  has  filed  with  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  First  District  its  application,  verified  May  8,  1908,  praying 
that  the  consent  and  approval  of  the  Commission  be  granted  (1)  to  the  relocation 
of  its  tracks  as  a  street  surface  railroad  upon  property  alleged  to  be  private  prop- 
erty, in  the  borough  of  Queens,  in  the  city  of  New  lork,  and  (2)  the  operation 
of  its  railroad  upon  said  property; 

And  the  Commission  having  made  an  order  fixing  Saturday,  the  20th  dav  of 
June,  1908,  at  10  o'clock  A.  M.,  at  its  rooms.  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  as  the  time  and  place  of  a  hearing  upon  said  appli- 
cation ;  and  proof  of  publication  of  notice  of  said  time  and  place  of  hearing  hav- 
ing been  made  and  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  pursuant  to  the 
terms  of  said  order  for  hearing ;  and  the  matter  coming  on  to  be  heard  on  said 
June  20,  1008,  upon  said  petition  and  tlie  papers  and  documents  filed  therewith 
by  said  Ocean  Electric  Railway  Company  and  other  documents  on  file  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  ;  and  said  petitioner  having  duly  appeared  by  Joseph 
F.  Keany,  Esq.,  its  counsel,  and  no  one  appearing  in  opposition;  and  tne  petitioner 
having  submitted  proof  in  support  of  said  application ;  and  it  appearing  that  a 
statement  was  filed  on  June  9,  1908.  and  prior  to  the  hearing  of  the  said  applica- 
tion, pursuant  to  section  90  of  the  Railroad  Law,  with  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
with  the  county  clerk  of  Queens  county,  that  said  company  proposes  to  extend  its 
road  and  to  construct  branches  and  extensions  thereof  upon  the  streets,  roads,  ave- 
nues, highways  and  private  property,  as  follows,  to  wit : 

Beginning  on  private  property  of  the  Rockaway  Park  Improvement  Com- 
pany, Limited,  at  Rockaway  park  in  tlie  Fifth  ward  of  the  borough  of  Queens, 
in  the  city  and  State  of  New  York,  at  the  intersection  of  Fifth  and  Washing- 
ton avenues  in  said  borough,  and  running  thence  northerly  along  Fifth  avenue 
(where  a  single  track  is  now  in  operation)  to  Newport  avenue;  thence  along 
Newport  avenue  westerly  to  the  railroad  tracks  of  said  company  as  at  present 
laid  and  operated  at  a  point  west  of  the  intersection  of  Lincoln  avenue  with 
said  Newport  avenue. 

Now,  the  Commission  having,  after  such  hearing,  determined  that  the  construc- 
tion of  such  extension  and  branch  of  such  railway  and  the  exercise  by  said  company 
of  the  franchise  and  privilege  of  operation  thereof  is  necessary  and  convenient  for 
the  public  service,  it  is  hereby 

Ordered,  That  the  permission  and  approval  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for 
the  First  District  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  given  to  the  construction  by  the  said 
Ocean  Electric  Railway  Company  of  the  said  extension  and  branch  of  said  street 
railroad  by  said  company  and  to  the  operation  of  the  same  upon  the  route  described 
and  set  forth  in  the  said  certificate  for  extension,  filed  as  aforesaid  with  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  and  the  county  clerk,  as  hereinbefore  set  forth  in  this  order,  subject 
to  the  conditions  hereinafter  set  forth  and  not  otherwise,  to  wit : 

The  said  permission  and  approval  shall  become  effective  only  if  and  when  the 
said  Ocean  Electric  Railway  Company  has  procured 

1.  By  agreement  or  otherwise,  the  right  to  construct  and  operate  its  said 
extension  of  said  railway  over  and  upon  said  private  property,  and  shall  have  filed 
the  map  and  profile  of  the  route  thereof  uoon  or  through  said  private  property  in 
the  office  of  the  clerk  of  Queens  county,  in  pursuance  of  section  90  of  the  Rail- 
road Law  ;  and 

2.  The  consents,  if  any,  required  under  the  provisions  of  section  91  of  the 
Railroad  Law  to  the  construction  and  operation  of  the  said  extension  or  branch  of 
its  said  railway. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  the  said  application  of  the  petitioner.  Ocean 
Electric  Railway  Company,  for  relocation  of  its  tracks,  in  so  far  as  it  prays  author- 
ity to  abandon  or  remove  any  part  of  Its  presont  tracks  or  alter  its  route,  be  and 
the  same  hereby  is  denied. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  the  24th  day  of 
June,  1908.  and  shall  continue  In  force  until  otherwise  ordered  by  the  Con\mlssion. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  within  five  (5)  days  after  the  service  upon  the 
said  Ocean  Electric  Railway  Comoany  of  this  order,  said  company  notify  the  Pub- 
rlc  Service  Commission  for  the  First  DLstrlct  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are 
accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


Orders  of  the  Commission  Issued  in  1908. 
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Union  Railway  Company  of  New  York  City.— Application  for 
permission  to  construct  an  extension  on  two  Hundred  and 
Thirtieth  street. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
i^ppllcation  of  the  UNION  RAILWAY  COMPANY 
OP  NEW  YORK  CITY  and  FREDERICK  W. 
WHITRIDGE,  as  receiver,  etc.,  of  the  said  Union 
Railway  Company,  for  the  approval  of  street  sur- 
face railway  construction  on  Two  Hundred  and 
Thirtieth  street,  borough  of  the  Bronx,  city  of 
New  York. 


HEARING  ORDER  NO.  769. 
October  7,  1908. 


Under    section    53    of    Public    Service    Commissions 
Law. 

An  application,  dated  October  6,  1908,  having  been  made  by  the  Union  Railway 
Company  of  New  York  City  and  bv  Ifrederick  W.  Whitridge,  as  receiver  of  the 
Union  Railway  Company,  under  section  53  of  the  I*ublic  Service  Commissions  Law, 
to  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  ITirst  District,  for  the  permission  and 
approval  of  the  Commission  to  the  construction  of  an  extension  on  Two  Hundred 
and  Thirtieth  street,  borough  of  the  Bronx,  city  of  New  York,  of  a  street  railroad, 
which  extension  lies  entirely  within  the  First  District,  and  the  said  application 
having  asked  for  permission  and  approval  of  such  construction  and  of  the  exercise 
of  the  franchise,  as  necessary  or  convenient  for  the  public  service, 

Ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  in  tlif  nearing  room  In  the  office  of  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  at  No.  154  Nassau  street,  city  of  New 
York,  at  2:30  P.  M.,  October  13,  1908,  at  which  hearing  the  said  application  will 
be  considered. 

Further  ordered.  That  notice  of  this  hearing  be  given  by  mail  to  the  Union 
Railway  Company,  to  Frederick  W.  Whitridge,  as  receiver  of  the  said  Union  Rail- 
way Company,  to  the  New  York  Central  &  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,  to 
the  city  of  New  York,  to  the  corporation  counsel,  and  to  the  following  property 
owners,  being  the  owners  of  all  the  property  on  Two  Hundred  and  Thirtieth  street 
on  the  line  of  the  proposed  extension  from  Broadway  to  Bailey  avenue,  in  the  bor- 
ough of  the  Bronx :  Kmma  L.  Moller,  Cortlandt  Godwin,  George  G.  Godwin,  Ray- 
nor  Godwin,  Waldo  S.  Godwin  and  Ada  Godwin  Randall. 


Hearing  held  October  13th. 


ORDERS  FOLLOWING  APPLICATIONS  FOR  AP- 
PROVAL OF  AGREEMENTS,  CONTRACTS  AND 
LEASES. 


Central  Crosstown  Railroad  Company  —  New  York  City  Railway 
Company  —  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company. — Appli- 
cation for  approval  of  agreement  for  operation  of  road  under 
modification  of  lease. 

Hearing  Order  No.  622. 

Hearing  Order  No.  622a. 

Opinion   of    Commissioner    Eustis. 

Final  Order  No.  637. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Application  of  the  CENTRAL  CROSSTOWN  RAH.- 
ROAD  COMPANY  for  approval  of  an  aRrp^ment 
for  the  operation  of  its  said  road  for  a  prriod  of 
one  year  from  April  80,  1008,  bv  Adriun  II. 
Joline  and  Douglas  Rot>inson,  as  receivers. 


HEARING  0RDP:R  NO.  622. 
July  6,  1908. 


Whereas  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District   has  received  the 
application    of    the   Central    Crosstown    Railroad    Company,    bearing    date    May    18. 
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1008,  praying  the  approval  of  the  Commission  to  an  agreement  for  the  operation 
of  Its  said  road  under  modification  of  the  lease  of  that  company  to  the  Metro- 
politan Street  Railway  Company,  dated  February  8,  1904,  by  the  receivers  of  the 
New  York  City  Railway  Companv  and  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company, 
as  shown  by  a  letter  of  said  receivers  bearing  date  April  30,  1908,  and  accepted  by 
the  Central  Crosstown  Railroad  Company  by  letter  bearing  date  May  1,  1908. 

Resolved,  That  the  said  application  of  the  said  Central  Crosstown  Railroad  Com- 
pany be  heard  by  and  before  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District 
on  Friday,  July  10,  1908,  at  10:30  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  at  the  office  of  the 
Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  and 
that  the  said  company  publish  a  notice  of  the  said  application  and  of  the  time  and 
place  of  the  said  hearing  in  the  following  newspapers,  namely,  New  York  Herald, 
New  York  Press,  The  Evening  Mliil,  published  in  the  borough  of  Manhattan,  in  the 
city  of  New  York,  at  least  two  days  in  succession  before  said  hearing,  and  file 
proof  of  such  publication  with  the  Secretary  of  this  Commission  on  or  before  the 
opening  of  said  hearing. 

The  company  not  having  made  the  publication  required  by  the  above  order, 
a  new  hearing  order.  No.  622a,  was  issued : 

HEARING  ORDER  No.  622a. 
July  10,  1908. 

Whereas  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  has  received  the 
application  of  the  Central  Crosstown  Railroad  Company,  .bearing  date  May  18, 
1908,  praying  the  approval  of  the  Commission  to  an  agreement  for  the  operation 
of  its  said  road  under  modification  of  the  lease  of  that  company  "to  the  Metropoli- 
tan Street  Railway  Company,  dated  February  8,  1904.  bv  the  receivers  of  the  New 
York  City  Railway  Company  and  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company,  as 
shown  by  a  letter  of  said  receivers  l)earlng  dated  April  30,  1908,  and  accepted  by 
the  Central  Crosstown  Railroad  Companv  by  letter  bearing  date  May  1,  1908. 

Resolved,  That  the  said  application  of  Uie  said  Central  Crosstown  Railroad  Com- 
pany be  heard  by  and  before  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District 
on  Monday,  July  13,  1908,  at  10  :00  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  at  the  office  of  the 
Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  and 
that  the  said  company  publish  a  notice  of  the  said  application  and  of  the  time 
and  place  of  the  said  hearing  in  the  following  newspapers,  namely,  New  York 
Herald  and  New  York  Press,  published  in  the  borough  of  Manhattan,  In  the  city  of 
New  York,  on  at  least  two  days  before  said  hearing,  and  file  proof  of  such  publi- 
cation with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  on  or  before  the  opening  of  said 
hearing. 

Hearing  held  July  13tb. 

Opinion  op  Commission. 

(Adopted  July   14,   1908.) 
Commissioner  Eustis  : 

The  Central  Crosstown  Railroad  Company,  a  street  surface  railroad  In  the  city  of 
New  York,  leased  Its  road  and  property  to  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Com- 
pany by  lease  bearing  date  February  8,  1904,  for  999  years,  the  lessee  to  keep  the 
property  In  repair,  pay  taxes,  rentals  of  leased  lands,  interests  upon  funded  debt, 
and  the  fixed  charges  of  the  lessor  and  15  per  cent  upon  the  capital  stock  of  the 
lessor  ($600,000).  The  present  application  is  based  upon  the  proposition  of  the 
receivers,  Messrs.  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  that  If  the  Central 
Oosstown  Company  would  release  the  receivers  from  the  obligation  to  pay  15  per 
cent  upon  the  stock,  tbey  would  continue  to  operate  the  property  under  the  lease, 
paying  the  remainder  of  the  stipulated  rental,  the  arrangement  to  continue  for  at 
least  ono  year  or  until  the  close  of  the  receivership  if  sooner  terminated.  The 
Central  Crosstown  Railroad  Company  have  accepted  the  proposition  without  prejn- 
dice  to  any  claim  which  it  mny  have  by  reason  of  the  operation  of  its  property 
by  the  receivers  up  to  May  1,  1908,  and  also  without  prejudice  to  any  claim  for 
breach  of  contract,  or  otherwise,  which  the  company  may  have  against  the  Metro- 
politan Street  Railway  Company  and  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or 
either  of  them,  as  a  result  of  default  under  the  original  lease. 

It  is  provided  by  the  Railroad  Law,  section  78,  that  any  railroad  corporation  or 
any  corporation  owning  or  operating  any  railroad  may  contract  with  any  other  such 
corporation  for  the  use  of  their  respective  roads  or  routes,  or  any  part  thereof,  and 
thereafter  use  the  same  in  such  manner  and  for  such  time  as  may  be  prescribed  In 
such  contract,  and  that  if  such  contract  shall  be  a  lease  of ^ any  such  road  and  for  a 
longer  period  than  one  year,  such  contract  shall  not  be  binding  or  valid  unless 
approved  by  the  votes  of  stockholders  owning  at  least  two-thirds  of  the  stock  of  each 
corporation. 
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It  is  also  provided  by  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  section  M,  that  no 
franchise  nor  any  right  to  or  under  any  franchise  to  own  or  operate  a  railroad  or 
street  railroad  shall  be  assigned,  transferred  or  leased,  or  shall  any  contract  or 
agreement  with  reference  to  or  affecting  any  such  franchise  or  right  be  valid  or  of 
any  force  or  effect  whatsoever  unless  the  assignment,  transfer,  lease,  contract  or 
agreement  shall  have  been  approved  by  the  proper  Commission. 

The  company  accordingly  presented  copies  of  the  correspondence  evidencing  the 
proposition  of  the  receivers  and  the  reply  of  the  company  to  the  Commission  to  be 
filed,  and  for  approval  if  the  same  should  be  required,  and  the 'matter  accordingly 
came  on  for  hearing  to-day. 

It  appeared  that  the  Central  Crosstown  Railroad  Company,  has  acquired  by  use 
of  its  special  funds,  and  now  owns  about  eighty  new  cars,  which  are  in  the  posses- 
sion of  the  receivers,  Messrs.  Joline  and  Robinson,  but  are  marked  with  the  name 
of  the  company  and  are  capable  of  identification  in  the  hands  of  the  receivers. 

It  seems  to  me  that  in  the  public  interest  the  proposition  of  the  receivers  to 
continue  the  operation  of  the  road  under  the  lease,  with  the  modification  of  the 
rental,  which  merely  affects  the  dividend  upon  stock  of  the  Central  Crosstown 
Railroad  Company,  is  one  which,  having  been  accepted  by  that  company,  should 
have  the  approval  of  the  Commission.  It  is  necessarily  limited  to  the  period  of  one 
year  at  the  end  of  which  time,  unless  the  receivership  Is  sooner  terminated,  nego- 
tiations can  be  instituted  with  the  receivers  as  to  the  terms  of  a  continuance  of  the 
arrangement 

Commissioner  Maltbie  —  "  In  voting  for  this  resolution,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  do 
so  principally  because  the  modified  lease  will  increase  by  about  $90,000  the  funds 
In  the  hands  of  the  receivers  available  for  improvements  in  equipment  and  service, 
which  are  so  greatly  needed.  I  do  not  consider  that  the  approval  of  this  modifica- 
tion by  the  Commission  commits  the  Commission  in  any  way  to  an  approval  of  the 
other  provisions  of  the  lease.  If  any  question  should  ever  arise  in  which  the 
original  lease  or  the  modified  lease  shall  be  a  factor,  I  shall  consider  that  the 
Commission  Is  entirely  free  to  act,  and  that  the  approval  now  given  does  not  bind 
the  Commission  in  any  way  whatever." 

The  Chairman  —  "I  concur  in  what  Commissioner  Maltbie  says." 

Thereupon   the  following  final  order  was   issued. 

PINAL  ORDER  No.  637. 
July  14,  1908.. 

Whereas,  The  Central  Crosstown  Railroad  Company  filed  with  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  First  District  its  application,  bearing  date  May  18,  1908,  pray- 
ing the  approval  of  the  Commission  to  the  terms  of  an  agreement  as  to  the  right 
of  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers,  to  operate  the  property  of 
said  Central  Crosstown  Railroad  Company  for  a  period  of  one  year,  as  shown  by  a 
letter  of  said  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  receivers,  bearing  date  April 
30,  1908,  and  a  letter  of  said  Central  Crosstown  Railroad  Company,  bearing  date 
May  1.  1008:  and 

Whereas,  the  said  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  did  there- 
upon, by  Order  No.  622-A,  adopted  July  10,  1908,  direct  the  said  application  to  be 
heard  on  Monday,  July  13,  1908,  at  10 :00  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  and  that  said 
applicant  publish  a  notice  of  snid  application  and  of  the  time  and  place  of  the 
said  hearing  in  the  manner  and  as  provided  in  and  by  said  order,  and  that  the 
said  applicant  did  thereupon  cause  notice  of  said  application  and  of  the  time  and 
place  of  the  said  hearing  to  be  published  in  pursuance  of  said  order,  and  did 
file  proof  thereof  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  before  the  opening  of 
the  said  hearing,  and  the  matter  coming  on  to  be  heard  on  said  July  13.  1908,  at 
10:00  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  upon  the  said  application.  Mr.  Commissioner  Eustis 
presiding,  and  said  Central  Crosstown  Railroad  Company  having  appeared  by 
Joseph  P.  Cotton,  Esq.,  and  proof  of  the  service  of  the  said  order  upon  Adrian 
H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  receivers,  hoving  been  duly  made  and  filed,  and 
no  one  appearing  in  opposition,  and  the  Commission  having  taken  testimony  and 
duly  heard  and  considered  said  application.  It  is  hereby 

Ordered,  That  said  agreement  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  approved  by  the  'Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  and  that  this  order  and  approval  take 
effect  as  of  May  1,  1908,  and  continue  In  force  for  a  period  of  one  (1)  year  from 
and  after  said  date. 
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Canarsie  Railroad  Company  —  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Rail- 
road Company. —  Application  for    approval  of  contract. 

Case  No.  1009,  Hearing  Order. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 
Case  No.  1009,  Final  Order. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Application  for  the  approval  of  the  proposed  con- 
tract between  the  CANARSIE)  RAILROAD  COM- 
PANY and  the  BROOKLYN  UNION  ELEVATED 
RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


HEARING  ORDER. 

CASE  No.   1,009, 
December  11,   1908. 


Whereas,  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  has  received  the 
application  of  the  Canarsie  Railroad  Company  and  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated 
Railroad  Company,  dated  December  2,  1908,  praying  the  approval  of  a  proposed 
contract  of  lease  dated  July  1,  1908,  and  executed  on  December  8,  1908; 

Now  therefore  It  Is 

Ordered,  That  the  application  of  the  Canarsie  Railroad  Company  and  of  the 
Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  for  the  approval  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  First  District  of  the  proposed  contract  of  lease  annexed  to  the 
said  application  be  heard  by  and  before  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  on  the  22d  day  of  December.  1908,  at  2  :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon. 
In  the  hearing  room  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District, 
No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  and  that  the  said 
Canarsie  Railroad  Company  and  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Com- 
pany publish  a  notice  of  said  application  and  of  the  time  and  place  of  said 
hearing  in  the  following  newspapers,  The  Brooklyn  Times  and  The  Brooklyn  Doily 
Eagle,  published  in  the  city  of  New  York,  on  at  least  two  separate  days  before  said 
hearing  and  file  proof  of  such  publication  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  Fltst  District  on  or  before  the  opening  day  of  said  hearing. 

Hearing  held  December  22d. 

Opinion   of  Commission. 
(Adopted  December  31,  1908.) 
Commissioner  Bassett  : — 

The  two  above-named  companies  applied  to  the  commission  und^  section  54  of 
the  Public  "Service  Commissions  Law  for  the  approval  of  a  proposed  lease  by  the 
Canarsie  Railroad  Company  to  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company.  The 
hearing  was  duly  advertised  In  accordance  with  the  order  of  the  Commission.  No 
one  appeared  at  the  hearing  to  object  to  the  lease.  The  lease  provides  that  the 
Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  shall  operate  the  Canarsie  Railroad 
Company's  line  between  Vesta  avenue  and  Canarsie  in  conjunction  with  the  former's 
other  lines  at  five  cents  fare.  The  term  of  the  lease  is  for  one  year  from  July  1, 
1908.  The  lease  has  already  been  executed  by  the  parties,  but  has  not  been  valid 
or  of  any  force  or  effect  whatever  until  approved  by  the  Commission.  The  rental 
paid  Is  made  up  as  follows :  All  the  taxes  and  water  rates  becoming  a  lien  upon 
the  said  property  during  the  term  of  the  lease,  including  the  taxes  payable  on  the 
first  Monday  of  October,  1908,  the  reasonable  administration  expenses,  and  In 
addition  all  interest  accruing  and  payable  by  the  lessor  during  the  term  of  the 
lease  on  all  Indebtedness  incurred  by  the  lessor  in  and  about  the  conversion  of  said 
railroad  to  an  electric  railroad  and  for  the  reconstruction  and  equipment  of  same, 
the  rate  of  said  interest,  however,  not  to  exceed  six  per  cent  per  annum.  In  the 
year  1907  substantially  the  same  lease  was  in  effect,  the  main  difference  being  that 
during  that  year  the  amount  of  interest  paid  was  not  to  exceed  five  per  cent. 
During  the  year  ending  June  30,  1908,  the  Interest  thus  constituting  part  of  the 
rental  amounted  to  $54,599.49. 
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Inasmuch  as  this  contract  Is  for  a  short  term,  provides  for  a  flye  cents  fare  from 
Canarsle  to  Manhattan,  does  not  contain  any  provisions  that  appear  to  be  unduly 
onerous  to  either  company  and  meets  with  no  objection  from  outside  parties,  I 
recommend  that  a  certificate  of  approval  be  Issued. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

CASE  No.    1,009,   FINAL  ORDER. 
December  31,  1908. 

Whereas,  the  Canarsie  Railroad  Company  and  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Rail- 
road Company  filed  with  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  an 
application  dated  December  2,  1908,  praying  the  approval  of  the  Commission  to  the 
terms  of  a  contract  of  lease  of  the  Canarsle  Railroad  Company  to  the  Brooklyn 
Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company,  which  said  proposed  contract  of  lease  was 
dated  July  1,  1908,  and  was  executed  December  3,  1008;  and 

Whereas,  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  did  thereupon,  by 
order  adopted  December  11,  1908.  direct  the  said  application  to  be  heard  on 
December  22,  1908,  at  2 :30  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  and  that  said  applicants 
publish  a  notice  of  said  application  and  of  the  time  and  place  of  said  hearing,  and 
the  said  applicants  did  thereupon  cause  notice  of  said  application  and  of  the  time 
and  place  of  said  hearing  to  be  published  as  prescribed  in  said  order,  and  did  file 
proof  thereof  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission,  and  the  matter  coming  on 
to  be  heard  on  December  22,  1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett  presiding,  said 
applicants  having  appeared  by  A.  M.  Williams,  Esq.,  and  no  one  appearing  in 
opposition,  and  the  Commission  having  taken  testimony  and  duly  heard  and  con- 
sidered said  application; 

Now  therefore.  It  is 

Ordered,  That  the  application  of  the  Canarsie  Railroad  Company  and  of  the 
Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  for  the  approval  by  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  First  District  of  the  proposed  contract  of  lease,  by  which 
the  said  Canarsle  Railroad  Company  is  leased  to  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Rail- 
road Company,  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  granted,  and  the  said  contract  of  lease 
as  submitted  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  be,  and  the 
same  hereby  is  In  all  respects  approved. 


Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  —  Kingsbridge  Railway  Com- 
•  pany. —  Application  for  approval  of  an  agreement. 

Hearing  Order  No.  780. 

Opinion   of   Commissioner    Eustis. 

Final  Order  Case  780. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Application  of  the  THIRD  AVENUE  RAILROAD 
COMPANY  and  FREDERICK  W.  WHITRIDGE, 
as  Receiver  of  the  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad 
Company,  for  the  approval  of  an  agreement  en- 
tered Into  between  said  receiver  and  the  Kings- 
bridge  Railway  Company. 


Under  section  54  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions 
Law. 


"  operation    of    Third    Avenue    Railroad    Company 
over  tracks  of  Kingsbridge  Railway  Company." 


^HEARING  ORDER  No.  780. 
October  13,  1908. 


An  application,  dated  October  12,  1908,  having  been  made  by  the  Third  Avenue 
Bailroad  Company  and  Frederick  W.  Whitrldge  as  receiver  of  the  Third  Avenue 
Railroad  Company,  under  section  54  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  to  the 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  for  the  approval  of  said  Commis- 
sion of  an  agreement  entered  into  on  the  20th  day  of  February,  1908.  between  said 
Frederick  W.  Whitrldge  as  receiver  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  the 
Kingsbridge  Railway  Company, 

Ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  in  the  hearing  room  of  the  Commission,  No.  154 
Nassau  street.  New  York  city,  at  2  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  of  October  16,  1908, 
at  which  hearing  said  application  will  be  considered. 
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Further  ordered.  That  notice  of  this  hearing  be  prlven  by  mail  to  the  Third 
Avenue  Railroad  Company,  to  Frederck  W.  Whltridge  as  receiver  of  the  Third 
Avenue  Railroad  Company,  and  to  the  Kingsbrldge  Railway  Company. 

Hearings  were  held  October  16th  and  November  6th. 

•  [The  approval  of  the  Commission  should  be  denied  to  an  agreement  intended  to 
exist  on  paper  only  between  one  street  railroad  company  and  another  street  rail- 
road company  organized  by  the  formcT  and  controlled  by  It. 

Application  of  Frederick  W,  Whltridge,  receiver  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad 
Company,  for  approval  of  joint  traffic  agrcememnt  with  Kingsbrldge  Railway  Com- 
pany denied.] 

Opinion  op  Commission. 

(Adopted  December  8,  1908.) 

Commissioner  Eustis  : 

This  is  an  application  made  by  the  receiver  in  behalf  of  the  Third  Avenue  Rail- 
road Company  for  the  approval  of  a  certain  agreement  entered  into  between  the 
receiver  and  the  Kingsbrldge  Railway  Company,  dated  the  29th  of  February,  1908. 

The  agreement  provides  for  the  use  of  the  tracks  of  the  Kingsbrldge  Railway 
Company  by  the  receiver  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  on  condition  that 
said  receiver  pays  all  taxes  against  the  Kingsbrldge  Railway  Company,  maintains 
the  tracks  in  good  condition,  and  pays  the  Kingsbrldge  Compajoy  $5,000  per  annum, 
and  reserves  to  the  Kingsbrldge  Company  the  right  to  run  a  limited  number  of 
cars,  not  to  exceed  four  dally,  and  that  transfers  shall  be  given  and  received  between 
the  contracting  companies. 

The  facts  that  were  brought  out  upon  the  hearings  held  on  this  application  on 
October  16th  and  November  6th  show  that  the  Kingsbrldge  Railway  was  incorpo- 
rated January  25,  1898,  with  an  authorized  capital  of  $1,000,000.  Of  this  amount 
eighty-six  shares  were  subscribed,  and  $8,600  dollars  paid  Into  the  treasury  of 
the  company.  The  exclusive  right  to  subscribe  for  the  remaining  9,914  shares  was 
given  to  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  showing  that  the  Kingsbrldge  Rail- 
road Company  was  organized  by  the  Interests  of  the  old  Third  Avenue  Railroad 
Company.  The  right  to  subscribe'  or  take  the  balance  of  the  stock  has  never  been 
exercised.         x 

The  franchise  of  this  company  was  granted  by  the  municipal  assembly,  approved 
by  the  mayor  in  January,  1900.  This  franchise  covered  that  part  of  the  Kings- 
bridge  road  from  One  Hundred  and  Sixty-third  street  and  Amsterdam  avenue  to 
Broadway,  and  that  part  of  Broadway  from  Manhattan  street  north  to  Two  Hun- 
dred and  Thirtieth  street  in  the  Bronx,  across  the  Harlem  ship  canal  bridge. 
The  franchise  also  covered  a  route  In  the  Bronx  from  West  Two  Hundred  and 
Thirtieth  street  and  Riverdale  avenue  northerly  to  the  Yonkers  city  line.  The 
only  part  of  the  railroad  that  has  been  built  is  from  Amsterdam  avenue  at  One 
Hundred  and  Sixty-third  street,  along  Kingsbrldge  road  to  Broadway  and  One 
Hundred  and  Sixty-ninth  street,  and  up  Broadway  to  and  across  the  bridge  over 
the  Harlem  ship  canal  to  Two  Hundred  and  Twenty-fifth  street.  The  Kingsbrldge 
Railway  Company  never  owned  anything  except  its  franchise  and  its  tracks.  The 
only  parties  interested  in  it  are  the  receiver  and  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Com- 
pany's interests.  And  it  appears  that  when  this  road  was  built,  It  was  built  by 
the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  in  order  to  reach  its  large  car  barn  and 
power  house  at  Two  Hundred  and  Eighteenth  street.  The  reason  for  building 
it  under  the  name  of  a  different  corporation  was  given  that  this  stretch  of  road 
had  to  be  built  under  a  limited  franchise  of  twenty-flve  years,  and  Its  own  fran- 
chise was  perpetual,  and  they  said,  **  we  did  not  want  to  mix  up  corporations  with 
permanent  rights  with  those  which  only  had  temporary  rights,  and  that  the 
Kingsbrldge  Railway  Company  owned  nothing  except  the  franchise  and  track  and 
$1.15,   I  think." 

The  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  leased  its  property,  including  the  Kings- 
bridge  road,  to  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company,  which,  in  turn,  leased 
It  to  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company.  After  this  property  had  gone  Into 
the   hands  of   the   receivers  the   Third   Avenue  system,   including  the   Kingsbrldge 


'  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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road,  was  separated  from  the  other  New  York  City  Railway  property  and  came 
into  the  hands  of  Mr.  Whltridge,  as  its  receiver. 

All  of  the^  property  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  system,  including  the  Klns^s- 
bridge  road,  was  mortgaged  to  the  Morton  Trust  Company,  which  was  succeeded 
by  the  Cfntral  Trust  Company,  which  holds  86  shares  of  stock  of  the  KIngsbrldge 
company,  together  with  the  right  to  subscribe  for  the  remaining  9,914  shares,  and 
the  KIngsbrldge  Railway  Company's  note  given  to  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Com- 
pany for  the  money  expendctl  in  its  construction. 

The  KIngsbrldge  Railway  Company  rendered  annual  reports  to  the  Board  of  Rail- 
way Commissioners  from  and  including  1002  down  to  and  including  1907.  In  the 
report  of  1902  It  appears  that  the  cost  of  the  construction  of  the  KIngsbrldge  road, 
3.120  mlUB  of  double  track,  was  $877,474.99,  making  the  cost  per  mile  of  double 
track  $280,792. 

In  the  report  of  1003  there  appears  this  additional  item :  "Amount  expended 
for  construction  of  road  by  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  not  heretofore  put 
on  the  books  of  this  company  $1,285,787.07,"  making  the  total  cost  of  constructing 
the  road  $2,226,362.23. 

In  reference  to  this  last  Item  of  additional  cost  for  the  construction  of  the  road, 
the  auditor  of  the  Interurban  Street  Railway  Company  stated  on  December  9, 
1903,  ,ln  a  letter  to  the'  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  as  follows :  "  in  refer- 
ence to  the  amount,  $1,285,737.07,  we  regret  to  say  that  we  cannot  separate  this 
Item  as  to  details,  nor  could  we  say  that  the  road  was  built  by  contract,  this 
amount  being  charged  as  one  item  on  the'  old  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company's 
books  turned  over  to  this  company  at  the  time  of  the  lease." 

In  the  reports  of  1904  and  1905  this  item  appears  under  the  description  of 
'*  Reconstruction  of  the  old  road " ;  and  In  the  report  of  1906  it  appears  as 
"  Construction  of  old  road."  The  attention  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Com- 
pany having  been  called  to  this  discrepancy,  it  wrote  to  the  Railroad  Commis- 
sioners that  it  might  be  corrected  to  road  "  Reconstruction  of  old  road." 

The  evidence  produced  by  Mr.  Robinson  on  behalf  of  the  receiver  was  that  there 
never  was  any  old  road  to  reconstruct. 

In  the  report  of  1907,  the  road  having  been  extended  in  the  meantime  to  Two 
Hundred  and  Twenty-fifth  street,  the  total  cost  of  the  road  is  given  at 
$2,262,358.43,  making  the  cost  per  mile  of  double  track  road  $671,721.62. 

It  appears  also  that  the  receiver  is  unable  to  give  any  facts  or  details  as  to  the 
Item  of  $1,285,737.07  charged  for  reconstruction  of  old  road  by  the  Third  Avenue 
Railroad  Company,  the  witness  stating  that  the  books  of  the  Third  Avenue  Rail- 
road Company  prior  to  1900  could  not  be  found. 

It  thus  appears  that  the  KIngsbrldge  Railway  Company  is  a  paper  company, 
which,  for  the  reasons  stated,  was  organized  in  the  interests  of  the  Third  Avenue 
Railroad  Company ;  that  it  has  a  capital  issued  of  $8,600 ;  and  an  unfunded  debt 
of  nearly  two  and  a  half  millions,  alleged  to  have  been  Incurred  for  its  construc- 
tion, but  representing  a  sum  far  In  e'xcess  of  the  fair  cost  of  such  construction. 

The  approval  of  the  Commission  is  asked  for  a  Joint  traffic  agreement  between 
this  company  and  the  company  that  holds  all  of  its  unfunded  obligations. 

It  also  appears  from  examination  made  that  the  road  is  being  operated  by  the 
receiver  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  as  a  part  and  parcel  of  the  gen- 
eral system.  Notwithstanding  the  agreement  which  has  been  In  existence  since 
February  last  requiring  the  receiver  to  pay  to  the  KIngsbrldge  Railway  Company 
$5,000  per  annum,  payable*  quarterly,  no  payment  whatever  has  been  made,  and 
it  is  conceded  by  the  receiver  that  the  reservations  In  the  agreement  for  the 
KIngsbrldge  company  to  operate  cars  of  its  own  not  to  exceed  four  daily,  the  pay- 
ment of  the  above  mentioned  $5,000  by  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  the 
lasne  of  transfer  tickets  from  one  company  to  the  other,  to  furnish  electrical 
power  to  operate  the  said  cars  by  the  receiver,  to  house  the  cars  of  the  Kings- 
bridge  company,  clean  and  repair  the  same,  and  that  the  KIngsbrldge  company's 
employees  shall  not  impede  the  progress  of  the  cars  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad 
Company,  are  each  and  all  paper  statcmonts  only,  as  it  is  not  contemplated  that 
the  Kingsbridge  Railway  Company  shall  have  any  employees,  shall  own  or  operate 
any  cars,  or  shall  receive  any  payments  from  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company. 

It    also    appeared    from    the    evidence    that,    notwithstanding    the    receiver    was 
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op'erating  the  cars  along  the  tracks  of  the  Klngsbridge  Railway  Company  on 
Broadway,  transfers  on  that  line  were  issued  in  the  name  of  the  Kingsbridge 
Railway  Company.  This  procedure  would  tend  to  convey  the  idea  to  the  patrons 
of  the  road  that  the  line  was  being  operated  by  the  Kingsbridge  Railway  Com- 
pany. And  the  provisions  In  the  agreement  submitted  also  allowing  Joint  opera- 
tion over  this  line  by  the  Kingsbridge  Company  and  the  Third  Avenue  Company, 
under  the  reservation  in  the  agreement,  would  tend  to  inconvenience  the  public  in 
that  it  would  be  difficult  to  distinguish  which  company  was  liable  for  any  dam- 
ages that  might  be  caused  by  the  cars  operated  thereon. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  receiver  of  the  Third  Avenue  Company  has  admitted 
that  it  Is  not  the  intention  that  any  cars  will  be  operated  by  the  Kingsbridge 
company  under  the  reservation  contained  in  the  agreement,  I  tbinlt  before  this 
Commission  approves  the  agreement  the  parts  thereof  that  are  not  Intended  to  be 
operative  should  be  eliminated. 

I  would  therefore  recommend  that  the  present  agreement  be  not  approved. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

CASE  780,  FINAL  ORDER. 
December  8,   1908. 

An  application,  dated  October  12,  1908,  under  section  54  of  the  Public  Service 
Commissions  Law,  having  been  made  by  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  and 
Frederick  W.  Whitridge,  as  its  receiver,  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  for  the  approval  of  an  agreement  entered  into  on  February  29,  1908, 
between  said  receiver  and  the  Kingsbridge  Railway  Company,  and  an  order  having 
been  duly  made  by  the  Commission,  being  Hearing  Order  No.  780,  that  a  hearing 
be  had  at  the  hearing  room  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street.  New  York 
city,  Borough  of  Manhattan,  on  October  16,  1906.  and  said  hearing  having  been  duly 
had  on  that  day  and  also  on  November  6,  1906,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Eustia, 
Mr.  Henry  A.  Robinson,  of  counsel  for  the  Kingsbridge  Railway  Company  and  for 
said  Frederick  W.  Whitridge,  as  said  receiver,  appearing  in  behalf  of  said 
application,  and  Mr.  Henry  H.  Whitman,  assistant  counsel  for  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  First  District,  attending,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  said  agreement  entered  into  on  February  29,  1908,  between 
Frederick  W.  Whitridge,  as  receiver  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  and 
the  Kingsbridge  Railway  Company,  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  not  approved. 


ORDERS  FOLLOWING  OTHER  APPLICATIONS   BY 

COMPANIES. 


Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. —  Discontinuance 
of  elevated  stations  on  the  Fulton  street  line  at  Court  and 
Fulton  streets,  and  at  Boerum  place  and  Fulton  street. 

Hearing  Order  No.  201. 


Final  Order  No.  224. 


.ORDER  NO.  201. 

January   14,   1908. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Application  of  the  BROOKLYN  UNION  ELEVATED 
RAILROAD  COMPANY  for  authority  to  discon- 
tinue elevated  stations  on  Fulton  Street  line  at 
Boerum  Place  and  Court  Street. 

Resolved,  That  the  application  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Flevated  Railroad  Com- 
pany for  authority  to  discontinue  two  elevated  stations  on  the  Fulton  Street  line, 
to  wit,  Court  Sireet  Station,  at  the  junction  of  Court  and  Fulton  streets,  and 
Boerum  Place  Station,  at  the  Junction  of  Boerum  Place  and  Fulton  street, 
bearing  date  January  11,  1008,  be  heard  by  and  before  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mlRsion  for  the  First  District  on  the  16th  day  of  January,  1908,  at  thre4> 
o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  and  that  the  said  company  publish  a  notice  of  the 
time    and    place    of    such    hearing    in    the    following    newspapers,    published    in 
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Brooklyn,  ftt  least  two  days  In  succession  before  such  hearing  and  file  proof  of 
such  publication  with  the  Secretary  of  this  Commission  on  or  before  the  open- 
ing of  the  hearing:  Brooklyn  Eagle,  Brooklyn  Times,  Brooklyn  Standard  Union, 
Brooklyn  Citizen. 

Hearing  held  January  16th. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.  L24. 
January  28, 1908. 

This    application   by    the   Brooklyn    Union    Elevated    Railroad    Company,    under 
section   34   of   the   Railroad   Law,    filed   with   this  Commission   January    11,   1908, 
asking  the  consent  of  the  Commission  to  the  discontinuance  of  two   (2)  elevated 
stations  on   the  Fulton   Street  line  of   said  company,   to   wit: 
Court  Street  Station,  at  the  Junction  of   Court  and   Fulton  streets  and 

Boerum  Place  Station,  at  the  Junction  of  Boerum  Place  and  Fulton  street; 
the  same  te  depend  upon  the  procurement  from  the  city  authorities  of  the  right 
to  construct  a  station  about  midway  between  the  two  above  named,  which  will 
both  as  to  capacity  and  location  much  better  serve  the  requirements  of  traffic  at  that 
point  and  especially  facilitate  the  transfer  of  passengers  between  elevated  and 
subway  lines  at  the  City  Hall  Station,  came  on  January  16.  1908,  at  three 
o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  Commissioners  McCarroll  and  Basse tt  presiding,  pur- 
suant to  an  order  and  resolution  of  the  Commission  adopted  on  the  13th  day  of 
January,  1908,  the  same  being  Order  No.  201,  which  appointed  the  16th  day 
of  January,  1908,  at  three  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  as  tne  time  and  place  of 
hearing  the  said  application  and  further  directed  that  the  said  company  publish 
a  notice  of  the  time  and  place  of  such  hearing  in  newspapers  published  in 
Brooklyn  specified  therehi,  to  wit :  The  Brooklyn  Eagle,  Brooklyn  Times,  Brooklyn 
Standard  Union  and  Brooklyn  Citizen,  at  least  two  (2)  days  in  succession  before 
such  hearing  and  file  proof  of  such  publication  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Com- 
mission- on  or  before  the  opening  of  the  hearing. 

The  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company,  at  the  opening  .of  said 
hearing,  duly  filed  proof  of  the  publication  of  such  notice  in  the  papers  aforesaid, 
In  accordance  with  said  order  for  bearing,  and  the  following  appearances  were 
noted:  Mr.  George  D.  Yeomans  and  Mr.  C.  L.  Woody  of  Counsel  for  the  Brooklyn 
Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company,  Oliver  C.  Semple,  Esq.,  Assistant  Counsel  for 
the  Commission,  William  D.  Yeeder,  Esq.,  Counsel,  and  Julius  C.  NehrenKrautss, 
Treasurer  for  the  Germanla  Savings  Bank,  after  hearing  the  evidence  and 
arguments,  it  appearing  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Commission  that  the  proposed 
discontinuance  of  the  said  stations  by  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad 
Company  is  dependent  upon  an  intention  of  the  said  company  to  construct  a 
new  station  on  Fulton  street  at  or  near  the  Borough  Hall,  and  that  the  latter 
will  better  serve  the  convenience  of  the  public  in  respect  to  transportation  of 
passengers  and  a  closer  connection  with  the  Brooklyn  City  Hall  Station  of  the 
interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company.  In  the  operation  of  Its  subway  between 
the  Borough  of  Brooklyn  and  the  Borough  of  Manhattan, 

Now  therefore,  the  application  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Com- 
pany is  hereby  granted  and  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District 
hereby  consents,  under  section  84  of  the  Railroad  Law,  to  the  discontinuance 
of  the  stations  of  the  said  company  on  the  Fulton  Street  line,  described  as 
follows,  namely: 

Court  Street  Station,  at  the  Junction  of  Court  and  Fulton  streets; 

Boerum  Place  Station,  at  the  Junction  of  Boerum  Place  and  Fulton  street. 

This  consent  to  become  effective,  however,  only  If  and  when  the  new  station 
at  or  near  the  Borough  Hall  on  Fulton  street,  mentioned  in  said  application 
filed  by  the  said  company  upon  the  hearing  herein,  shall  have  been  completed, 
with  accommodations  approved  by  the  Commission,  and  opened  for  use  of  pas- 
sengers for  and  upon  the  said  road  of  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad 
Company. 


Hudson  and  Manhattan  l^ailroad  Company. —  Application  for 
approval  of  terminal  station  under  Sixth  avenue  near  West 
Thirty-third  street. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Application    of    the    HUDSON    AND    MANHATTAN 
RAILROAD  COMPANY  for  the  approval  of  termi- 
nal station  under  Sixth  avenue  near  West  Thirty- 
third  street. 


^ORDER  No.  768. 

October  7,  1908. 


Whereas,  the  Hudson  and  Manhattan  Railroad  Company,  In  accordance  with  the 
certificate,  dated  February  22,  1905,  granted  to  the  New  York  &  New  Jersey  Raifrbad 
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Company  by  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners  for  the  city  of 
New  York,  which  certificate  has  since  been  amended  by  certain  certificates  dated 
April  12,  1906,  and  February  28.  1U07,  respectively,  has  made  application  for  the 
approval  of  a  terminal  station  under  Sixth  avenue,  and  at  or  near  West  Thirty- 
third  street,  in  the  borough  of  Manhattan,  In  accordance  with  the  plan  hereinafter 
referred  to,  which  plan  is  in  substitution  of  a  plan  approved  by  the  said  Board 
of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners  on  the  22d  day  of  May,  1906; 

Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  plan,  dated  September  9,  1908,  revised  October  2.  1908,  enti- 
tled "Hudson  &  Manhattan  R.  R.  Co.  33rd  Street  Terminal,  Serial  No.  3200-A  ". 
be,  and  the  same  hereby  is  approved,  but  only  upon  the  following  conditions,  and 
this  approval  shall  not  be  deemed  to  take  effect  unless  and  until  the  said  railroad 
company  shall  accept  the  provisions  hereof  in  writing,  with  the  consent  of  the 
surety  upon  its  bond  In  proper  form  duly  attached  thereto.  The  conditions  upon 
which  the  said  plan  is  approved  are  as  follows : 

1.  If  at  any  time  hereafter  the  Commission  or  sjiy  board  or  official  acting  for 
the  city  of  New  York  or  otherwise  shall  construct  of  cause  to  be  constructed  a 
rapid  transit  railroad  under  Broadway,  in  the  borough  of  Manhattan,  with  a  sta- 
tion in  Broadway,  at  or  near  West  Thirtj'-third  street,  the  wall  together  with  the 
stairway  connected  therewith,  all  of  which  are  indicated  on  the  plan  hereby  ap- 
proved in  green  and  marked  "  Stairway  No.  3  and  Curtain  Wall  ",  may  be  removed 
so  that  a  continuous  connection  may  be  made  between  the  platform  of  the  terminal 
station  her'M)y  approved  and  the  platform  of  such  rapid  transit  railroad  station  in 
Broadway;  but  such  stairway,  if  and  when  removed,  shall  be  located  at  some  other 
point  and  shall  be  used  jointly  by  the  Hudson  and  Manhattan  Railroad  Company 
or  its  assigns  and  the  city  or  its  assigns. 

2.  If  at  any  time  hereafter  it  is  desired  by  the  city  of  New  York  to  use  the 
portion  of  West  Thirty-third  street,  at  or  near  the  intersection  of  Sixth  avenue, 
for  a  rapid  transit  railroad,  portion  of  the  railroad  of  the  Hudson  and  Manhattan 
Railroad  Company,  extending  under  Sixth  avenue,  north  of  the  south  building  line 
of  West  Thirty-third  street,  and  the  passage  under  West  Thirty-third  street,  all 
of  which  are  indicated  In  red  on  the  said  plan  hereby  approved,  and  entitled  **  Sta- 
tion Pla'tform  &  Passageway  to  Stairways  Nos.  1  &  2,"  together  with  the  stairways 
indicated  on  the  plan  hereby  approved  in  yellow  and  marked  "  Stairway  No.  1  " 
and  '•  Stairway  No.  2  '•  may  be  removed. 

3.  If  at  any  time  in  the  future,  and  irrespective  of  the  use  of  the  said  Thirty- 
third  street  for  other  rapid  transit  purposes,  the  stairways  indicated  in  yellow  on 
the  plan  hereby  approved  and  marked  "  Stairway  No.  1  "  and  "  Stairway  No.  2  " 
shall  in  the  Judgment  of  the  Commission  coAstitute  an  Interference  with  traffic 
at  those  points  the  Commission  may  order  them  removed,  and  in  that  case  the 
Hudson  and  Manhattan  Railroad  Company  or  its  successors  or  assigns  will  promptly 
remove  them  and  restore  the  street  to  its  original  condition  at  Its  own  expense. 

4.  Anv  and  all  such  removals  except  the  removals  provided  for  in  the  paragraph 
hereof  designated  "  3  "  shall  ho  mrule  by  and  at  the  expense  of  the  city,  but  the 
Hudson  and  Manhattan  Railroad  Company,  its  successors  or  a.ssigns.  shall  be  enti- 
tled to  no  compensation  for  the  parts  so  removed,  and  the  rental  payable  by  it 
to  the  city  shall  not  he  affected  except  In  case  where  the  exit  upon  the  surface  of 
the  street  is  removed,  and  in  that  case  the  annual  rental  payable  for  such  exit 
shall  cease. 

5.  If  at  any  time  hereafter  the  said  *'  Stairway  No.  5  and  Curtain  Wall  "  shall 
be  removed  and  another  stairway  erected  to  be  used  in  common  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Hudson  and  Manhattan  Railroad  Company,  or  its  successors  and  assigns, 
and  a  railroad  constructed  by  or  under  the  auspices  of  the  city,  the  Hudson  and 
Manhattan  Railroad  Company,  its  successors  or  assigns,  shall  pay  for  It  the  same 
rental  as  for  the  exit  that  may  be  removed. 

6.  For  the  exits  upon  the  surface  of  the  street  as  shown  upon  the  plans  hereby 
approved,  being  three  in  number,  the  Hudson  and  Manhattan  Railroad  Cbmpany, 
its  successors  or  assigns,  shall  pay  to  the  city  of  New  York  the  sum  or  rental  of 
five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  per  annum  for  each  exit,  subject  to  readjustment  at  the 
time  and  in  the  manner  specified  in  the  said  certificate  of  February  22,  1905.  as 

7.  The  term  "  rapid  transit  railroad  "  as  used  herein  shall  be  deemed  to  include 
any  method  of  underground  transportation. 

8  The  said  terminal  shall  be  constructed  upon  the  lines  and  grades  as  shown 
In  the  blue-print,  dated  September  3,  190S.  entitled  "Hudson  &  .Manhattan  Rail- 
road Company.  New  York  &  New  .Torsey  Rnllroad,  Sixth  Avenue.  Plan  and  Profile 
22nd   Street   to  33rd  Street,  Serial   No.  3200." 
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Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Application  for  permis- 
sion to  make  changes  in  signal  system. 

Final  Order  No.  343. 
Final  Order  No.  343a. 


In   the   Matter 

of  the 

Application  of  the  INTEiRBOROUGH  RAPID 
TRANSIT  COMPANY  for  permission  to  make 
changes  In  signal  system. 


ORDER  No.   343. 

March  13,  1908. 


Whereas  application  has  been  made  by  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany for  permission  to  make  certain  changes  In  the  signal  system  at,  or  near, 
the  express  stations  on  the  express  tracks  In  the  subway,  as  shown  on  certain 
drawings   marked    **  D-277 "   and    *' D-285 "    submitted   by   said   company;   and 

Whereas  said  plans  have  been  examined  by  the  engineers  of  the  Commission 
and  approved  by  them  with  certain  modifications,  set  forth  in  a  certain  report, 
dated  January  18,  1008,  entitled  "The  Subway  Signal  System,"  made  by  Blon  J. 
Arnold,   one  of  said   engineers; 

Now  therefore  be  it  resolved.  That  the  said  application  of  said  Interborough 
Rapid  Transit  Company  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  granted,  and  said  company 
Is  hereby  authorized  to  make  said  changes  in  said  signal  system,  provided  that  the 
same  be  modified  to  conform  to  the  recommendations  made  by  said  Arnold  in  said 
report,  and  provided  further  that  the  said  company  will  proceed  forthwith,  to 
the  Jbest  of  Us  ability,  to  develop  and  put  Into  experimental  operation,  subject 
to  inspection  at  all  times  of  the  engineers  of  the  Commission,  a  speed  control 
signal  system.  Intended  to  accomplish  the  results  sot  forth  and  described  in  said 
report  of  said  Arnold,  as  given  in  recommendations  1  and  2  thereof. 

ORDER   No.    348A. 
April   10,  1908. 

Whereas  application  was  heretofore  made  by  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit 
Company  for  permission  to  make  certain  changes  in  the  signal  system  at  or  near 
the  express  stations  on  the  express  tracks  in  the  subway,  as  shown  on  certain 
drawings  marked    "D-277."   "D-285,"   submitted  by  said   company:  and 

Whereas  said  plans  were  examined  by  the  engineers  of  the  Commission  and 
approved  by  them  with  certain  modifications  set  forth  In  a  certain  report  dated 
January  18,  1908.  entitled  "  The  Subway  Signal  System,"  made  by  Blon  J. 
Arnold,  one  of  said  engineers;  and 

Whereas  thereafter  on  the  13th  day  of  March,  1908.  a  resolution  known  as 
Order  No.  343  was  duly  adopted  by  the  Commission  granting  the  said  appli- 
cation and  authorizing  said  changes  as  therein  provided;  and 

Whereas  said  company  desires  to  have  such  a  resolution  modified  or  amended, 
as  hereinafter  provided.  In  order  that  the  terms  thereof  may  be  made  more 
definite  and  certain,  and  the  said  Blon  J.  Arnold  approves  of  such  modification 
or  amendment,   now    therefore   it    Is 

Resolved,  That  said  resolution  of  the  13th  day  of  March,  1008,  known  as  Order 
No.  .343,  be  and  the  same  herebv  is  modified  or  amended  so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

"  Resolved,  That  the  said  application  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company 
be  and  the  same  hereby  1»,  approved  and  granted  as  follows:  that  said  com- 
pany l8  hereby  authorized  to  make  said  changes  in  said  signal  system  on  express 
tracks  Noa.  1  and  3  at  Ninety-sixth  street,  and  Nos.  2  and  3  at  Seventy-second 
street,  Grand  Central,  Fourteenth  street,  and  Brooklyn  Bridge,  In  the  manner 
shown  on  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company's  drawing  D-28r>,  marked  Grand 
Central  Station,  and  shown  as  Figure  2  In  the  report  of  said  Arnold;  and  It  Is 
further 

Resolved,  That  said  company  proceed  forthwith,  to  the  best  of  its  ability,  to 
develop  and  put  Into  experimental  operation,  subject  at  all  times  to  the  In- 
spection of  the  engineers  of  the  Commission,  an  automatic  speed  control  sigrnal 
device,  intended  to  accomplish  the  results  set  forth  In  recommendation  No.  1 
of  the  report  of  said  Amoid  as  fully  described  in  said  report." 
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Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company.— Application  for  au- 
thority to  extend  operation  of  the  subway  from  Borough  hall 
to  the  Flatbush  avenue  station,  Brooklyn. 


Id    the   Matter 
of  the 
Application      of      the      INTERBOROUGH      RAPIL 
TRANSIT    COMPANY    for    authority    to    extend 
the  operation  of  the  Brooklyn-Manhattan  Subway 
to  Flatbush  Avenue. 


^ORDER   No.   444. 

April  28,  1908. 


Whereas  from  time  to  time  portions  of  the  Broolclyn-Manhattan  Rapid  Transit 
Railroad,  being  the  rapid  transit  railroad  constructed  under  contract  of  July 
21,  1902,  as  modified,  between  the  city  of  New  York  and  Rapid  Transit  Subway 
Construction   Company,   have  been  opened  for  operation,  and 

Whereas  the  road  is  now  being  operated  from  its  terminus  at  or  near  the  post- 
office  in  the  borough  of  Manhattan  to  the  Borough  Hall  station  in  the  borough  of 
Brooklyn,  and 

Whereas  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company,  to  which  has  been  assigned 
the  operating  part  of  such  contract,  has  requested  that  it  be  authorized  and 
permitted  to  place  the  section  of  said  railroad  from  Borough  Hall  station  to  the 
terminus  of  the  road  at  the  Flatbush  avenue  station  of  the  Long  Island  railroad 
in  operation  on  the  Ist  day  of  May,  1908,  at  12:50  o'clock  a.  m.,  and 

Whereas  the  road  will  then  b^  operated  from  its  terminus  in  the  borough  of 
Manhattan  to  its  terminus  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  now  therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  and  it  hereby  is 
authorized  to  operate  the  portion  of  such  road  not  at  present  operated  from  the 
Borough  Hall  station  to  the  Flatbush  avenue  station  of  the  Long  Island  railroad* 
and  since  passengers  will  then  be  carried  along  the  entire  length  of  said  railroad, 
it  is  further 

Resolved  and  declared.  That  the  entire  railroad,  constructed  as  aforesaid  under 
the  said  contract  of  July  21,  1902,  is  ready  for  operation,  from  May  3,  1908,  at 
12:50  o'clock  a.  m. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company.— Application  for  (au- 
thority to  construct  an  additional  platform  at  Bowling  Green 
station  preparatory  to  establishing  a  shuttle  service  between 
Bowling  Green  and  South  Ferry. 


Hearing  Order  No.  567. 
Resolution. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Application  of  the  INTERBOnOFGH  RAPID 
TRANSIT  COMPANY  for  authority  to  con- 
struct an  additional  platform  on  the  west  side 
of  thp  Bowling  Green  Station  preparatory  to 
the  establishment  of  a  shuttle  service  between 
Bowling  Green   and   South   Ferry. 


[-HEARING  ORDER  No.  667. 
June  5,  1008. 


ResnJrrfl.  That  a  public  hearing  be  had  in  the  bearing  room  of  the  Commission. 
No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  at  4 
o'clock  p.  M..  Friday,  June  12,  1908,  in  order  to  furnish  all  parties  Interested  an 
opportunity  to  bo  hoard  in  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Interborough 
Rapid  Trn"ii<5it  Comnany  for  authority  to  construct  an  additional  platform  on  the 
west  side  of  the  Howling  Green  stntion  preparatory  to  the  establishment  of  a 
shuttle  service  between  Bowling  Green  and  South  Ferry. 

Hearing  held  June  12th. 

The  following?  resolution  was  adopted  June  16,  1908: 

Rrsolrrd.  That  the  Commission  hereby  approves  the  form  of  contract  submitted. 
amendinsr  the  contract  of  .July  21.  1002,  l>etwoen  the  City  of  New  York  and  Ranid 
Transit  Sul>wav  Construction  Company,  in  order  to  provide  for  changes  in  the 
tunnel  structure  l>otwoen  the  Bowling  Green  station  and  South  Perry  station,  to 
admit  of  the  installation  of  a  shuttle  system  between  those  stations. 
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Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Application  for  permis- 
sion to  discontinue  express  service  on  the  third  track  of  the 
subway  between  Ninety-sixth  and  One  Hundred  and  Thirty- 
seventh  streets  on  Saturday  afternoons. 


In   the  Matter 

of  the 

T^t         *.  *  .  X,-     .w,  ^  X      ,  L  ORDER  No.  639. 

Ulscontiiiuance  of  express  service  on  the  third  track  f  jniv  17  ifloa 

of  the  subway  between  Ninety-sixth  and  One  Hun  ^      ' 

dred  and  Thirty-seventh  streets  on  Saturday  after- 
noons. 


Whereas,  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners,  on  November  IG, 
1906.  adopted  the  following  resolution  : 

'*  Resolved,  That  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be,  and  it  Is  hereby 

"  Ordered,  To  immediately  commence  the  operation  of  express  trains  on  the  third 
track  between  Ninety-sixth  street  and  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-seventh  street  dur- 
ing the  rush  hours  morning  and  evening,"  and 

Whereas,  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  has  made  application  in 
writing  to  this  Commission,  under  date  of  July  3,  1908,  for  permission  to  discon- 
tinue the  operation  of  express  trains  on  said  third  track  on  Saturday  afternoons; 

Now  upon  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Renolred,  That  permission  be  and  hereby  Is  granted  to  the  Intefborough  Rapid 
Transit  Company  to  discontinue  the  operation  of  express  trains  on  the  third  track 
of  the  subway  between  Ninety-sixth  street  and  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-seventh 
street  on  Saturday  afternoons. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Application  for  au- 
thority to  operate  in  subway  from  Two  Hundred  and  Thir- 
tieth to  Two  Hundred  and  Fortieth  streets. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Application  of  the  INTERBOROUGH  RAPID 
TRANSIT  COMPANY  to  operate  the  subway  be- 
tween Two  Hundred  and  Thirtieth  street  and  Two 
Hundred  and  Fortieth  street,  on  Broadway,  begin- 
ning August  1,  1908. 


J- ORDER  No.  650. 

August  3,  1908. 


Whereas,  from  time  to  time  portions  of  the  Manhattan-Bronx  Rapid  Transit  rail- 
road, bping  the  Rapid  Transit  railroad  constructed  under  the  contract  of  February 
21,  1900,  as  modified,  between  the  city  of  New  York  and  John  B.  McDonald,  have 
been  opened  for  operation ;  and 

Whereas,  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company,  to  which  has  been  nsslRUod 
the  operating  part  of  such  contract,  has  requested  that  it  be  authorized  to  place 
the  portion  of  said  railroad  between  Two  Hundred  and  Thirtieth  street  and  Broad- 
way and  Two  Hundred  and  Forty-second  street  and  Broadway  In  operation  on  the 
let  day  of  August,  1908,  at  1  o'clock  a.  m.  ; 

Renolved,  That  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be,  and  it  hereby  Is 
authorized  to  operate  the  portion  of  such  road  which  lies  between  Two  Hundred 
and  Thirtieth  street  and  Broadway  and  Two  Hundred  and  Forty-second  street  and 
Broadway,  from  August  1.  1908,  at  1  o'clock  a.  m. 
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Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Application  for  permis- 
sion to  maintain  a  temporary  spur  connection  between  its 
main  power  house  and  the  tracks  of  the  New  York  Central 
and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Application  of  INTDRBOROUGH  RAPID  TRANSIT 
COMPANY  for  the  Right  to  Maintain  a  Tempo- 
rary Spur  Connection  between  its  Main  Power 
House  and  the  Tracks  of  New  York  Central  and 
Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,  at  or  near 
W^est  Fifty-ninth  Street  and  Eleventh  Avenue,  In 
the  Borough  of  Manhattan,  City  of  New  York. 


CASE   No.  1011. 
PERMIT. 

December  8,  1908. 


Application  having  been  duly  made  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  by  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  under  the  contract  dated 
February  21,  1900,  as  amended  for  the  construction  and  operation  of  the  Man- 
hattan-Bronx Rapid  Transit  Railroad  and  the  contract  dated  July  21,  1902.  as 
amended  for  the  construction  and  operation  of  the  Brooklyn-Manhattan  Rapid 
Transit  Railroad  for  permission  to  install  and  maintain  a  temporary  spur  track  or 
connection  between  its  main  power  house  at  West  Fifty -ninth  street  and  the 
tracks  of  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  on  Eleventh 
avenue  for  the  purpose  of  transporting  certain  heavy  machinery  to  be  installed  in 
the  said  power  house  and  to  be  used  In  the  operation  of  the  said  rapid  transit 
railroads; 

Now,  in  consideration  of  the  premises  and  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rapid  Transit  Act.  being  chapter  4  of  the  Ij&wb  of  1891,  as  amended,  and  pur- 
suant also  to  the  provisions  of  said  contracts,  the  Public  Service  Commission  for 
the  First  District  hereby  grants  to  the  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company 
permission  to  install  and  temporarily  maintain  a  single  spur  track  connection  for 
the  purposes  above  mentioned  as  indicated  on  the  blue  print  hereto  annexed,  num- 
bered 8549,  dated  November  18.  1908.  and  entitled  "Interborough  Rapid  Transit 
Company.  Sketch  Showing  Tracks  In  Place  and  Proposed  at  58th  &  59th  Streets, 
11th  Avenue,  Adjacent  to  Power  House." 

I.  The  permission  hereby  granted  to  install  and  maintain  the  said  spur  shall 
expire  at  midnight  on  April  15,  1909,  unless  sooner  revoked  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  and  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit 
Company  shall  immediately  upon  the  expiration  of  such  time  limit,  or  upon  the 
revocation  of  this  permit,  remove  the  said  spur  and  restore  the  street  to  as  good 
a  condition  as  now  existing. 

II.  The  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  shall  operate  cars  over  the  said 
track  at  such  times  and  in  such  manner  as  to  cause  the  least  possible  incon- 
venlonco  to  the  public  and  will  compensate  all  persons  for  any  injuries  to  person 
or  propertv  that  may  be  caused  by  such  installation  or  operation. 

III.  In  the  event  that  the  right  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  to 
maintain  the  said  spur  shall  for  any  reason  be  challenged  the  said  company  shall 
at  ItH  own  cost  and  oxpense  maintain,  in  so  far  as  It  deems  necessary,  any  right 
claimed  by  It  hereunder. 

IV.  This  permit  shall  not  become  effective  uuless  and  until  the  Interborough 
Rapid  Transit  Company  shall  file  a  bond  in  the  sum  of  $5,000  in  form  to  be 
approved  by  Counsel  to  the  Commission  conditioned  upon  the  faithful  performance 
of  the  conditions  hereinbefore  recited. 

Tho  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  by  the  acceptance  of  this  permit 
accepts  all  the  above  terms  and  conditions,  and  will  be  bound  by  and  agrees  to 
every  one  of  them. 

In  witness  whereof,  this  permit  has  been  authorized  by  a  resolution  of  the 
Public  Service  Commis.slon  for  the  First  District  and  Is  now  attested  by  Its  seal 
and  by  the  signature  of  its  Chairman  and  Secretary  this  8th  day  of  December,  1908. 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION  FOR  THE  FIRST  DISTRICT, 
Xttest :  (Signed)         By  William  R.  Willcox, 

(Signed)         Travis  H.  Whitney,  Chairman. 

Secretary. 

Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  hereby  accepts  the  foregoing  permit  on  the 
terms  and  conditions  therein  stated. 
Dated,  New  York,  December  ,  1908. 

INTERBOROUGH  RAPID  TRANSIT  COMPANY, 

By 

Vioe-Pretident  and  Oeneral  Manag&r. 
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New  York  Connecting  Railroad  Company. — Application  for  an 
extension  of  time  within  which  to  secure  consent  of  adjoining 
property  owners. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Application  of  the  NEW  YORK  CONNECTING 
RAILROAD  COMPANY  for  an  extension  of  time 
under  the  certificate  granted  to  It  by  tlie  Board 
of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners  for  tht 
city  of  New  York,  bearing^  date  February  14, 
lf>07. 


ORDER  No.  235. 

CERTIFICATE   OF 
EXTENSION   OF  TIME. 
January    31,    iy08. 


Whereas,  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners  for  the  city  of 
New  York  did,  by  certificate  dated  the  14th  day  of  February,  1907.  authorize  the 
New  Y'ork  Connecting  Railroad  Company,  a  railroad  corporation  duly  Incorporated 
under  tlie  laws  of  the  State  of  New  York,  to  construct  and  operate  a  certain 
railroad    In    the    city   of    New    York;    and 

Wheroap,  the  said  certificate  duly  executed  by  the  board  aforesaid  was  de- 
livered by  the  said  Bonrd  to  the  said  New  York  Connecting  Railroad  Company, 
which  company  on  the  28th  day  of  February,  1007.  duly  accepted  the  franchise 
and  all  the  terms,  conditions  and  requirements  thereof  by  an  Instrument  in 
v/rlting:    and 

Whereas,  by  the  terms,  conditions  and  requirements  of  the  said  certificate  it 
w;is  provided,  among  other  thlnps.  that  the  franchise  thereby  prnnted  should. 
If  the  Borinl  should  so  determine,  become  void  unless  within  one  year  after  the 
time  of  the  acceptance  of  the  cprtiftcate  by  the  said  company,  that  company 
should  further  and  In  due  and  lawful  form  obtain  so  far  as  might  be  necessary, 
if  and  when  obtained  file  in  the  office  of  the  snld  board  the  consent  of  the 
owners  of  one-half  in  value  of  the  property  bounded  on  the  portions  of  streets 
over  or  under  which  the  new  railroad  or  any  part  of  the  route  thereof  should 
run.  to  the  construction  and  operation  of  the  new  railroad  or  such  part  thereof, 
or  in  case  such  consent  of  such  property  owners  could  not  where  necessary  be 
so  obtained,  then  the  determination  of  commissioners  to  be  appointed  pursuant 
to  law  by  the  Appellate  Division  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  First  Department, 
or  the  Second  Department,  as  the  case  might  be.  that  such  portion  of  the  new 
railroad  ought  to  be  constructed  and  operated,  the  said  determination  oi  such 
commissioners,  when  confirmed  by  the  Appellate  Division  which  appointed  such 
commissioners,    to    bt*    taken    In    lieu    of   such    consent    of    property    owners:    and 

Whereas,  the  said  New  York  Connectiritr  I{allroa<l  Company  has  obtained  the 
consent  of  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment  and  the  mayor  of  the 
cltv.  as  required  by  said  certificate,  but  has  not  obtained  the  consent  of  the 
requisite  number  of  owners  of  pro])erty  bounded  on  the  portions  of  streets  over 
or  ui'der  which  Its  new  railroad  or  any  part  of  the  route  thereof  runs,  and  has 
shown  reasonable  cause  why  such  consent  has  not  been  obtained  and  the  period 
fixed   for   obtaining    such    consent    has    not    now    elapsed:    and 

Whereas,  under  and  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  chapter  420  of  the  Laws  of 
1907,  the  said  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners  was  abolished  and 
went  out  of  office,  and  all  the  powers  and  duties  of  the  said  Board  conferred  and 
Imposed  by  any  statute^  of  this  State  were  directed  to  be  exercised  and  performed 
by   the   Ppbllc    Service   Commission    of    the    First    District: 

-Voir  therefore.  The  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  does 
hereby  certify  that  the  time  of  the  New  York  Connectlnc  Railroad  Com]>any  to 
obtain  and  file  consent  of  property  owners,  or  In  lieu  thereof  to  obtain  the  deter- 
minntlou  of  commissioners  to  be  appointed  pursuant  to  law  by  the  Appellate 
Division  of  the  Supreme  Court  In  the  First  Department,  or  In  the  Second  I>epart- 
m<nt,  as  the  case  may  be,  and  the  conflrmathm  of  the  said  determination  as 
required  by  the  certificate  or  franchise  of  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad 
rommlsslonera  to  the  said  railroad  company,  dated  Febnuirv  14,  1907,  be  and 
the  same  hereby  is  extended  to  the   28th  dav  of  February.   1910. 
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New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company. —  Petition  for 
approval  of  change  of  name. 

Final  Order  Ko.   606. 
Opinion  of  Counsel. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

PeUtlon  of  the  NEW  YORK  CITY  INTERBOR- 
OUGH RAILWAY  COMPANY  for  approval  of 
proposed  change  of  name  to  BRONX  CROSS- 
TOWN   RAILWAY   COMPANY. 


ORDER  No.  606. 

June  26,  1908. 


Whereas,  a  petition  of  the  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company, 
dated  June  15,  1908,  has  been  submitted  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  for 
the  First  District  for  approval  pursuant  to  section  2411  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Pro- 
cedure ;  and 

Whereas,  said  petition  states  that  the  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway 
Company  desires  to  assume  another  name,  namely,  Bronx  Crosstown  Railway 
Company ; 

Resolved,  That  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  hereby  ap- 
proves the  petition  of  the  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company  for 
change  of  name  to  Bronx  Crosstown  Railway  Company. 

Further  Resolved,  That  a  duly  certified  copy  of  this  resolution  be  forwarded  to 
the  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company. 

The  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company  applied  for  approval 
of  proposed  change  of  name  to  Bronx  Crosstown  Railway  Company.  The  Com- 
mission made  an  order  consenting  to  the  change  of  name.  A  stockholder  of  the 
company  asked  that  a  rehearing  be  had  and  that  the  consent  given  be  revoked 
upon  the  ground  that  such  change  of  name  would  injure  the  credit  of  the 
company. 

•[The  franchise  of  the  company  ought  to  he  annulled  for  nonuser.  Attorney- 
General  requested  to  bring  such  action. 

After  the  Commission  has  given  its  consent  to  the  change  of  name  on  the  part 
of  a  railroad  corporation,  such  consent  cannot  be  revoked.] 

The  counsel  to  the  commission  rendered  the  following  opinion  that  the  com- 
mission had  no  power  to  revoke  the  consent  given: 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

Name  of  corporation  —  change  under  Code  of  Civil  Procedure,  sections  2411,  2413 
—  approval  of  Commission  as  successor  to  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  after 
being  given,   cannot  be  revoked  or  rehearing  given. 

July  9,  1908. 
William  R.  Willcox,  Esq..  Commissioner: 

Sir. —  In  the.  matter  of  the  petition  of  Robert  C.  Wood,  asking  for  the  cancella- 
tion of  the  consent  and  approval  heretofore  given  by  the  I'ubllc  Service  Commission 
for  the  First  District  to  the  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company  to 
change  from  its  present  name  to  Bronx  Crosstown  Railway  Company,  I  beg  to 
advise  you  as  follows : 

The  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  BMrst  District  approved  the  application 
which  was  made  to  the  Public  Service  Commission,  as  successor  to  the  Board  of 
Railroad  Commissioners,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  2411  of  the  Code  of 
Civil  Procedure,  which  provides  that  the  petition  of  a  railroad  company  for  leave 
to  change  Its  name  must  be  approved  In  the  case  of  railroad  corporations  by  the 
Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners.  After  such  approval  notice  of  the  time  and 
place  where  the  petition  will  be  presented  to  the  court  must,  by  section  2413  of 
the  Code,  be  advertised  for  three  weeks  In  two  newspapers.  If  the  court  is  satis- 
fied that  there  is  no  reasonable  objection,  an  order  Is  made  affecting  the  change  of 
name. 

In  answer  to  an  oral  Inquiry  made,  I  orally  advised  you  that  the  Commission 
having  considered  and  approved  the  application  for  the  change  of  name  wag  functus 
officio  and  could  not  reconsider  and  rescind  Its  action. 

John  G.  Tomlln'<on,  Esq.,  attorney  for  the  petitioner,  Robert  C.  Wood,  has  sub- 
mitted a  memorandum  of  authorities,  In  which  he  contends  that  the  Commission 
has  power  to  reconsider  arid  withdraw  its  approval.  After  an  examination  of 
this  memorandum  of  authorities  and  an  examination  of  decisions  of  the  courts 
of   this   State,    I   am    convinced    that  the   position   which   I   took  was   correct  and 


•  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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that  your  Commission  has  no  such  power,  and  that  section  2413  of  the  Code  Indi- 
cates that  the  proper  time  for  the  hearing  of  objections  is  when  the  petition  is 
considered  by  the  court. 

The  case  on  which  Mr.  Tomlinson  relies  is  "  In  the  Matter  of  United  States  Mort- 
gage Company,  83  Hun,  572."  In  this  case  the  banking  department  had  consented 
to  the  change  of  name  of  a  banking  corporation  and  did  grant  a  rehearing.  There 
was,  however,  no  decision  by  the  court  dealing  with  the  power  of  the  banking 
department  to  grant  a  rehearing  or  to  reconsider  its  action,  and  as  a  matter  of 
fact  the  banking  department  after  granting  the  rehearing  refused  to  rescind  or 
change  its  former  action. 

On  the  other  hand,  it  appears  that  the  Court  of  Appeals  has  several  times  passed 
on  the  question  involved  in  this  application  of  Mr.  Woods,  and  has  held  that  the 
Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  having  granted  an  application  for  a  change  of 
motive  power  by  a  street  railrbad  corporation,  had  no  power  to  rehear  the  matter 
in  the  absence  of  statutory  authority  conferring  power  to  reconsider  or  review  its 
action.  This  decision  was  rendered  in  People  ex  rel.  Lucklngs  v.  Board  of  Rail- 
road Commissioners,  30  App.  Div.  69,  and  the  decision  was  unanimously  affirmed 
in  the  Court  of  Appeals  on  the  opinion  In  the  court  below,  and  is  reported  In  156 
N.  Y.  693.  A  similar  decision  was  rendered  in  People  ex  rel.  Hotchkiss  v.  Board 
of  Supervisors  of  the  County  of  Broome,  65  N.  Y.,  page  222. 

My  conclusion,  therefore,  is  that  the  petitioner  or  any  other  person  who  has 
reason  to  oppose  the  proposed  change  of  name,  should  make  his  objections  in 
court  when  the  application  of  the  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company 
is  heard,  and  that  your  Commission  cannot  withdraw,  cancel  or  revoke  the  ap- 
proval heretofore  given  to  the  change  of  name. 

Respectfully  yours. 
(Signed)  GEO.   S.   COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 

The  rehearing  asked  for  was  not  granted. 


GEADE  CROSSINGS. 


Long    Island  Railroad  Company  —  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn 

Railroad    Company. —  Crossing   at    Atlantic   and    Franklin 

avenues. 

Hearing  Order  No.  692. 
Final  Order  No,   727. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 

Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the  ques 
tlon  of  repairs  or  improvemonts  to  or  ohansres  'n 
the  tracks  of  the  LONG  ISLAND  RAILROAD 
COMPANY  and  the  CONEY  ISLAND  AND 
BROOKLYN  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


'  Crossing     at     Atlantic      Avenue     and      Franklin 
Avenue." 


HEARING  ORDER  No.  692. 
August  25,   1908. 


It  i*  hereby  Ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  10th  day  of  September.  1908, 
at  2  :30  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  whether  repairs  or  improve- 
ments to  or  changes  In  the  tracks  or  other  property  or  devices  used  by  the  Long 
Island  Railroad  Company  and  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company 
ought  reasonably  to  be  made  In  the  particulars  following,  In  order  to  promote  the 
security  of  convenience  of  the  public  or  employees  or  In  order  to  secure  adequate 
service  or  fncllltles  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  freight,  or  property 
within  the  First  District,  namely: 

Whether  said  Ix)ng  Islnnd  Rnllrond  Compnnv  and  said  Coney  Islnnd  and  Brooklyn 
Railroad  Company  should  be  directed  to  take  up  and  remove  the  spoolal  track 
work  forming  the  crossing  of  the  Coney  Islnnd  and  Brooklyn  Rallrond  Comoany 
double  tracks  on  Franklin  avenue  by  the  double  tracks  of  the  Long  Islnnd  railroad 
on  Atlantic  avenue,  and  to  replace  said  special  work  by  rails,  so  that  there  may 
be  simply  a  double  track  of  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Rallrond  Company 
crossing  Atlantic  avenue  at  Franklin  avenue. 
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And  If  such  changes,  improvements  and  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as  ought 
to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a  reasonable  time 
within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

To  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the  premises 
as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered^  That  the  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  and  the  said 
Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  be  given  at  least  ten  days*  notice 
of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  them,  either  personally  or  by  mall,  of  a  certified 
copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  companies  be  afforded  all  reason- 
able opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining  wit- 
nesses as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  were  held  September  10th  and  15th. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDF?R  No.   727. 
September  22,  1908. 

This  matter  coming' on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  10th 
day  of  September,  1908,  and  the  15th  day  of  September,  1908,  and  it  appearing 
that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission,  No. 
692,  made  August  25,  1908.  and  returnable  on  September  10,  1908.  and  that  said 
order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Lone  Island  Railroad  Company  and  the  Coney 
Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company,  and  that  said  service  vras  by  them  duly 
acknowledged,  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  hold  by  and  before  the  Commission 
on  the  matters  in  said  order  speeifled  ou  the  10th  day  of  September,  190J4,  and  by 
adjournment  duly  had  on  the  15th  day  of  September,  1906,  at  each  of  which 
sessions  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett  presided,  Grosvenor  H,  Backus.  Esq.,  assistant 
counsel  to  the  Commission,  attending,  and  D.  B.  Griffin,  Esq..  of  counsel,  and 
Charles  L.  Addison,  Esq.,  assistant  to  the  president,  appearing  for  the  Long  Island 
Railroad  Company,  and  E.  D.  Kelly,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Coney  Island  and 
Brooklyn  Railroad  Company; 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceeding  on  said  hearing  that  repairs 
and  improvements  to  and  changes  in  the  tracks  and  devices  used  by  the  Coney 
Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  In  the  par- 
ticulars following,  in  order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public, 
and  in  order  to  secure  adequate  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers 
within  the  First  District; 

Now,  therefore,   on  motion  duly   made  and   seoondod,   it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  be  and  It 
hereby  is  directed  on  or  before  the  lOth  day  of  October.  1908,  to  take  up  and 
remove  the  special  track  work  forming  the  crossing  of  the  Coney  Island  and  Brook- 
lyn Railroad  Company  double  tracks  on  Franklin  avenue,  by  the  double  tracks  of 
the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  on  Atlantic  avenue.  In  the  borough  of  Brooklyn, 
and  to  replace  said  special  track  work  by  straight  rails  along  Franklin  avonue,  so 
that  there  may  be  simply  a  double  track  of  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad 
Company  crossing  Atlantic  avenue  at  Franklin  aven\io;  and  It  Is  further 

Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  immediately  and  shall  continue  In 
force  until  niodlHed  by  the  further  order  of  tlie  (^)m^lIssIon;  and  it  Is  further 

Ordered,  That  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  notify  the 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  within  five  days  after  service 
upon  It  of  a  certlfled  copy  of  this  order  whether  the  tenns  of  this  order  are 
accepted    and    will    be   obeyed. 


Long  Island  Railroad  Company. —  Opening  of  Chester  street 
across  tracks  between  liiverdale  avenue  and  East  Ninety- 
eighth  street  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Application  of  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Appor 
tionment  of  the  City  of  New  York  relative  to 
opening  across  the  tracks  of  the  Manhattan 
Beach  Branch  of  the  Ixing  Island  Railroad 
Company  the  following  street: 

Chester  Street, 

Between  Rlverdale  avenue  and  East  98th  street    in 

the  borough  of  Brooklyn,   city  of  New  York. 


HEARING  OKiJER  No.  430 
WITH   NOTICE. 

April  24,  1908. 


An  application  having  been  made  by  the  city  of  New  York  under  section  61  of 
the   Railroad   Law   to  this   Commission   to  determine  whether  a  certain  proposed 
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new  street,  namely,  Chester  street,  between  Riverdale  avenue  and  East  Ninety- 
eighth  street,  In  the  boroujph  of  Brooklyn,  city  of  New  York,  shall  pass  over  or 
under  or  at  grade  of  the  tracks  of  the  Manhattan  Beach  branch  of  the  Long 
Island  Railroad  Company,  and  application  having  been  made  to  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  First  District  by  the  city  of  New  York  for  an  appointment  of 
a  time  and  place  for  a  hearing  in  relation  thereto; 

Resolved,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  said  application  In  the  hearing  room 
in  the  office  of  the  Public  ^service  Commission  for  the  First  District  at  No.  154 
Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  at  2:30  o'clock  in  the 
afternoon  on  the  12th  day  of  May,  1908,  and  it  is 

Further  resolved.  That  notice  of  said  hearing  be  given  to  all  owners  of  land  on 
the  proposea  extension  of  Chester  street  between  Riverdale  avenue  and  East 
Ninety-eighth  street,  borough  of  Brooklyn,  city  of  New  York,  and  to  all  owners 
of  land  adjoining  the  tracks  of  the  Manhattan  Beach  branch  of  the  Long  Island 
Railroad  Company  at  or  near  the  point  of  intersection  of  the  said  proposed  exten- 
sion of  Chester  street  with  the  said  railroad  by  publishing  dally  in  the  City 
Record  for  two  weeks  prior  to  the  date  of  hearing  the  notice  set  forth  below, 
and  that  notice  of  the  said  hearing  be  served  upon  the  Long  Island  Railroad 
Company  by  the  service  of  a  copy  of  said  notice  personally  upon  an  officer  of 
said  railroad  company  at  least  ten  (10)  days  in  advance  of  the  date  set  for  said 
hearing;  that  notice  of  the  said  hearing  be  served  upon  the  city  of  New  York 
by  service  of  a  copy  of  the  said  notice  upon  the  secretary  of  the  Board  of  Esti- 
mate and  Apportionment  of  the  city  of  New  York  and  upon  the  corporation  counsel 
at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  the  date  set  for  the  said  hearing. 

Notice  to  Property  Owners. 

Pursuant  to  section  sixty-one  (61)  of  the  Railroad  Law.  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  First  District  hereby  gives  public  notice  to  the  city  of  New 
Y'ork,  the  Long  Lsland  Railroad  Company  and  to  all  owners  of  land  adjoining  the 
said  railroad  at  that  part  of  Chester  street,  borough  oi  Brooklyn,  city  of  New 
Y'ork,  to  be  opened  or  extended  from  Riverdale  avenue  to  East  Ninfip-eiphth  street 
that  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  will  hold  a  public 
hearing  in  acs  hearing  room  on  the  third  floor  of  the  Tribune  building,  number 
134  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  on  May  12,  1008, -at 
2:30  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  an  application  made  by 
the  city  of  New  York  to  the  said  Public  Service  Commission  to  determine  whether 
the  proposed  extension  of  Chester  street  from  Riverdale  avenue  to  East  Ninety- 
eighth  street  shall  pass  over  or  under  or  at  grade  of  the  tracks  of  the  Long 
Island  Railroad  Company,  and  to  determine  the  manner  and  method  of  extending 
Chester  street  across  the  said  railroad  tracks,  the  grade  or  grades  of  the  street 
and  such  other  matters  i^ertainlng  thereto  as  may  be  brought  before  the  Commission 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Railroad  Law. 

Dated.   April  24,  1906. 

Hearings  were  held  May  12th,  June  16th,  and  November  5th;  adjourned  to 
February  4tli,   1909. 


Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company. —  Construction  of  over- 
head crossing  at  Jamaica  and  Hempstead  turnpike,  borough 
of  Queens. 

Hearing  Order  No.  449. 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassetf 

Final   Order  No.   543. 


In  the  Matter 

of   the 

Hearing  on   the  Motion  of  the   Commission  on   the 


ORDER  FOR  HEARING 


Question  of  Fixing  a  Date  for  the  Connilotlnn  hyL  No.  -J 40. 


the  LONG  ISLAND  ELECTRIC  RAHAVAY  COM- 
PANY of  the  Construction  of  the  Overhead  Cross- 
ing of  the  Tracks  of  the  liong  Island  Railroad 
Company  at  the  Jamaica  and  Hempstea^d  Turn- 
pike,  Borough  of  Queens. 


May  1,  1008. 


Whereas.  The  Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company  on  or  about  the  24th  day 
of  February,   1905,   filed  with   the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State 
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of  New  York  under  section  68  of  the  Railroad  Law  an  application  for  a  determi- 
nation as  to  whether  the  applicant's  railway  shonld  cross  over  or  under  or  at 
frade  of  the  tracks  of  the  Lons  Island  Railroad  Company  at  the  point  where  the 
amaica  and  Hempstead  turnpike  in  the  borough  or  Queens  crosses  the  tracks 
of  the  said  L<»ig  Island  Railroad  Company,  and 

Whereas,   After  a  public  hearing  an  agreement  was  entered  into  between  the 
said  Long  Island   Railroad  Company  and   the  said  Long  Island  Electric  Railway^ 
Company   providing  for  a   crossing   at   grade   and   further  providing  that  on   or 
before  June  1,  19OT,  the  Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company  should  construct 
an  overhead  crossing  of  the  steam  railroad  tracks,  and 

Whereas,  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  on  or  about  June  19,  1905. 
duly  approved  of  the  temporary  grade  crossing  provided  for  In  jaid  agreement 
and  specified  certain  details  as  to  the  manner  of  crossing,  and 

Whereas,  The  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  on  or  about  March  18,  1907,  filed 
a  petition  with  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  asking  permission  to  continue 
the  grade  crossing  for  the  further  period  of  6ne  year,  and 

Whereas,  A  hearing  was  held  on  this  petition  on  or  about  March  22,  1907,  after 
which  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  determined  that  the  said  grade  crossing 
should  continue  for  a  further  period  of  one  year  from  June  1,  1907,  to  June  1, 
1908,  and 

Whereas,  The  Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company  now  petitions  the  Public 
Service  Commission,  as  successors  to  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  for 
further  permission  to  continue  the  temporary  grade  crossing  for  the  period  of  one 
year  from  June  1,  1908,  to  June  1.  1909,  now  therefore  it  is 

Ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  15th  dav  of  May,  190S,  at  2  :30  o'clock  in 
the  afternoon  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the 
rooms  of  the  Commission  at  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city 
and  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  whether  permission  should  be  granted  to  the 
Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company  to  continue  to  cross  the  tracks  of  the 
Long  Island  Railroad  Company  on  the  Jamaica  and  Hempstead  turnpike  near 
Queens  in  the  borough  of  Queens,  city  of  New  York,  at  grade  In  the  manner  now 
in  use  and  to  determine  the  period  for  which  such  permission  should  continue. 

To  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  premises 
as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 

'Further  ordered.  That  to  the  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  and  the 
said  Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company  at  least  ten  days'  notice  of  such 
hearing  be  given  by  service  upon  each  of  them  personally  or  by  mail  of  a  certified 
copy  of  this  order  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  companies  be  afforded  all  reason- 
able opportunity  for  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters 
aforesaid. 

Hearings  were  held  May  15th  and  22d. 

Opinion  op  Commission. 
(Adopted  May  29,  1908.) 
Commissioner  Bassett: — 

In  February,  1905,  the  Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company,  a  street  surface 
road,  filed  with  the  Board  of  Railroad  Conmiissioners,  under  section  68  of  the  Rail- 
road Law,  an  application  for  a  determination  whether  their  street  surface  railroad 
should  cross  over  or  under  or  at  grade  of  the  tracks  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad 
Company  at  the  Jamaica  and  Hempstead  turnpike. 

In  June,  1905,  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  approved  of  a  temporary 
grade  crossing,  but  made  no  determination  as  to  the  ultimate  separation  of  grades. 
At  the  end  of  the  year  permission  was  given  by  the  same  board  for  the  continuation 
of  the  grade  crossing  to  June  1,  1908. 

The  Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company  now  asks  for  further  permission  to 
continue  the  grade  crossing  for  one  year,  and  on  the  hearing  amended  their  applica- 
tion by  asking  an  extension  for  two  years.  After  examination  of  the  papers  and 
after  testimony  taken  on  the  hearing.  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  proceeding  be- 
fore the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  was  never  finally  determined,  as  no  final 
provision  was  ever  made  for  the  grade  of  the  new  street  railroad.  That  board  did 
not  say  that  until  June  1,  1906,  the  tracks  should  cross  at  grade,  and  after  that 
date  should  be  elevated  or  depressed ;  but  the  final  grade  of  the  track  was  left  un- 
determined and  this  application  is,  by  consent  of  the  applicant  company,  and  the 
consent  of  the  Ix>ng  Island  Railroad  Company,  whose  track  is  to  be  crossed,  to  be 
considered  a  continuation  of  the  old  application. 
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From  the  testimony  of  oar  own  Inspectors  and  that  of  the  engineers  of  the  two 
railroad  companies,  it  wonld  seem  that  this  crossing  is  most  carefully  protected,  and 
I  believe  that  until  it  is  possible  to  separate  the  grade  of  the  Jamaica  and  Hemp- 
stead turnpike  from  the  grade  of  the  Long  Island  railroad,  or  at  least  until  traffic 
on  that  highway  is  much  heavier  than  at  present,  the  Long  Island  Electric  Rail- 
way Company  should  be  allowed  to  remain  on  the  highway  and  cross  at  grade. 

I,  therefore,  submit  herewith  an  order  reciting  the  continuation  of  the  proceeding 
and  granting,  in  the  meanwhile,  permission  to  the  company  to  continue  to  cross  at 
grade. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.   543. 
May  29,   1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  15th 
day  of  May,  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant 
to  an  order  of  this  Commission  made  May  1,  1908,  and  returnable  on  May  15. 
1908,  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Long  Island  Electric  Rail- 
way Company  and  upon  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  and  that  the  said 
service  was  by  them  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and 
before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  In  said  order  specified  on  May  15,  1908, 
and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  May  22,  1908.  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett, 
presiding,  Arthur  DuBois.  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  VanVechten  Yeeder, 
Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Comply,  and  C.  L.  Addison, 
Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  and  proof  having  been 
taken. 

Now  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  hearing  that  on 
or  about  the  24th  day  of  February,  1905,  the  Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Com- 
pany filed  with  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  New  York, 
under  section  68  of  the  Railroad  Ijaw,  an  application  for  a  determination  as  to 
whether  the  applicant's  street  surface  railway  should  cross  over  or  under  or  at 
grade  of  the  tracks  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  at  the  point  where  the 
Jamaica  and  Hempstead  turnpike  crosses  the  tracks  of  the  Ix>ng  Island  Railroad 
Company  in  the  borough  of  Queens,  city  of  New  York,  and  It  appearing  that  after 
public  hearing  the  said  Board  of  Railroad' Commissioner?  approved  of  a  temporary 
grade  crossing  until  June  1,  1907;  and  it  further  appearing  that  the  Board  of 
Railroad  Commissioners  on  or  about  March  22,  1907,  made  a  further  determina- 
tion that  the  said  grade  crossing  should  continue  for  a  further  period,  namely, 
until  Jnne  1,  1908;  and  it  further  appearing  that  there  is  no  good  reason  at  the 
present  time  why  the  tracks  of  the  Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company  should 
not  continue  to  cross  the  tracks  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  at  grade 
temporarily, 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  Is 

Ordered,  That  pending  a  final  determination  by  this  Commission  as  to  the  ulti- 
mate grade  of  the  tracks  of  the  Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company  at  the 
grade  crossing  of  the  Jamaica  and  Hempstead  turnpike  with  the  Long  Island  rail- 
road Company,  and  pending  the  separation  of  the  grades  of  the  Jamaica  and 
Hempstead  turnpike  and  the  tracks  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  in  the 
borough  of  Queens,  but  In  no  event  for  a  period  to  exceed  two  years  from  the  date 
of  the  making  and  filing  of  this  order,  permission  Is  granted  the  Long  Island 
Electric  Railway  Company  to  maintain  its  present  crossing  with  the  tracks  of  the 
Long  Island  Railroad  Company  at  the  Jamaica  and  Hempstead  turnpike,  borough 
of  Queens,  city  of  New  York ;  and  it  is 

Further  Ordered,  That  this  permission  shall  cease  and  determine  upon  the 
separation  of  the  grades  of  the  Jamaica  and  Hempstead  turnpike  and  the  Long 
Island  Railroad  Company,  and  that  in  the  event  of  such  separation  of  grades  the 
tracks  of  the  Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company  shall  follow  the  grade  of 
the  Jamaica  and  Hempstead  turnpike.     It  Is 

Further  Ordered,  That  this  permission  shall  cease  and  determine  upon  a  final 
determination  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  in  this  pro- 
ceeding after  a  hearing  duly  had,  upon  ten  days'  notice  to  the  Long  Island  Elec- 
tric Railway  Company  and  to  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  on  or  before 
June  1,  1910.     It  is 

Further  Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  immediately  and  continue  in 
force  until  June  1,  1910. 
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Long  Island  Railroad  Company  —  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated 
Railroad  Company. —  Opening  Avenue  P  across  the  tracks 
of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  and  the  Brooklyn 
Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  between  Ocean  avenue 
and  Gravesend  avenue,  Brooklyn. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Application  of  the  BOARD  OF  ESTIMATE  AND 
APPORTIONMENT  OF  THE  CITY  OF  NEW 
YORK  relative  to  opening  across  the  tracks  of  the 
LONG  ISLAND  RAILROAD  COMPANY  and  the 
BROOKLYN  UNION  ELEVATED  RAILROAD 
COMPANi'  the  following  street: 

Avenue  P, 

between  Ocean  avenue  and  Gravesend   avenue,   In 
the  borough   of  Brooklyn,  city  of  New  York. 


HEARING   ORDER    No.   555. 
WITH   NOTICE. 

June  5.    1908. 


An  application  having  been  made  by  The  City  of  New  Y'ork,  under  section  61 
of  the  Railroad  Law,  to  this  Commlasion  to  determine  whether  a  certain  proposed 
new  street,  namely,  Avenue  P,  between  Ocean  avenue  and  Gravesend  avenue,  in  the 
borough  of  Brooklyn,  city  of  Now  York,  shall  pass  over  or  under  or  at  grade  of 
the  tracks  of  the  I/ong  Island  Railroad  Company  and  the  tracks  of  the  Brooklyn 
Union  Elevated  Kailroad  (Company,  and  application  having  been  made  to  the  Pub- 
lic Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  by  the  city  of  New  York  for  the 
appointment  of  a  time  and  place  for  a  hearing  In  relation  thereto, 

Rvstolrvfl,  That  a  hoaring  l>e  had  on  tiie  said  application  In  the  hearing  room 
in  the  office  of  the  I*ublic  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  at  No.  154 
Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  at  2 :30  o'clock  in  the 
afternoon,  on  the  9th  day  of  July,  1008;  and  it  is  further 

RcNolrcd.  That  notice  of  said  hearing  be  given  to  all  owners  of  land  on  the 
proposed  extension  of  Avenue  P,  Iv^tween  Ocean  avenue  and  Gravesend  n venue,  bor- 
ough of  Brooklyn,  city  of  New  York,  and  to  all  owners  of  land  ndiolnlng  the 
tracks  of  the  Ix)ng  Island  Railroad  Company  and  of  the  Brooklyn  Tnion  Elevated 
Railroad  Company,  at  or  near  the  point  of  Intersoctlon  of  the  snid  proposed  exten- 
sion of  Avenue  P  with  the  said  railroads,  by  publishing  daily  In  the  City  Record 
for  two  weeks  prior  to  the  date  of  hearing  the  notice  set  forth  below:  and  that 
notice  of  the  said  hearing  bo  served  upon  the  I^ong  Island  Railroad  Company  and 
upon  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  by  the  service  of  a  copy 
of  the  said  notice  personally  upon  an  officer  of  each  of  the  said  railroad  com- 
panies at  least  ten  days  In  advance  of  the  date  sot  for  said  hearing :  that  notice 
of  the  said  hearing  be  served  upon  the  city  of  New  York  by  service  of  a  copy  of 
said  notice  upon  the  secretary  of  the  board  of  estimate  and  apportionment  of  the 
city  of  New  York  and  upon  the  corporation  counsel  at  least  ten  days  prior  to  the 
date  set  for  the  said  hearing. 


Notice  to  Property  Owners. 

Pursuant  to  section  sixtv-one  f(51)  of  the  Railroad  liaw,  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  First  District  herebv  gives  notice  to  the  city  of  New  York,  to  the 
Long  Island  Railroad  (\)mpany.  to  the  Brooklyn  I'nion  Elevated  Railroad  Company 
and  to  all  owners  of  land  adjoining  the  said  railroad  and  that  part  of  Avenuo  p, 
boroush  of  Brooklyn,  Citv  of  New  York,  to  1)0  opened  or  extended  from  Ooean 
avenue  to  Gravesend  avenue,  that  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District  will  hold  a  public  hearing  in  its  hearing  room  on  the  third  floor  of  the 
Tribune  Building,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  of  New  York, 
on  .Tulv  0,  1008,  at  2  :.S0  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  for  the  puriiose  of  hearing  an 
applicaUon  made  by  the  city  of  New  York  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  to 
determine  whether  *  the  proposed  extension  of  Avenue  P  from  Ocean  avenue  to 
Gravesend  avenue  shall  pass  over  or  under  or  at  grade  of  the  tracks  of  the  Long 
Island  Railroad  Company  and  the  tracks  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad 
Company,  and  to  determine  the  manner  and  method  of  extending  Avenue  P  across 
the  said  railroad  tracks,  the  grade  or  grados  of  the  street  and  such  other  matters 
pertaining  thereto  as  may  be  brought  before  the  Commission  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Railroad  Law. 

Hearing  held  July  9th. 


Ordeks  of  the  Commission  Issued  in  1908. 
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Application  by  the  City  of  New  York  to  acquire  title  to  various 
streets  in  the  boroughs  of  Queens  and  Brookl5m. 

Hearing  Order  No.  230. 
Hearing  Order  No.  230a. 
Hearing  Order  No.  230b. 
Hearing  Order  No.  230c. 
Hearing  Order  No.  230d. 

ORDER  No.  230. 
January  31,  1908. 

Resolved,  That  a  hearing  be  given  on  February  20th,  at  2  p.  m.,  and  that  ten 
days'  notice  thereof  be  given  to  the  proper  persons  and  proper  corporations  in  the 
following  matters : 

Application  of  the  city  of  New  York,  relative  to  acquiring  title  to  Cleveland 
avenue,  between  Thomson  avenue  and  Sklllman  avenue ;  First  street,  between  Thom- 
son avenue  and  Jackson  avenue;  Second  street,  between  Woodside  avenue  and 
Jackson  avenue ;  and  Third  street  between  Thomson  avenue  and  Jackson  avenue, 
in  the  borough  of  Queens,  the  city  of  New  York. 

Application  of  the  city  of  New  York,  relative  to  acquiring  title  to  Grout  avenue 
between  Greenpolnt  avenue  and  Fisk  avenue.  Second  ward,  borough  of  Queens,  city 
of  New  York. 

Application  of  the  city  of  New  York,  relative  to  acquiring  title  to  Kelly  avenue 
between  W'oodside  avenue  and  Jackson  avenue ;  Sixth  street  between  Thomson  ave- 
nue and  Seventh  street,  and  Seventh  street,  between  Thomson  avenue  and  Jackson 
avenue.  Second  ward.  In  the  borough  of  Queens,  city  of  New  York. 

Application  of  the  city  of  New  York,  relative  to  acquiring  title  to  liegeman  ave- 
nue, between  Bast  Ninety-eighth  street  and  New  Jersey  avenue,  in  the  borough  of 
Brooklyn,  city  of  New  York. 


In  the  Matter 

o'  the 

Appilcaton  of  THE  CITY  OF  NEW  YORK,  rela- 
tive to  opening  across  the  tracks  of  the  North- 
bido  nivi}»Ion  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  the 
following  streets: 

First  Street 
Between  Thomson   Avenue  and    Jackson   Avenue, 

Second   Streetp 
Between    Woodslde   Avenue   and    Jackson    Avenue, 

Third    Street 
Between   Thomson   Avenue   and    Jackson    Avenue, 
in    the    Borough    of    Queens,    The    City    of    New 
York. 


ORDER  No.  230a. 
NOTICE  OF   HEARING. 
January  31,   1908. 


An  appliofttion  having  been  made  by  the  city  of  New  York,  under  section  61 
of  the  Railroad  Law,  to  this  Commission,  to  determine  whether  certain  proposed 
new  streets,  namely.  First  street,  between  Thomson  avenue  and  Jackson  avenue; 
8e<'ond  street,  between  Woodslde  avenue  and  Jackson  avenue;  and  Third  street, 
between  Thomson  avenue  and  Jackson  avenue,  all  in  the  borough  of  Queens,  city 
of  New  York,  shall  pass  over  or  under  or  at  grade  of  the  tracks  of  the  North- 
side  Division  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  and  application  having  Deen 
made  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  by  The  City  of  New 
York  for  the  appointment  of  a  time  and  place  for  a   hearing  in   relation  thereto. 

Revolted,  That  a  hearing  be  had  in  the  Hearing  Room,  in  the  office  of  the 
Public  h'ervice  Commission  for  the  First  District,  at  No.  154  Nassau  street, 
borough  of  Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  at  2  p.  ni.,  February  20,  1008,  and 
that  at  least  ten  day»'  notice  of  the  said  hearing  be  given  to  the  proper  persons, 
as  required  by   law. 
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In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Application  of  THE  CITY  OP  NEW  YORK,  rela- 
tive to  opening  acroRS  the  tracks  of  the  Flushing 
and  Nortbside  Division  of  the  Long  Island 
Railroad,  the  following  street: 

Grout  Avenue 
Between    Grecnpoint    Avenue    and    Fisk    Avenue 
Second   Ward,   Borough  of  Queens,   City  of  New 
York. 


ORDER  No.  230b 
NOTICE  OF  HEARING. 
January  31,    1908. 


An  application  having  been  made  by  the  city  of  New  York,  under  section  61 
of  the  Railroad  Law,  to  this  Commission,  to  determine  whether  a  certain  pro- 
posed new  street,  namely,  Grout  avenue,  between  Greenpoint  avenue  and  Flsk 
avenue,  second  ward,  borough  of  Queens,  city  of  New  York,  shall  pass  over  or 
under  or  at  grade  of  the  tracks  of  the  Flushing  and  Northslde  Division  of  the 
Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  and  application  having  been  made  to  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  by  the  city  of  New  York  for  the 
appointment  of  a  time  and  place  for  a  hearing  in  relation   thereto. 

Resolved,  That  a  hearing  be  had  in  the  Hearing  Room,  in  the  office  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  at  No.  154  Nassau  street, 
borough  of  Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  at  2  P.  M.,  February  20,  1908,  and  that 
at  least  ten  days'  notice  of  the  said  hearing  be  given  to  the  proper  persons,  as 
required  by  law. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Application  of  THE  CITY  OF  NEW  YORK,  rela- 
tive to  opening  across  the  tracks  of  the  North- 
side  Diyision  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad,  the 
following  streets: 

Sixth  Street 

Between  Thomson  Avenue  and  Seventh  Street, 
and 

Seventh  Street 

Between  Thompson  Ayenue  and  Jackson  Ayenue, 
Second  Ward,  in  the  Borough  of  Queens,  City 
of   New   York. 


ORDER  No.  230-c. 
Notice  of   Hearing. 

January  81,  i90«. 


An  application  having  been  made  by  the  city  of  New  York,  under  section  61 
of  the  Railroad  Law,  to  this  Commission,  to  determine  whether  certain  proposed 
new  street.^,  namely,  Sixth  street,  between  Thomson  avenue  and  Seventh  street, 
and  Seventh  street,  between  Thomson  avenue  and  Jackson  avenue,  both  in  the 
borough  of  Queens,  city  of  New  York,  shall  pass  over  or  under  or  at  grade  of  the 
tracks  of  the  Northslde  Division  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  and 
application  having  been  made  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District  by  the  city  of  New  York  for  the  appointment  of  a  time  and  place  for  a 
hearing  In  relation  thereto. 

Resolved,  That  a  bearing  be  had  in  the  Hearing  Room,  in  the  office  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  at  No.  154  Nassau  street, 
borough  of  Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  at  2  P.  M.,  February  20,  1908,  and  that 
at  least  ten  days'  notice  of  the  said  hearing  be  given  to  the  proper  persons,  as 
required  by   law. 


Orders  of  the  Commission  Isslkd  in  1908. 
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In   the  Matter 

of  the 

Application  of  THE  CITY  OF  NEW  YORK,  rela- 
tive to  opening  acroes  the  tracks  of  the  Man- 
hattan Beach  Kranch  of  the  Long  Island  Rail- 
road Company  and  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated 
Railroad  Company  the   following  street: 

Heobman  Avenub 
Between     East     Ninety-eighth     Street     and     Ne^ 
Jersey    Avenue,    In    the    Borough    of    Brooklyn, 
city  of  New  York.- 


ORDER  No.  230-d. 
NOTICE   OF  HEARING, 
January   31,    1908. 


An  application  having  been  made  by  the  city  of  New  York,  under  section  61 
of  the  Railroad  Law,  to  this  Commission  to  determine  whether  a  certain  proposed 
new  street,  namely,  Hegeman  avenue,  between  East  Ninety-eighth  street  and  New 
Jersey  avenue,  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  city  of  New  York,  shall  pass  over 
or  under  or  at  grade  of  the  tracks  of  the  Manhattan  Beach  Branch  of  the  Long 
iBland  Railroad  Company  and  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company, 
and  application  having  been  made  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  by  The  City  of  New  York  for  the  appointment  of  a  time  and  place 
for  a  hearing  In  relation  thereto. 

Resolved,  That  a  hearing  be  had  In  the  Hearing  Room,  In  the  office  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  at  No.  154  Nassau  street, 
borough  of  Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  at  2  P.  M.,  February  20,  1908,  and 
that  at  least  ten  days'  notice  of  the  said  hearing  be  given  to  the  proper  persons, 
as  required  by  law. 


Long  Island  Railroad  Company  —  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated 
Railroad  Gompany. —  Application  of  the  city  of  New  York 
to  open  Hegeman  avenue  across  tracks  of  the  Long  Island 
Railroad  Company  and  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Rail- 
road Company. 

Hearing  Order  No.  230  D  1. 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 

Final  Order  No.  490. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Application  of  THE  CITY  OF  NEW  YORK,  rela- 
tive to  opening  acroAS  the  tracks  of  the  Mnn- 
hattan  Beach  Branch  of  the  Long  Island  Rail- 
road Company  and  the  Broolclyn  Union  Elevated 
Railroad  Company  the  following  street: 

Hboeman  AVENUig 
Between     East    Ninety-eighth     Street     and     New 
Jersey    Avenue,    in    the    Borough    of    Brooklyn. 
city  of  New  York. 


HEARING  ORDER, 
No.  2.30  D  1 
With  Notice. 

March   24,    1908. 


An  application  having  been  made  by  the  city  of  New  York,  under  section  61 
of  the  Railroad  Law,  to  this  Commission,  to  determine  whether  a  certain  proposed 
new  street,  namely,  Hegeman  avenue,  between  East  Ninety-eighth  street  and  New 
Jersey  avenue,  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  city  of  New  York,  shall  pass  over 
or  under  or  at  grade  of  the  tracks  of  the  Manhattan  Beach  Branch  of  the  Long 
Island  Railroad  Company  and  the  Brooklyn  TTnlon  Elevated  Railroad  Company, 
and  anplicatlon  having  been  made  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  by  the  city  of  New  York  for  the  appointment  of  a  time  and  place 
for  a  hearing  In  relation  thereto, 

Resolved,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  said  application  in  the  Hearing  Room, 
In  the  office  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  at  No.  154 
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NasBOu   street,  borough  of  Manhattan,   city   of  New   York  at  2:30  o'clock  In   the 
afternoon  on  the  16th  day  of  April,  1906;  and  it  is  further 

Resolved,  That  notice  of  said  hearing  be  given  to  all  owners  of  land  on  the 
proposed  extension  of  Hegeman  avenue  between  East  Ninety-eighth  street  and 
New  Jersey  avenue,  borough  of  Brooklyn,  city  of  New  York,  and  to  all  owners 
of  land  adjoining  the  tracks  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  and  the 
tracks  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  ot  or  near  the  point 
of  intersection  of  the  said  proposed  extension  of  Hegeman  avenue  with  the  said 
railroads,  by  publishing  daily  in  the  City  Record  for  two  weeks  prior  to  the 
date  of  hearing,  the  notice  set  forth  below;  that  notice  of  the  said  hearing  be 
served  upon  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  and  upon  the  Brooklyn  Union 
Elevated  Railroad  Company  by  a  service  of  a  copy  of  said  notice  personally 
upon  an  officer  of  each  of  the  said  railroad  companies,  at  least  ten  (10)  days  in 
advance  of  the  date  set  for  said  hearing;  that  notice  of  the  said  hearing  be 
served  upon  the  city  of  New  York  by  a  service  of  a  copy  of  the  said  notice  upon 
the  corporotion  counsel,  at  least  ten  (10)  doys  prior  to  the  date  set  for  the  said 
hearing. 

Notice  to  Property  Owners. 

Pursuant  to  section  sixty-one  (61)  of  the  Railroad  Law  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  First  District  hereby  gives  public  notice  to  the  city  of  New 
York,  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Rail- 
road Company,  and  to  all  owners  of  land  adjoining  the  said  railroads  and  that 
part  of 

Hrokman  Avenue,  Borough  of  Brooklyn,  City  op  New  York. 

To  be  opened  or  extended  from  East  98th  street  to  New  Jersey  avenue;  tlhiat 
the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  will  hold  a  public  hearing 
in  Its  hearing  room  on  the  third  floor  of  the  Tribune  Building,  No.  154  Nassau 
street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  on  April  16,  190«.  at  2:30 
o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  an  application  made  by  the 
city  of  New  York  to  the  said  Public  Service  Commission  to  determine  whether  the 
proposed  extension  of  Hegeman  avenue  from  East  98th  street  to  New  Jersey 
avenue  shall  pass  over  or  under  or  at  grade  of  the  tracks  of  the  Long  Island 
Railroad  Company  and  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company,  and 
to  determine  the  manner  and  method  of  extending  Hegeman  avenue  across  the 
said  railroad  tracks,  the  grade  or  grades  of  the  street  and  such  other  matters 
pertaining  thereto  as  may  be  brought  before  the  Commission  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Railroad  Law. 

Dated,  March  24,  1008. 

Hearing  held  April   I6th. 

Opinion  op  Commission. 

(Adopted  May  12,  1908.) 
Commissioner  Bassbtt  : — 

A  hearing  was  held  before  me  on  an  application  by  the  city  of  New  York  to  the 
Commission,  under  section  61  of  the  Railroad  Law,  for  determination  whether 
the  proposed  extension  of  Hegeman  avenue  between  East  Ninety-eighth  street 
and  New  Jersey  avenue  In  the  borough  of  Brooklyn  should  pass  over  or  under 
or  at  a  grade  of  the  tracks  of  the  Manhattan  Beach  Branch  of  the  Long  Island 
Railroad  Company  and  the  tracks  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Com- 
pany, and  for  a  determination  of  the  manner  and  method  of  crossing  and  the 
grades  thereof.  The  tracks  of  these  two  railroads  at  the  point  of  their  Intersection 
with  the  proposed  extension  of  Hegeman  avenue  are  over  100  feet  apart,  and 
for  this  reason  two  determinations  by  this  Commission  are  necessary,  one  as  to 
each    railroad. 

At  the  hearing  there  appeared  the  two  railroad  companies,  the  city  of  New  York, 
the  Brooklyn  (Jrade  Crossing  Commisshm  and  several  property  owners.  All 
agreed  that  owing  to  the  present  grades  of  the  railroads,  Hegeman  avenue  must 
pass  under  the  tracks  of  both  railroads.  It  appeared  also  that  the  Brooklyn 
Grade  Crossing  Commission,  by  virtue  of  special  legislation,  had  fixed  the  grade 
of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  at  this  point.  It  was  found  also  that  the 
established  grades  of  Hegeman  avenue  would  carry  that  street  beneath  the 
tracks  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  leaving  ample  head-room,  and  I 
therefore  recommend  as  to  the  Long  Inland  Railroad  that  the  grade  of  the 
tracks  remain  as  fixed  by  the  Brooklyn  Grade  Crossing  Commission  and  that  the 
grades  of  the  approaches  to  the  crossing  under  the  tracks  of  the  railroad  be 
those  already  established  as  the  ofilclal  grade  of  liegeman  avenue.     I  recommend 
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also  that  the  abutments  of  the  bridge  carrying  the  railroad  over  Hegeman 
avenue  be  the   same   width  as  the  proposed    extension  of   Hegeman   avenue. 

Nelson  P.  Levris,  Esq.,  Chief  Engineer  of  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Appor- 
tionment, had  prepared  and  kindly  furnished  to  the  Commission  a  summary 
statement  of  the  grades  which  he  believed  should  be  adopted  in  order  lo 
carry  Hegeman  avenue  beneath  these  two  sets  of  tracks,  and  his  suggestions, 
which  appear  to  be  in  accord  with  the  ideas  of  the  representatives  of  the  two 
railroad  companies,  have  been   embodied  in  the  order   which  I   submit   herewith. 

In  respect  to  the  Canarsle  Branch  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Iluilroad 
Company,  I  believe  that  it  Is  necessary  to  establish  the  grade  of  the  street  four 
feet  below  the  grade  heretofore  legally  established  at  this  point,  the  grade  or 
approaches  to  be  uniform  grades  from  the  present  legally  established  grade  of 
Snediker  avenue,  the  bridge  carrying  the  railroad  tracks  over  the  street  to  be 
seventy   feet   in  length,  that   being,  the   full  width  of   Hegeman   avenue. 

The  determination  recommended  gives  a  clearance  between  the  bottom  of  the 
bridge  and  the  established  grade  of  the  street  of  12.64  feet  in  the  case  of  the 
Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  company  and  of  fourteen  feet  in  the  case  of 
the    Long  Island   Railroad   Company. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDER  No.  400. 
May  12,   1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  April  16, 
1908,  and  It  appearing  that  an  application  had  been  made  by  the  city  of  New 
•  York,  under  section  61  of  the  Railroad  Law,  to  this  Commission  to  determine 
whether  a  certain  proposed  new  street,  namely,  Uegeman  avenue,  between  East 
Ninety-eighth  street  and  New  Jersey  avenue,  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  city  of 
New  York,  should  pass  over  or  under  or  at  grade  of  the  tracks  of  the  Manhattan 
Beach  Branch  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  and  the  Brooklyn  Union 
Elevated  Railroad  Company,  and  this  Commission  havlUEr  appointed  a  time  and 
place  for  hearing  said  application,  and  due  and  reasonable  notice  of  such  hearing 
of  more  than  ten  days  having  been  given  to  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company 
and  to  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  and  to  the  city  of  New 
York  and  to  the  owners  of  land  adjoining  the  railroad  and  that  part  of  liegeman 
avenue  to  be  opened  or  extended ;  and  It  further  appearing  that  the  said  hearing 
was  held  by  and  before  this  Commission  on  the  matters  speclticd  In  the  order  for 
hearing  and  in  the  notice  to  property  owners,  on  April  16,  1908,  and  by  adjourn- 
ment duly  had  on  April  23,  1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett,  presiding, 
Arthur  DuBoIs,  Esq.,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Public  Service  Commls- 
«ion  for  the  First  District,  James  F.  Qulgley,  Esq.,  and  T.  C.  Blake,  Esq.,  assistant 
corporation  counsel,  appearing  for  the  city  of  New  York;  J.  F.  Ivecney,  Esq., 
general  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  Charles  Woody, 
Esq.,  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company ; 
E.  C.  Sweezev.  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Brooklyn  Grade  Crossing  Commission  ; 
Thomas  E.  Park,  Esq.,  Henry  Salant,  Esq.,  and  Robert  Armet,  Esq.,  appearing  for 
various  property  owners : 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear,  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  hearing,  that 
Hegeman  avenue  is  about  to  be  constructed  across  the  tracks  of  the  Long  Island 
Railroad  Company  and  the  tracks  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Com- 
pany, and  that  notice  of  the  intention  to  lay  out  said  Heperaan  avenue  was  duly 
given  to  the  said  railroad  companies  by  the  city  of  New  York,  as  required  by  law, 
and  that  the  said  railroad  companies  were  given  an  opportunity  to  be  heard  before 
the  proper  authorities  of  the  city  of  New  York  ui)on  tlie  question  of  the  necessity 
of  the  construction  of  Hegeman  avenue,  and  that  the  city  of  New  York  duly  deter- 
mined  that  said   Hegeman  avenue  was  necessary ; 

Now.  therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commis- 
sion, It  is 

Ordered,  (1)  As  to  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  — 

(a)  When  Hegeman  avenue  shall  hereafter  be  constructed  across  the  Manhattan 
Beach  branch  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  it  shall  be  constructed  under 
6aid  railroad. 

(b)  The  grade  of  the  street  beneath  the  tracks  shall  be  at  an  elevation  of  15.8 
feet  above  mean  high  tide,  that  being  the  legally  established  grade  of  liegeman 
avenue 

(c)  The  elevation  of  top  of  rail  of  the  railroad  tracks  to  be  33.68  feet  above 
mean  high  tide,  this  being  the  grade  for  the  railroad  as  fixed  by  tlie  Brooklyn 
Grade  Crossing  Commission  In  Its  plan  for  the  Bay  Ridge  improvement. 

(d)  The  grades  of  the  approaches  to  said  crossing  to  be  those  already  estab- 
lished a.s  the  official  grade  of  Hegeman  avenue. 

(e)  The  clearance  between  the  bottom  of  the  bridge  carrying  the  railroad  tracks 
and  the  established  grade  of  the  street  to  be  not  less  than  14  feet. 
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(f)  The  abutments  carrying  the  bridge  to  be  placed  on  the  building  line  and 
to  be  70  feet  distant  from  each  other,  measured  at  right  angles. 

(g)  When  the  span  measured  along  the  traclc  does  not  exceed  70  feet,  then  there 
shall  be  no  intermediate  support,  but  when  the  span  so  measured  exceeds  70  feet, 
supporting  columns  may  be  placed  at  the  curb  line. 

(h)  All  elevations  given  above  refer  to  the  datum  of  the  Bureau  of  Highways 
of  the  borough   of  Brooklyn. 

(1)  Before  the  construction  of  this  bridge  Is  commenced  detailed  plans  and 
specifications  approved  by  the  chief  engineer  of  the  railroad  company  and  by  the 
chief  engineer  of  the  board  of  estimate  and  apportionment  and  an  estimate  of  the 
expense  of  the  proposed  changes  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion for  the  First  District,  for  their  approval. 

(2)  As  to  the  Canarsie  branch  of  the  Broolclyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad 
Company  — 

(a)  When  Hegeman  avenue  shall  hereafter  be  constructed  across  the  Brooklyn 
Union  elevated  railroad,  it  shall  be  constructed  below  the  grade  of  the  railroad. 

(b)  The  grade  of  the  street  beneath  the  tracks  shall  be  at  an  elevation  of  12.24 
feet  above  mean  high  tide  or  4  feet  below  the  grade  of  the  street  heretofore  legally 
established  at  this  point. 

(c)  The  elevation  of  the  top  of  rail  of  the  railroad  tracks  to  be  27.8  feet  above 
mean  high  tide. 

(d)  The  grades  of  the  approaches  at  Hegeman  avenue  to  be  uniform  grades 
from  the  elevation  above  given  at  the  crossing  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Com- 
pany's tracks,  namely,  15.8  feet,  and  from  the  present  legally  established  grade 
of  Snedlker  avenue,  namely,  15  feet  above  mean  nigh  tide. 

(e)  The  clearance  between  the  bottom  of  the  bridge  carrying  the  railroad  tracks 
and  the  established  grade  of  the  street  shall  be  not'  less  than  12.04  feet 

(f)  The  abutments  carrying  the  bridge  to  be  placed  on  the  building  line  and  to 
be  70  feet  distant  from  each  other,  measured  at  right  angles. 

(g)  When  the  span  measured  along  the  track  does  not  exceed  70  feet,  then 
there  shall  be  no  intermediate  support,  but  when  the  span  so  measured  exceeds 
70  feet,  supporting  columns  may  be  placed  at  the  curb  line. 

(h)  All  elevations  given  above  refer  to  the  datum  of  the  Bureau  of  Highways 
in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn. 

(i)  Before  the  construction  of  this  bridge  is  commenced  detailed  plans  and 
specifications  approved  by  the  chief  engineer  of  the  railroad  company  and  by  the 
chief  engineer  of  the  board  of  estimate  and  apportionment  and  an  estimate  of  the 
expense  of  the  proposed  changes  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion for  the  Plrst  District  for  their  approval. 

Further  Ordered,  That  before  May  17,  1908,  the  decision  of  this  Commission, 
rendered  in  this  proceeding,  shall  be  communicated  to  all  parties  to  whom  notice 
of  the  hearing  in  this  proceeding  was  given  or  who  appeared  at  this  hearing  by 
counsel  or  in  person. 


New  York  Central  and   Hudson  River  Railroad  Company. — 

Opening  of  West  Two  Hundred   and  Thirty-fourth  Btreet 
across  the  tracks  of  Putnam  division. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Application  of  the  CITY  OP  NEW  YORK,  relative 
to  opening  across  the  tracks  of  the  New  York 
and  Putnam  Division  of  the  New  York  Central 
and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  of 

West  234th   Streht, 
in  the  Borough  of  the  Bronx. 


HEARING    ORDER   No.  278. 
February   21,  1008. 


An  application  having  been  made  by  the  City  of  New  York,  under  section  61 
of  the  Railroad  Law.  to  this  Commission,  to  determine  whether  a  certain  proposed 
new  street,  namely,  West  234th  street,  in  the  borough  of  the  Bronx,  shall  pass  over 
or  under  or  at  grade  of  the  tracks  of  the  New  York  and  Putnam  Division  of  the 
New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,  and  application  having 
been  made- to  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  by  the  City  of 
New  York  for  the  appointment  of  a  time  and  place  for  a  hearing  in  relation  thereto. 

Resolved,  That  a  hearing  be  had  in  the  hearing  room,  in  the  office  of  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  nt  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  at  2  p.  m.,  March  5,  1908,  and  that  at  least  ten 
days'  notice  of  the  said  hearing  be  given  to  the  proper  persons,  as  required  by  law. 
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New   York  Central  and   Hudson  River  Railroad  Company. — 

Application  for  approval  of  extension  of  time  for  completion 
of  depressing  tracks  and  constructing  viaducts  and  bridges. 

ORDER  No.  576. 
June   16,   1008. 

'•  Whereas,  pursuant  to  the  authority  conferred  by  chapter  403  of  the  Laws  of 
1908,  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment  of  the  City  of  New  York,  by 
resolution  adopted  on  the  5th  day  of  June,  1008.  extended  the  time  for  the  com- 

gletlon   of  the  work  of   depressing  the   tracks   and   constructing   the   yladucts   or 
ridges  provided  for  in  chapter  425  of  the  Laws  of  1903,  as  amended  by  chapter 
639  of  the  Laws  of  1904.  and  in  the  several  agreements  executed  pursuant  to  the 

Provisions  of  the  said  acts  made  by  and  between  the  City  of  New  York,  The  New 
ork  and  Harlem  Railroad  Company,  and  its  lessee.  The  New  York  Central  and 
Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,  from  the  first  day  of  July,  1908»  to  the  31st 
day  of  December,  1909,  such  extension  being  evidenced  by  an  Instrument  In  writ- 
ing by  and  between  The  City  of  New  York.  The  New  York  and  Harlem  Railroad 
Company,  and  its  lessee.  The  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Com- 

5 any,  dated  the  5th  day  of  June,  1908,  which  ^ald  instrument  in  writing  has  been 
nly  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  its  approval ;  and 
*'  Whereas,  pursuant  to  the  said  chapter  403  of  the  Laws  of  1908,  such  exten- 
sion does  not  become  effective  until  approved  by  this  Commission: 
"  Now,  therefore, 

"  Resolved.  That  such  extension  of  time  be  and  the  same  is  hereby  approved ;  and 
*'  Resolved,  That  this  approval  be  evidenced  by  endorsing  upon  or  annexing  to 
the  said  instrument  in  writing  a  copv  of  the  foregoing  resolution  duly  certified 
uoder  the  seal  of  the  Commission  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission." 


Union  Railway  Company  of  New  York  City. — ^Application  for 
approval  of  construction  of  street  surface  railway  crossing 
New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Eailroad,  Putnam 
division  tracks,  at  Two  Hundred  and  Thirtieth  street. 


In  the  Matter 

of   the 

Application  of  the  UNION  RAILWAY  COMPANY 
OP  NEW  YORK  CITY  and  FREDERICK  W. 
WHITRIDGB,  as  Receiver,  etc.,  of  said  Union 
Railway  Company,  for  the  approval  of  street 
surface  railway  construction  on  230th  Street, 
Borough  of  The  Bronx,   City  of  New   York. 


Under  Section  68  of  the  Railroad  Law. 


HEARING  ORDER  No.  770. 
October  7,   1908. 


An  application,  dated  October  6,  1908,  having  been  made  by  the  Union  Railway 
Company  of  New  York  city  and  by  Frederick  W.  Whitrldge,  as  receiver  of  the 
Union  Railway  Company,  under  section  68  of  the  Railroad  Law,  to  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  asking  the  Commission  to  fix  and  deter- 
mine the  crossing  of  the  applicant's  street  railroad  tracks  to  be  extended  on  230th 
street,  borough  of  The  Bronx,  between  Broadway  and  Bailey  avenue,  with  the 
tracks  of  the  Putnam  division  of  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad 
Company  (an  existing  steam  railroad)  and  asking  for  a  determination  whether  the 
tracks  of  the  Union  Railway  Company  (a  street  railroad  corporation)  shall  pass 
above,  below  or  at  grade  of  the  tracks  of  the  Putnam  Division  of  the  New  York 
Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company. 

Ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  in  the  hearing  room,  in  the  office  of  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District.  No.  154  Nassau  street,  citv  of  New 
York,  at  2.30  o'clock  p.  m.,  October  13,  1908,  at  which  hearing  the  said  applica- 
tion will  be  considered. 

Further  Ordered,  That  notice  of  this  hearing  be  given  by  mall  to  the  Union 
Railway  Company,  to  Frederick  W.  Whitrldge,  as  receiver  of  the  said  Union  Rail- 
way Company,  to  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,  to 
the  city  of  New  York,  to  the  corporation  counsel  and  to  the  following  property 
owners,  being  the  owners  of  all  the  property  on  Two  Hundred  and  Thirtieth  street 
on  the  line  of  the  proposed  extension  from  Broadway  to  Bailey  avenue,  in  the 
borough  of  the  Bronx:  Emma  L.  Moller,  Cortlandt  Godwin,  George  G.  Godwin, 
Baynor  Godwin,  Waldo  S.  Godwin  and  Ada  Godwin  Randall. 

Hearing  held  October  13th.    The  matter  is  not  determined. 


2^12        Public  Service  Commission  —  First  District. 
SHORT  NOTICE  TARIFF  ORDERS. 


Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  Section  29, 
orders  granting  permission  to  companies  to  put  into  effect  changes  in 
schedules,  rates,  fares  or  charges,  or  joint  rates  within  less  than  thirty  days 
after  publication  at  stations  and  filing  with  the  Commission,  were  issued 
in  substantially  the  following  form: 


In  the  Matter 
of 
Filing  on  Short  Notice  by  the 

Company  of 

in  regard  to   


Tariff  Order  No. 


Whereas,  the Company,  by ,  its has 

made  application  in  writing  to  this  Commission  under  date  of   , 

1908,  for  permission  to   within   days  after  publication 

at  stations  and  filing  with  this  Commission, 

Now,  upon  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Resolved:    That  permission  be  and  is  hereby  granted  to   the 

Company  to  put  into  effect days  after  publication  at 

stations  and  filing  with  this  Commission  the above  mentioned. 

Short  Notice  Tariff  Orders  Issued  In  1908. 

Num- 
ber of 
ORDER  Permit  granted  to  put      days' 

NO.  Issued.  Company.  into  effect.  notice. 

319     Mar.  20    Baltimore   and    Ohio    Railroad 

Company Official    classification    No. 

31,  and  supplements  1,  2 

and  3 10 

819     Nov.    6     Brooklyn      Heights      Railroad 

Company Supplement    No.    1    to  its 

tariflf  P.  S.  C.  N.  Y.  No.  1. 
**  Trips  of  the  Fulton 
street  line  east  bound."  3 

(Case  No.)     Dec.  22     Hudson  and   Manhattan   Rail- 

1024  road  Company Tariff  P.  S.  C.  I  N.  Y.  No.  1. 

("  Fare  of  five  cents  be- 
tween points  in  Man- 
hattan Borough.") 1 

188     Jan.     6     Long  Island  Railroad  Company.     Tariff  P.  S.  C.  1  N.  Y.  No. 

68  (Rates  for  storage  of 
carload  and  less  than  car- 
load freight  at  all  sta- 
tions.)   8 

363     Mar.  24     Long  Island  Railroad  Company.    Freight  tariff  P.  S.  C.  1  N. 

Y.  No.  81.  (Tariff  on 
manure  from  BllssviUe 
docks,  East  New  York  and 
Bushwlck.) 3 
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Short  Notice  Tariff  Orders  Issued  in  1908  —  Continued 


ORDER 

^  no.  Issued. 

415     April  17 


Company. 
Long  Island  Railroad  Company . 


550  June    5  Long  Island  Railroad  Company . 

551  June    5  Long  Island  Railroad  Company . 

644  July  21  Long  Island  Railroad  Company . 

741  Sept.  29  Long  Island  Railroad  Company. 


743     Sept.  29     Long  Island  Railroad  Company, 


<CaseNo.) 

1028     Dec.  29 


333     Mar.  13 


570    June  12 


Long  Island  Railroad  Company . 


New  York  Central  and  Hudson 
River  Railroad  Company .... 


New  York  Central  and  Hudson 
River  Railroad  Company .... 


Permit  granted  to  put 
into  effect. 


Num- 
ber of 
days' 
notice. 


Supplement  No.  1  to  its 
tariff  P.  S.  C.  1  N.  Y.  No. 
15.  (Excursion  fare  of 
thirty  cents  between 
Railroad  avenue.  New 
York,  or  Union  Course 
and  the  Raunt,  New 
York.) 

Supplement  No.  1  to  tariff 
P.  S.  C.  1  N.  Y.  No.  8. 
(Rates  upon  transpor- 
tation of  organizations 
devoted  to  fresh  air  or 
other  charitable  work.). . 

Tariff  P.  S.  C.  1  N.  Y.  No. 
25  (Rate  for  a  special  car 
for  exclusive  use  of  per- 
sons between  Long  Island 
City  and  Edgemere.) .... 

Tariff  P.  S.  C.  1  N.  Y.  No. 
90.  (Rates  for  car  track 
storage.) 

Tariff  P.  S.  C.  1  N.  Y.  E-23. 
(Relating  to:  (1)  empty 
packages  being  returned 
to  original  shippers;  (2) 
baggage  checks  accom- 
panied by  order.*;  for  ship- 
ment of  baggage  by  ex- 
press. ) 

Supplement  No.  3  to  tariff 
P.  S.  C.  1  N.  Y.  No.  64. 
(Rules  for  the  marking  of 
packages,  bundles  or 
pieces  of  less  than  car- 
load freight.) 

Tariff  P.  S.  C.  1  N.  Y.  No. 
116.  (Rateonoj'stersor 
clams  in  barrels  or  sacks 
less  than  carloads  and 
correcting  an  error  in 
tariff  P.  S.  C.  1  N.  Y. 
No.  110.) 

Rate  per  head  on  cattle 
from  Dunwoodie  and  sta- 
tions south  to  130th, 
60th  and  33d  street  sta- 
tions, New  York  city. . . . 


Supplement  No.  2  to  tariff 
P.  S.  C.  1  N.  Y.  No.  73. 
(Rate  on  minimum  car- 
load weight  of  40,000 
pounds    of    flour    made 

from  grain  only) 

*  Immediately  after  publication  at  stations  and  flllng  with  this  Commission. 


15 
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Short  ^N'otice  Tariff  Orders  Issued  in  1908  —  Continued 


Order 
no. 


Issu^.  Company. 

601    June  26     New  York  Central  and  Hudson 
River  Railroad  Company 


667     Aug.    7 


689    Aug.  25 


New  York  Central  and  Hudson 
River  Railroad  Company 


New  York  Central  and  Hudson 
River  Railroad  Company 


696     Aug.  28 


774     Oct.    13 


816     Nov.    4 


(Case  No.) 
1030     Dec. 


29 


805     Oct.     7 


New  York  Central  and  Hudson 
River  Railroad  Company 


New  York  Central  and  Hudson 
River  Railroad  Company 


New  York  Central  and  Hudson 
River  Railroad  Company 


New  York  Central  and  Hudson 
River  Railroad  Company 


New    York   City   Interborough 
Railway  Company 


Num- 
ber of 
Permit  granted  to  put       days* 
into  effect.  notice. 

Tariff  P.  S.  C.  1  N.  Y.  No. 
77.  (Rates  on  fresh 
dressed  meats  in  refriger- 
erator  cars.) * 

Tariff  P.  S.  C.  1  N.  Y.  No. 
80.  (Rates  on  glucose 
and  grape  sugar  in  car- 
loads from  60th  street 
station,  New  York  city, 
to  Melrose  Junction.) ...  1 

Tariff  P.  8.  C.  1  N.  Y.  No 
26.  (Commutation  fares 
between  New  York  dty 
and  stations  on  the  Hud- 
son, Harlem  and  Putnam 
divisions  and  between 
stations  on  the  Putnam 
division  and  stations  on 
the  routes  of  the  Inter- 
borough Rapid  Transit 
Company) 3 

Supplement  No.  8  to  Its 
tariff  P.  S.  C.  1  N.  Y.  No. 
73.  (Rules  regarding  the 
marking  of  packages  of 
peaches,  pears,  plums  and 
quinces  in  lots  of  10.000 
pounds  or  more.) 3 

Circular  1,  P.  S.  C.  1  N.  Y. 
No.  90.  (Transportation 
of  explosives.) 1 

Supplement  to  its  tariff  P. 
S.  C.  1  N.  Y.  No.  88. 
(Charges  for  weighing 
cars  on  individual  track 
scales  of  shippers  and 
consignees.) I 


Supplement  No.  2,  P.  S.  C. 
1  N.  Y.  No.  92.  (Sus- 
pending classification  of 
articles  on  the  valuation 
basis.) , 1 

Supplement  to  its  tariff  P. 
S.  C.  1  N.  Y.  No.  1. 
(Amending  routes.) 24 


•  At  once. 
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Short  Notice  Tariff  Orders  Issued  in  1908  —  Concluded 

Num- 
ber of 
ORDER  Permit  granted  to  put       days' 

NO.  Issued.  Ck)mpany.  into  effect.  notice. 

501    June    9      New  York,   New  Hayen  and 

Hartford  Railroad  Company .     Supplement  No.  13  to  its 

tariff  P.  S.  C.  1  N.  Y.  No. 
3.  (Extending  territory 
to  which  item  No.  110 
applies  to  cover  stations 
in  New  York  State  on  and 
east  of  the  Hudson  river. )  1 5 
292    Feb.  28    Staten    Island    Rapid    Transit 

Railway  Company Tariff   of   two   dollars   on 

school     books     between 
Rosebank      and      Fort 

Wadsworth 1 

762     Oct.     6    Staten    Island    Rapid    Transit 

Railway  Company Supplement   No.   5  to  its 

tariff  P.  S.  C.  1  N.  Y.  No. 
47.     (Freight  traffic.) ...  0 

320    Mar.  20    New  York  Central  and  Hudson 
River  Railroad  Company  and 

other  carriers Supplement  No.  5  to  official 

classification     No.     31. 
(Class  rate  on  brooms.)...         15 
581    June  16    New  York  Central  and  Hudson 
River  Railroad  (Company,  and 

other  railroad  companies Supplement  No.  1  to  Official 

classification      No.      32. 
,  (Marking  of  freight  in  less 

than  carload  lots. ) ♦ 

048    Aug.    3     New  York  Central  and  Hudson 
River  Railroad  Company  and 

other  carriers Third  supplement  to  tariff 

P.  S.  C.  1  N.  Y.  No.  66 
(Track  storage  charges. )  5 

Note. —  Orders  Nos.  320,  581  and  648,-  while  referring  specifically  to  the  New  York 
Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,  are  applicable  to  other  railroad  companies 
and  carriers  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  this  Commission. 


*  To  become  effective  as  to  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company 
July  1,  1908;  as  to  other  companies,  within  ten  days  after  publishing  at  stations  and  filing 
with  the  Commission. 
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FRANCHISE  MATTERS  NOT  ARISING  ON  SPECIFIC 
APPLICATIONS  OF  COMPANIES. 


Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company. —  Removal  of  tracks  in 
Fifty-second  street,  from  Second  avenue  to  the  public  dock, 
in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn. 

Opinion  of  Counael. 
Complaint  Order  No.  074. 
Hearino^  Order  Xo.   G95. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 
Discontinuance  Order  Xo.  817. 
Ilenring  Order  No.  818. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 
Complaint  op  J.  P  Duffy  Company, 
against 
Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 
Tbavis  H.  Whitney,  Esq.,  Sccrelarj/.  August  7,  1008. 

Sir. —  Referring  to  your  letter  of  August  5th,  addressed  to  Mr.  Semple,  In  which 
you  ask  for  an  opinion  as  to  whether  the  Commission  should  take  up  the  complaint 
of  Joseph  N.  Tut  tie  atjalnst  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Hallroiid  (\)mpany  in  regard  to 
the  right  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  to  maintain  tracks  and  store 
cars  on  Fifty-second  .street,  Brooklyn,  I  beg  to  advise  you  as  follows: 

From  an  examination  of  the  tlle.s  it  appears  that  Mr.  Tuttle's  complaint,  dated 
June  0.  1008.  alleges  that  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  wrongfully  used 
the  Fifty-second  street  tracks  for  storage  of  cars. 

It  appears  also  that  Mr.  Tuttle's  complaint  has  been  served  upon  the  Brooklyn 
Heights  Railroad  Company  and  that  that  company  on  June  24.  i;>OS.  answered, 
admitting  that  cars  had  formerly  been  allowed  to  occupy  the  streets  by  employees 
in  disobedience  of  orders  of  the  company,  and  that  the  cars  had  now  been  removed 
and  special  orders  had  been  Issued  to  prevent  a  repetition  of  the  pfFense. 

The  complaint  was  made  under  section  48,  subdivision  2  of  the  I'ubllc  Service 
Commissions  Law,  setting  forth  acts  done  claimed  to  be  in  violation  of  certain  pro- 
visions of  law  and  of  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  railroad's  franchise.  A  copy 
of  this  complaint  was  properly  forwarded  to  the  coiporation  complained  of.  accom- 
panied by  an  order  requiring  that  the  matters  complained  of  be  satisfied.  An 
answer  to  this  was  received,  in  effect  admitting  violations  of  law  in  the  past  and 
stated  that  the  violations  had  ceased  and  would  not  be  continued.  lender  the  pro- 
visions of  this  subdivision  the  (Commission,  if  satisfied  with  the  company's  answer, 
need  take  no  further  action  on  the  matters  complained  of. 

If,  however,  the  (Vnnmlssiou  Is  not  satisfied  it  may.  after  a  hearing,  direct  the 
company  to  satisfy  the  cause  of  the  complaint  by  di.scontlnuing  storing  of  cars  in 
the  street. 

I  have  confined  myself  to  a  discussion  of  the  storing  of  cars  In  the  street  for 
fhe  reason  that  that  seems  to  be  the  only  matter  raised  by  Mr.  Tattle's  complaint 
of  June  0th.  and  the  Commission  by  serving  that  complaint  upon  the  company 
has  practically  confined  itself  In  that  proceeding  to  the  matters  contained  in  the 
complaint. 

I  note  that  In  your  letters  of  July  7th  and  July  30th,  addressed  to  Joseph  N. 
Tuttle,  F,sn..  you  prooprly  ndvlsod  Mv  TntCo  tlvit  tho  lUwon^h  T'ro««ldpT^t  was  the 
proper  authority  to  secure  the  removal  of  the  tracks  and  cars  from  Flfty-i?**cond 
street.  It  appears,  however,  from  Mr.  Tuttle's  answers  that  he  has  understood 
your  letters  to  mean  that  the  Borough  President  wa^  the  onU'  p'vuier  authorltv  and 
that  the  Commission  bad  no  power  to  order  the  company  to  discontinue  Its  prac- 
tice of  ol)structing  Fifty-second  street  l>y  storing  cars  therein.  I  believe  that  Mr. 
Tuttle  Is  rltrht  In  pointing  out  that  the  Commission  has  power  to  Investigate  and 
Issue  an  order  In  the  matter  of  the  storage  of  cars  In  the  street.  It  appears  that 
the  Borough  President  Is  prevented  from  acting  bv  an  in.iunctlon.  and  I  think  It 
would  be  quite  proper  for  the  Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  and  issue  an  order 
without  waiting  for  action  by  the  Borough  President. 
Respectfully  yours, 

(Signed)  GEO.  S.  COL.RMAN.  ' 

Counael  to  the  Commisaion. 

Complaint  Order  No.  674  (see  form,  note   1)    issued  August  14th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  (595  (see  form,  note  3)    issued  August  28th. 
Hearing  held  September   16th. 
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Opinion  of  Commission. 

(Adopted  November  4,  1908.) 
Commissioner  Bassbtt  : — 

The  complainant  seeks  an  order  of  this  commission  directing  the  Brooklyn  Heights 
Railroad  Company  to  remove  its  tracks  In  Pifty-second  street  Detween  Second 
avenue  and  the  public  dock,  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn  on  the  ground  that  the 
company  has  no  franchise  right  in  this  street  between  the  points  named. 

It  appears  that  prior  to  the  filling  of  the  complaint  with  this  Commission  steps 
had  been  taken  by  the  president  of  the  borough  of  Brooklyn  (the  proper  local 
authority),  for  the  removal  of  these  tracks  and  that  an  action  for  an  injunction 
had  been  brought  by  the  company  against  the  city  and  against  the  borough  president 
to  restrain  such  interference,  and  a  temporary  injunction  had  been  procured  restrain- 
ing such  interference.  It  appears  further  that  this  injunction  is  still  in  force, 
pending  a  trial  of  the  action,  but  that  there  has  been  delay  in  bringing  the  action 
to  trial,  and  the  complainant  seeks  to  expedite  matters  by  procuring  an  order  of 
this  Commission  directing  the  removal  of  the  tracks. 

The  complaint  Is  made  under  subdivision  2  of  section  48  of  the  Public  Service 
Commissions  Law.  It  is  insisted  that  under  this  subdivision  the  Commission  has 
no  discretion  as  to  whether  or  not  it  will  proceed  In  the  matter  and  must  proceed 
with  the  investigation  and  final  order,  regardless  of  the  pending  injunction  suit. 
I  do  not  so  construe  the  language  used  in  this  subdivision.  Power  la  granted 
to  proceed  with  an  investigation  and  to  take  such  action  as  the  facts  Justify  If 
"  it  shall  appear  to  the  Commission  that  there  are  reasonable  grounds  therefor." 
It  is  thus  evident  that  it  is  intended  that  the  Commission  shall  exercise  discretion 
as  to  whether  it  will  proceed  or  not. 

I  do  not  think  the  Commission  should  ordinarily  say  that  reasonable  grounds 
for  an  investigation  and  final  order  are  presented  when  it  appears  that  the  question 
of  legality  or  Illegality  Is  at  the  same  time  pending  and  undetermmed  in  an 
action  in  the  Supreme  Court.  The  fact  that  such  an  action  is  pennmg.  involving 
allegations  on  the  one  hand  and  denials  on  the  other,  Is  some  indication  that  there 
is  a  doubt  as  to  the  existence  of  reasonable  grounds.  There  would  also  be  serious 
danger  of  a  conflict  of  jurisdiction.  Tlie  Commission  might  deride  one  way  and . 
the  court  might  decide  the  other  way;  and  if  there  were  no  danger  of  a  conflict 
of  jurisdiction,  ordinary  rules  of  comity  would  constrain  the  Commission  In  the 
exercise  of  sound  discretion  to  decline  to  Interfere  while  the  matter  Is  still  pending 
in  the  courts. 

That  the  matter  has  been  delayed  In  the  courts  cannot,  in  this  case,  it  seems 
to  me,  be  8ufl3olent  reason  for  interference.  It  does  not  appear  that  there  is  any 
good  reason  why  the  action  cannot  be  tried  and  determined  at  an  early  date. 

I  therefore  recommend  that  the  complaint  be  dismissed  for  the  reasons  stated, 
but  without  prejudice  to  further  hearings  and  action  thereon  by  the  Commission, 
in  the  event  that  reasonable  grounds  therefor  shall  be  brouglit  to  the  attention 
of  the  Commission. 

The  following  discontinuance  order  was  issued  and  Order  No.  818  providing 
that  an  inquiry  be  made  under  Public  Service  CommisBions  Law  §  45  into 
the  saine  matters^  was  issued. 


J.  P.  DUFFY  COMPANY  by  JOSEPH  N.  TUTTLE, 
Attorney,   Complainant, 

affainst 

BROOKLYN      HEIGHTS     RAILROAD     COMPANY, 
Defendant. 


'  Removal  of  tracks  in  Fifty-second  street,  from 
Second  avenue  to  the  public  dock  in  the  borough 
of  Brooklyn." 


After  Hearing  Order  No.  695,  dated  August  28,  1908. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  September 
16,  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  pursuant  to  Order  No.  695 


.DISCONTINrANCB  ORDER 
No.  817. 
November  4, 1908. 
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of  this  Commission,  dated  August  28,  1908,  and  returnable  on  September  16,  1906. 
at  2 :30  o'cloclc  'P.  m.,  which  order  was  issued  upon  the  complaint  and  answer 
herein ;  and  it  appearing  that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  said  complainant 
and  upon  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  and  that  said  service  was  by 
said  company  duly  acknowledged;  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held 
by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  complaint,  answer  and  order 
specified,  on  September  16,  1908,.  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett,  presiding; 
Harry  M.  Chamberlain,  Esq.,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission;  J.  J. 
Goughlln.  Esq.,  attorney,  appearing  for  the  complainant,  and  A.  M.  Williams.  Esq., 
appearing  for  said  railroad  company;  and  testimony  having  been  taken  upon  said 
hearing,  and  it  having  been  ma.de  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearinf( 
that  the  matters  embraced  in  said  complaint  and  answer  are  more  properly  heard 
under  an  Inquiry  in  accordance  with  section  45  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions 
Law, 

Now,  therefore,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Resolved,  That  the  proceedings  upon  said  complaint  be,  and  the  same  hereby  are, 
discontinued.     It  is  further 

Resolved,  That  this  action  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  addi- 
tional hearings  and  action  thereon  by  the  Commission  in  respect  to  any  of  the 
matters  covered  by  said  complaint,  answer,  and  order  for  hearing,  or  the  proceed- 
ings thereon. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Operation    by    the    BROOKLYN    HEIGHTS    RAIL- 1  ORDER  No   818 
ROAD  COMPANY  through  Fifty-second  street  from  f  November  4  1908 

Second  avenue  to  the  public  dock,  in  the  borough 
of  Brooklyn,  without  having  first  obtained  a  cer- 
tificate of  permission  and  approval  under  section 
53  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law. 


nnSJ'^hr^«2?*L«?J?«r  ■^*'°°  l^'^'«*Hi®n^?^'^"^  "^'^'^^e  Commissions  Law  an  in- 
qulry  be  made,  beginning  November  9.  1908,  at  2:30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  to 
determine  whether  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Rililroad  ComMny  is  Violating ™h2ir^ 
visions  of  section  53  of  the  Public  Se?vice  Commissions  Law,  in  that  Mid  eompaS 
*®  JJP®^5**  w^  ^?J?  *°  Brooklyn  on  Fifty-second  street  from  "Second  avenue  to  the 
public  dock,  without  having  first  obtained  a  certificate  of  permission  and  approval 
under  section  63  above  mentioned.  »pi'ruv»i 


Hearings  were  held  November  9th,  16th,  23d  and  30th. 


•[The  tracks  of  the  company  on  Fifty-second  street.  Brooklyn,  between  Second 
avenue  and  the  public  dock  are  noi  maintained  unlawfully.] 

Opinion  op  Commission. 
C0MMI8SI0NES  Bassdtt  : — 

The  J.  P.  Duffy  Company,  a  corporation  using  trucks  in  carrying  on  its  cement 
pipe  business,  complained  against  The  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  because 
it  maintained  tracks  on  the  surface  of  Fifty-second  street.  In  the  borough  of  Brook- 
lyn, between  Second  avenue  and  the  public  dock  and  asserted  that  said  tracks  were 
laid  and  maintained  without  right.  The  Commission  directed  an  inquiry  to  be  held 
In  order  to  learn  whether  the  facts  are  sufficient  to  enable  it  to  reach  an  opinion 
that  the  said  company  has  failed  or  omitted  to  obtain  a  certificate  of  permission  and 
approval  under  soctlon  53  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law.  Tha  reason 
why  such  a  certificate  might  be  necosaary  Is  because  of  the  provision  of  that  sec- 
tion that  no  streot  railroad  corporation  shall  exorcise  any  franchise  or  right  not 
heretofore  lawfully  exercised  without  first  obtaining  the  certificate  of  permission 
and  approval.  In  case  the  Inquiry  should  show  that  the  company  does  not  law- 
fully maintain  Its  tracks  on  this  street  it  would  become  the  duty  of  the  Commis- 
sion under  section  57  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  to  direct  counsel  to 
commence  an  action  In  the  Supreme  Court  to  prevent  the  continuation  of  the 
illegal  act. 

The  Commission  would  not  have  been  Inclined  to  make  this  Inquiry  were  it  not 
for  the  fact  that  the  complaining  corporation  showed  that  the  borough  president  of 

•  Soc  footnote,  page  9. 
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Brooklyn  more  than  a  year  ago  threatened  to  take  up  these  tracks,  whereupon  the 
railroad  company  obtahied  from  the  Supreme  Court  a  temporary  injunction  restrain- 
ing him  from  taking  such  a  course,  and  that  such  injunction  is  now  in  effect,  no 
steps  haying  been  taken  to  bring  the  action  to  trial,  although  the  Corporation 
Counsel,  it  is  alleged,  has  had  ample  time  to  do  so.  While  this  situation  coii- 
tinued  it  would  appear  as  if  the  question  of  legal  rights  possessed  by  the  company 
was  an  open  one  and  that  it  might  become  the  duty  of  the  Commission  to  have 
its  counsel  obtain  a  Judicial  determination  thereon. 

On  July  11,  1S87,  the  board  of  aldermen  of  the  city  of  Brooklyn  granted  to  the 
South  Brooklyn  Street  Railroad  Company  the  right  to  *'  construct,  maintain,  use 
and  operate  a  street  surface  railroad  through,  upon  and  along  any  streets  and  ave- 
nues and  portions  of  streets  and  avenues  hereinafter  designated ;  to  wit.  •  «  • 
and  the  portion  of  Pifty-second  and  Fifty-third  streets  between  Second  avenue  and 
the  said  town  of  New  Utrecht  *  •  •  ,  and  also  through,  upon  and  along  any 
private  property  in  the  line  of  such  streets  and  avenues  needed  for  such  railroad." 

The  foregoing  street  descriptions  do  not  include  Fifty-second  street  between  Sec- 
ond avenue  and  the  public  dock.  No  subsequent  consent  of  the  city  to  place  tracks 
here  has  been  granted.  It  appears,  however,  that  when  this  consent  was  granted 
Fifty-second  street  between  Second  avenue  and  the  public  dock  was  not  a  street 
but  was  private  property.  Furthermore,  the  railroad  company  appears  subsequently 
to  have  laid  its  tracks  while  it  was  still  private  property.  It  owned  half  of  the 
land  and  obtained  easements  over  the  other  half.  After  the  tracks  were  laid  the 
city  of  Brooklyn  began  condemnation  proceedings  to  take  for  street  purposes  the 
land  within  the  mapped  street  lines.  When  the  city  of  Brooklyn  opened  streets 
by  condemnation  it  took  not  the  fee  but  an  easement  for  street  purposes.  As  the 
tracks  appear  to  have  been  rightfully  laid  in  1881  or  prior  thereto  and  the  city 
took  title  in  1892  it  is  obvious  that  the  railroad  company  continued  to  possess 
the  right  to  maintain  and  use  its  tracks  within  the  street  unless  such  right  was 
taken  away  from  It  in  the  condemnation  proceedings.  An  examination  of  the  pro- 
ceedings taken  shows  that  the  city  neither  condemned  nor  paid  for  the  tracks 
of  the  company.  It  does  not  appear  that  the  street  was  dedicated  prior  to  the 
condemnation  proceedings.  On  the  contrary,  the  records  contain  evidence  that 
the  street  wAs  not  graded  prior  to  March  2,  1891.  Nor  is  there  anything  to  show 
that  the  city  had  performed  any  act  In  the  way  of  making  improvements  or  taking 
charge  of  the  street  in  token  of  the  acceptance  of  a  dedication.  If  the  company 
had  the  right  to  lay  its  tracks  originally  that  right  has  continued  even  though 
the  land  on  which  they  were  laid  later  became  subjected  to  the  public  easement 
for  street  purposes. 

There  is  some  question  about  the  exact  location  of  the  tracks  in  1891  but  it  is 
not  suggested  by  the  complainant  or  any  one  else  that  the  tracks  are  now  greater  In 
extent  than  they  were  at  that  time.  If  it  can  be  proved  that  part  of  the  track 
tas  been  laid  since  1892  without  obtaining  the  consent  of  the  city  then  as  to  that 
portion  the  company  is  plainly  in  the  wrong.  It  Is  .also  possible  that  some  future 
litigation  may  show  that  this  was  a  dedicated  street  and  that  the  city  had  per- 
formed acts  accepting  the  dedication  prior  to  1891,  in  which  case  the  street  would 
have  been  a  public  street  and  the  company  would  have  needed  to  obtain  the  con- 
sent of  the  city  to  place  tracks  and  operate  upon  them.  However,  the  fact  that  the 
city  in  1892  deemed  it  necessary  to  open  the  street  by  condemnation  proceedings 
would  go  far  to  negative  such  a  view  but  I  do  not  consider  that  the  taking  by 
condemnation  proceedings  is  conclusive  proof  that  there  had  not  been  a  prior 
dedication  and-  acceptance  thereof. 

The  South  Brooklyn  Street  Railroad  Company  was  merged  with  the  Brooklyn 
City  Railroad  Company.  Later  the  Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company  leased  its 
property  to  The  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  the  operating  company,  com- 
plained against.  It  would  thus  appear  that  the  rights  of  the  South  Brooklyn 
Street  Railroad  Company  had  passed  to  the  operating  company  now  in  possession. 

The  Commission  through  Its  franchise  bureau  carried  on  extensive  Investigations 
and  the  results  were  presented  at  the  hearings.  These  investigations  revealed  many 
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'more  facts  than  were  brought  forward  by  the  comi^Ialning  party,  indeed  the  com- 
plaining party  relied  quite  entirely  on  the  facta  developed  by  the  franchise  bureau. 
The  complainant  was  given  the  fullest  possible  opportunity  to  make  use  of  the  facts 
*  brought  forward  by  our  bureau  and  did  not  dispute  any  of  these  facts.  It  does  not 
seem  to  me  that  the  inquiry  has  shown  that  the  company  maintains  and  operates 
these  tracks  unlawfully.  As  the  hearings  were  in  the  nature  of  an  inquiry  there 
is  no  need  of  an  order  of  dismissal. 
December  14,  10O8. 


I 

Fulton  Street  Railroad  Company. —  Eestoration  of  cars  on  the 
Fulton  s^treet  line. 

Complaint  Order  No.  731. 
Extension  Order  No.  751. 
Hearing  Order  No.  800. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie, 

Complaint  of  Mallory  Steamship  Company 
and  others,  against 

The  Fulton  Stkeet  Railroad  Company  and 
Gilbert  H.  Montague,  Receiver 

Complaint  Order  No.  731    (see  form,  note  1)   issued  September  18th. 
Extension  Order  No.  751    (sec  form.  not€  2)   issued  September  29th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  800  (see  form,  note  3)   issued  October  23d. 
Hearings  were  held  November  25t!i  and  30th. 

Opinion  op  Counsel. 

December  11,  1908. 
Hon.  MiLO  R.  Maltbie,  Commissioner. 

Sir. —  I  have  been  asked  for  an  opinion  in  regard  to  the  several  methods  of  pro- 
cedure possible  in  the  matter  of  the  discontinuance  of  service  on  the  Fiilton  street 
line  in  the  borough  of  Manhattan.  It  is  evident  from  the  testimony  in  the  hearing 
before  the  Commission  on  the  complaint  of  the  Mallory  Steamship  Company  against 
Fulton  Street  Railroad  Company  that  the  f\ilton  Street  .Company  has  no  capital 
with  which  to  operate  Its  line  and  an  order  Issued  to  that  company  would  be 
futile  so  far  as  the  resumption  of  operation  is  concerned.  There  remain  three  dif- 
ferent courses  of  action  open  to  the  Commission,  as  follows : 

1.  To  request  the  Attorney-General  of  the  State  to  institute  an  action  to  annul 
the  franchise  of  the  Fulton  Street  Railroad  Company. 

2.  To  issue  an  order  against  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company  and  Its 
receivers  for  a  hearing  on  the  question  whether  they  shall  be  required  to  resume 
operation  on  the  Fulton  street  line. 

3.  To  await  the  consummation  of  the  foreclosure  action  now  pending,  which 
would  eliminate  the  heavy  fixed  charges  that  now  burden  the  road,  and  make  it 
possible  for  a  new  company  to  purchase  the  franchise  and  begin  operation  on  a 
simpler  basis. 

(1)   As  to  the  first  course  of  procedure,  it  is  plain  that  the  Fulton  Street  Com- 

Fany  has  made  Itself  liable  to  an  action  by  the  Attorney-General  to  annul  Its 
ranchise.  The  franchise,  as  it  was  granted  by  the  city,  expressly  provides  as  a 
condition  of  the  grant  that  cars  "  shall  be  run  as  frequently  as  the  convenience  of 
the  public  may  require."  For  six  months  past  the  company  has  failed  to  provide 
any  service  at  all  on  this  much-traveled  route  through  an  exceptionally  busy  ter- 
ritory. This  is  a  clear  violation  of  the  condition  of  the  franchise  which  I  have 
quoted,  and  the  Attorney-General  and  the  court  would  unquestionably.  In  my  judg- 
ment, treat  such  violation  as  ground  for  the  annulment  of  the  franchise.  It  would 
be  competent  for  the  Commission  to  forward  to  the  Attorney-General  a  transcript 
of  the  testimony  taken  in  the  pending  hearing  before  the  Commission  and  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Attorney-General  to  the  condition  of  the  company's  franchise 
and  to  the  testimony  which  shows  failure  to  comply  with  that  condition. 

There  is  a  possible  objection  to  this  procedure  In  the  fact  that  the  annulment  of 
the  franchise  might  wipe  out  trackage  rights  which  the  Fniton  Street  Company 
has  over  portions  of  Fulton  street  and  that  it  might  be  impossible  for  a  new  com- 
pany to  procure  those  rights  from  the  companies  that  control  them.  The  franchise 
of  the  Fulton  Street  Railroad  Company  covers  the  entire  length  of  Fulton  street. 
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but  there  are  several  sections  of  track  in  that  street  which  do  not  belong  to  that 
company  and  over  which  that  company  has  been  operating  under  trackage  agree- 
ment with  other  companies.  On  the  northerly  or  westbound  track  there  is  a  section 
of  eight  hundred  forty-six  (846)  feet,  from  a  point  one  hundred  twenty  (120)  feet 
west  of  Broadway  to  Greenwich  street,  belonging  to  the  Ninth  Avenue  Railroad 
company,  and  on  the  southerly  or  eastbound  track  there  is  a  section  of  ten  hundred 
thirty  (1030)  feet  between  Washington  street  and  the  said  point  one  hundred 
twenty  (120)  feet  west  of  Broadway  belonging  to  the  Ninth  Avenue  Railroad 
Company.  Section  102  of  the  Railroad  Law,  as  well  as  traffic  conditions  in  C\tIton 
street^  precludes  the  possibility  of  laying  an  additional  track  beside  the  track  of 
the  Ninth  Avenue  Railroad  Company ;  and  the  power  to  compel  one  road  to  allow 
another  to  use  its  tracks  is  limited  to  cases  in  which  the  track  desired  to  be  used 
Is  one  thousand  (1,000)  feet  or  less. 

If,  therefore,  the  trackage  rights  now  enjoyed  by  the  Pulton  Street  Railroad 
Company  over  the  tracks  of  the  Ninth  Avenue  Company  were  destroyed,  as  I  appre- 
hend they  would  be  by  the  forfeiture  of  the  franchise  to  which  they  are  incident, 
there  would  be  a  stretch  of  ten  hundred  thirty  (1030)  feet  on  the  southerly  track 
where  it  would  be  impossible  for  a  new  company  to  operate  a  road  without  the 
consent  of  a  company  that  is  affiliated  with  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Com- 
pany and  that  would  possibly  be  interested  in  defeating  the  construction  of  a  new 
road.  In  such  a  case  the  only  alternative  would  be  to  run  the  new  line  through 
some  other  street  than  E\ilton  street  for  part  at  least  of  its  eastbound  route  be- 
tween Washington  street  and  Broadway. 

(2)  The  method  of  proceeding  against  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company 
by  hearing  order  for  the  purpose  of  requiring  them  to  resume  operation  on  Fulton 
street  would  seem  likely  to  bring  about  a  more  speedy  resumption  than  the  first 
method  considered.  The  contract  of  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company 
with  the  Fulton  Street  Railroad  Company  does  not  appear  to  have  been  abrogated ; 
the  Metropolitan  Company  still  has  a  right  to  operate  over  the  Fulton  street,  line, 
and  an  order  directing  the  Metropolitan  Company  and  Its  receivers  to  operate  said 
line  might  be  sustained  on  the  ground  of  public  necessity,  unless  it  should  appear 
that  compliance  with  such  an  order  would  involve  substantial  loss. 

(3)  The  third  alternative  of  awaiting  the  completion  of  the  foreclosure  action 
has,  like  the  second  alternative,  the  advantage  of  preserving  a  line  through  Fulton 
street.  In  one  way.  It  would  thus  be  more  desirable  than  the  first  alternative 
from  the  point  of  view  of  public  convenience  as  well  as  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  holders  of  Fulton  Street  Railroad  bonds,  which  are  outstanding  to  the  amount 
of  $500,000. 

In  another  respect,  however,  the  completion  of  the  foreclosure  and  the  assump- 
tion of  operation  on  Fulton  street  by  a  new  company  might  Involve  a  disadvantage 
to  the  public.  The  present  franchise  entitles  the  company  to  charge  a  five-cent 
fare,  and  if  the  road  were  operated  under  the  old  franchise  by  a  company  other 
than  the  Metropolitan,  there  would  be  no  means  of  compelling  a  transfer  to  and 
from  north  and  south  lines,  unless  by  an  order  for  joint  rates  similar  to  the  order 
made  in  the  pending  Fiftynlnth  street  litigation. 

In  case  the  franchise  should  be  annulled  it  might  be  possible  to  effect  the  forma- 
tion of  a  new  company  which  would  operate  through  Fulton  street  or  adjacent 
streets  for  a  fare  less  than  five  cents,  in  view  of  the  short  run  on  that  route. 

Respectfully  yours, 

(Signed)  CEO.  S.  COLEMAN. 

Counsel  to  the  Oommiasion. 

•[The  franchise  of  the  company  ought  to  be  annulled  for  non-user.] 
Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  December  29,  1908.) 
COMMissioxBB  Maltbie: — 

This  matter  came  before  the  Commission  through  the  filing  of  a  petition  signed 
by  some  four  hundred  persons,  firms  and  corporations,  praying  for  the  resumption 
of  service  upon  the  Fulton  street  line.  The  communication  was  referred  to  the 
receiver  of  the  Fulton  Street  Railroad  Company,  who  replied  that  he  had  been 
unable  to  locate  any  funds  belonging  to  the  company,  or  to  procure  any  money 
with  which  to  undertake  the  operation  of  the  road.  An  order  for  a  hearing  upon 
November  5th  was  issued  by  the  Commission  upon  October  23d.  Hearings  were 
held  at  which  there  appeared  representatives  of  the  complainants  and  of  the 
receivers  for  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company,  Mr.  Gilbert  H.  Montague, 
receiver  of  the  company,  and  Mr.  William  C.  Herbert,  of  counsel  to  the  receiver, 
besides  the  various  experts  from  the  staff  of  the  Commission.  From  the  evidence 
presented  at  these  hearings  and  the  documents  upon  file  In  this  office,  the  following 
facts  appear. 

The  franchUe  under  which  cars  have  been  operated  upon  the  Fulton  street  line 
was  granted  to  the  North  and  Bast  River  Railway  Company  in  1887,  this  company 


*  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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being  the  successful  bidder  at  the  public  auction  of  the  franchise  by  the  comp- 
troller in  May  of  that  year.  The  company  agreed  to  pay  35  per  cent,  of  its  gro8» 
receipts  for  the  franchise  In  addition  to  the  statutory  minimum,  but  no  payment 
was  ever  made,  and  in  18d3  an  act  of  the  Legislature  authorized  the  Sinking 
Fund  Commission  of  the  city  to  modify  this  obligation.  Two  years  later  (1895) 
the  Commission  reduced  the  compensation  to  5%  per  cent. —  %  of  1  per  cent,  above 
the  statutory  minimum. 

The  route  covered  by  the  franchise  extends  from  South  street  through  Fulton 
street  to  West  street,  and  thence  along  West  street  to  and  connecting  with  the 
Cortlandt  street  Ferry  and  the  Chambers  street  ferry,  but  the  company  has  never 
laid  track  upon  all  of  this  route.  The  franchise  provided  among  other  things 
that  cars  should  be  run  "as  frequently  as  the  convenience  of  the  public  may 
require";  that  .the  fare  charged  should  not  be  more  than  five  cents  from  any 
point  on  Its  route  to  any  other  point  on  its  route  or  to  any  point  on  any  route 
connecting  therewith,  or  vice  versa;  that  the  company  should  repair  and  maintain 
the  portion  of  the  street  between  the  tracks  and  the  rails  and  for  a  space  two 
feet  outside  of  the  rails;  that  the  company  should  remove  entirely  from  the  street 
the  snow  and  Ice  upon  the  portion  of  the  streets  occupied  by  it;  that  any  motive 
power  might  be  used,  subject  to  approval,  except  steam;  and  that  the  plans  upon 
which  the  road  was  to  be  built  should  be  the  Bentley-Knight  Electric  Railway 
Company   plans. 

Lease  to  Metropolitan  Co. —  The  North  and  East  River  Railway  Company  seems 
not  to  have  had  a  very  successful  career,  for  Its  property  was  foreclosed  and  sold 
by  referee  on  October  18,  18%,  to  John  H.  0*Rourke  for  $50,000.  There  is  no 
Inventory  of  the  property,  but  It  could  not  have  been  very  extensive,  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  the  company  had  issued  $300,000  of  stock  and  $250,000  of 
bonds,  for  the  report  made  to  the  railroad  commissioners  for  the  period  ending 
June  30,  1896,  stated  that  there  were  1.02  miles  of  single  track,  and  ten  cars  and 
sixty  horses  belonging  to  the  line.  Within  two  weeks  Mr.  O'Rourke  transferred 
what  property  he  purchased  to  the  Fulton  Street  Railroad  Company,  Just  Incor- 
porated, and  received  In  return  securities  of  a  par  value  of  $1,000,000.  Of  this 
amount  $500,000  Were  in  stock,  and  $500,000  in  100-year,  four  per  cent,  first 
mortgage  bonds.  Early  in  1896  all  of  the  stock  found  its  way  into  the  hands  of 
the  Metropolitan  Traction  Company,  and  from  thence  it  went  to  the  Metropolitan 
Street  Railway  Company,  etc.  Following  this  change  in  stock  ownership,  the 
Metropolitan  Company  entered  into  an  agreement  with  the  Fulton  Street  Railroad 
Company  for  the  operation  of  Its  property.  The  Metropolitan  Company  agreed, 
in  consideration  of  the  lease  which  was  to  run  1,000  years,  to  guarantee  the  pay- 
ment of  the  principal  and  interest  of  the  bonds,  due  in  1995.  At  present  $300,000 
of  the  bonds  are  held  by  the  Equitable  Life  Assurance  Society,  and  the  remaining 
$200,000  are  in  the  hands  of  various  persons. 

Results  of  Operation. —  From  early  in  1806  to  June  1,  1008,  the  lines  of  the 
Fulton  Street  Railroad  Company  were  operated  by  the  Metropolitan  Street 
Railway  Company  or  its  successors,  who  paid  the  Interest  on  the  bonds  as  a 
rental  for  the  property  ($20,000  per  annum  —  from  30  to  70  per  cent,  of  the  gross 
receipts  on  the  line).  Upon  June  1st  the  receivers  for  the  Metropolitan  Company 
ceased  to  operate  horse  cars  upon  the  line,  and  a  receiver  was  later  appointed 
by  the  State  court  to  take  charge  of  the  property  of  the  Fulton  Street  Railroad 
Company.  During  the  year  ending  June  30,  1907,  530.668  revenue  passengers  and 
230,2^6  transfer  passengers  were  carried  upon  the  line,  which  shows  that  the 
operation  of  cnrs  upon  this  road  was  of  convenience  to  a  considerable  number  of 
people,  a  number  perhaps  larger  than  was  to  be  expected  In  view  of  the  character 
of  the  service. 

Property  of  Company. —  According  to  sworn  reports  made  to  this  Commission, 
the  Fulton  Street  Railroad  Company  owns  1.05  miles  of  single  track,  horse-car 
line,  and  this  Is  all  the  track  It  owns.  The  sworn  reports  made  to  the  Railroad 
Commission  for  previous  years  state  that  the  company  owned  at  various  times 
from  seven  to  thirteen  cars  and  from  forty-two  to  sixty-flve  horses.  In  the  course 
of  the   attempt  to   discover  what  had   happened  so  suddenly  to  these  cars   imd 
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hones  why  they  were  reported  one  year  and  not  the  next  —  the  officials  of  the 
Metropolitan  Company  testifled  that  the  question  of  actual  ownership  was  a  ques- 
tion for  the  courts,  that  the  cars  and  horses  received  from  the  Fulton  street  com- 
pany in  1886  had  ceased  to  have  an  existence,  that  they  'had  been  replaced  by  the 
Metropolitan  Company  from  time  to  time,  that  the  number  assigned  to  the  Fulton 
street  line  from  their  general  sto6k  had  varied  from  year  to  year  according  to 
the  demands  of  traffic  on  that  line,  that  the  reports  sworn  to  were  made  without 
consulting  counsel  as  to  the  legal  ownership  of  these  cars  and  horses,  and  that 
the  true  meaning  of  the  .reports  is  that  so  many  cars  and  horses  had  merely  been 
iUBiffned  for  use  on  the  line.  It  is  true  that  there  is  a  legal  question  involved, 
and  if  the  attitude  of  the  receivers  of  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company 
Is  correct,  the  Fulton  Street  Company  has  no  rolling  stoclc  or  horses.  No  steps 
are  being  taken  by  the  receiver  of  the  Fulton  Street  Company  to  have  this  question 
Immediately  settled  by  the  courts. 

Trackage  Rights.  Besides  certain  books  and  papers,  now  in  his  possession,  the 
receiver  has  stated  that  he  has  been  unable  to  locate  any  other  property  or  funds. 
The  counsel  to  the  Commission  has  examined  the  numerous  documents  that  have 
been  produced  at  the  bearings  to  discover  if  possible  whether  the  Fulton  Street 
Railroad  Company  has  any  trackage  rights  of  value  over  lines  belonging  to  other 
companies.  It  appears,  as  stated  above,  that  the  Fulton  Street  Company  has 
never  built  tracks  over  the  entire  route  covered  by  the  franchise.  Other  com- 
panies claim  to  have  franchises  over  parts  of  this  route  also,  and  have  laid  tracks. 
As  a  result,  neither  the  Fulton  Street  Company  nor  any  other  company  owns 
either  the  north  or  south  track  on  Fulton  street  from  river  to  river.  The  Fulton 
Street  Company  owns  the  south  track  from  West  street  to  Washington  street 
and  from  120  feet  west  of  Broadway  to  South  street.  The  link  between  these  two 
sections  is  owned  by  the  Ninth  Avenue  Railroad  Company.  The  north  track  is 
owned  by  the  Fulton  Street  Company  from  West  street  to  Greenwich  street  and 
from  12D  feet  west  of  Broadway  to  William  street.  The  section  between  is 
owned  by  the  Ninth  Avenue  Company  and  the  easterly  end  by  the  Bleecker 
Street  and  Fulton  Ferry  Railroad  Company.  The  tracks  on  West  street  are 
owned  by  the  Central  Park,  North  and  Eiast  River  Railroad  Company.  Hence, 
when  a  car  is  run  over  the  entire  route  of  the  franchise  of  the  Fulton  Street 
Company,  It  changes  from  tracks  owned  by  one  company  to  those  of  another 
eight  times,  involving  four  companies.  When  the  Metropolitan  Company  operated 
ears  in  Fulton  street,  the  situation  was  simple,  as  it  was  the  lessee  of  all  four 
companies;  but  if  the  receiver  of  the  Fulton  Street  Company  were  to  attempt  to 
operate  now,  he  would  be  obliged  to  make  an  agreement  with  the  Metropolitan 
Company  for  use  of  tracks  leased  by  it,  or  to  find  trackage  rights  in  contracts 
handed   down  from  an  earlier  period. 

There  has  been  found  an  agreement  between  the  Bleecker  Street  and  Fulton 
Ferry  Railroad  Company  (and  the  Twenty-third  Street  Railway  Company  its 
lessee)  and  the  North  and  Bast  River  Railway  Company  —  the  predecessor  of  the 
Fulton  Street  Company.  It  is  dated  October  16,  1888,  and  provides  that  the  North 
and  East  River  Company  may  use  the  tracks  of  the  first  named  company  from 
William  street  to  South  street  (about  one-third  of  a  mile)  for  some  eighty-six 
years  upon  payment  of  |5,0(X)  per  annum,  all  charges  for  reconstruction,  main- 
tenance and  repairs  to  be  borne  by  the  operating  company.  If  the  Twenty-third 
Street  Company  should  elect  to  use  the  tracks  of  the  North  and  East  River  Com- 
pany between  Broadway  and  South  street,  it  might  do  so,  paying  the  same  rental. 
In  1896,  this  agreement  was  modified,  the  rental  to  be  paid  by  the  Fulton  Street 
Company  being  reduced  to  $375  per  year. 

Under  an  agreement  dated  July  1,  1890,  to  run  for  thirty  years,  the  Ninth  Ave- 
nue Railroad  Company  granted  to  the  North  and  East  River  Company  rights  to 
operate  over  the  tracks  of  the  former  from  Broadway  and  Washington  street  to 
West  street  (equivalent  to  over  one-third  of  a  mile  of  single  track)  at  an  annual 
rental  of  $2,000.  The  latter  company  was  to  reconstruct  the  track,  maintain 
it,  etc. 
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Upon  May  2d  of  the  same  year,  the  Central  Park,  North  and  East  River  Rail- 
road Company  gave  the  same  company  trackage  rights  on  West  street  from 
Falton  street  to  Cortlandt  street  ferry  and  from  Pulton  street  to  Barclay  street 
ferry.  The  rental  was  fixed  at  $2  per  year  per  linear  foot  of  double  track,  equivalent 
to  $5,280  per  mile  of  single  track,  and  was  to  be  subject  to  readjustment  every 
ten  years.  Agreement  runs  until  1960,  but  as  it  was  made  nontransferrable,  it  is 
probable  that  the  Fulton  Street  Company  has  no  rights  thereunder.  By  another 
agreement  of  the  same  date,  the  North  and  East  River  Company  agreed  to  aban- 
don *'  al>  claim  and  right  at  any  time  hereafter  to  extend  or  continue  its  route 
on  West  street  from  said  Barclay  street  to  said  Chambers  street.** 

Bummary.  If  these  contracts  are  still  valid,  the  Fulton  Street  Company  owns 
trackage  or  has  trackage  rights,  by  paying  |2,375  per  year,  for  the  entire  length 
of  Fulton  street  from  river  to  river,  and  cars  could  be  operated  thereon  at  once. 
No  cars  have  been  operated  regularly  over  any  of  the  lines  since  June  2d  of  this 
year,  except  between  Church  and  Greenwich  streets  where  electric  cars  are  run, 
and  the  receiver  of  the  Fulton  Street  Company  has  stated  at  the  hearings  that  he 
has  no  funds  and  that  the  bondholders  have  thus  far  refused  to  raise  funds  to 
purchase  cars  and  horses  for  operation.  The  stock  has  been  fully  paid  in,  and  as 
the  bonds  far  exceed  the  value  of  the  physical  property,  it  is  probably  imprac- 
ticable to  expect  the  stockholders  to  furnish  any  money  or  to  attempt  to  sell  a 
further  issue  of  bonds,  even  If  the  Commission  had  authority  to  direct  this  to  be 
done.  The  Metropolitan  Company  ceased  to  operate  the  line  largely  because  of 
the  heavy  rental  (Interest  charge),  and* It  would  seem  that  a  company  is  In  a  pre- 
carious condition  financially  that  has*  $1,000,000  In  securities  outstanding  which 
are  represented  by  a  mile  of  single  track,  by  trackage  rights  as  above  described, 
and  by  a  franchise  for  which  nothing  properly  chargeable  to  capital  was  paid  to 
the  city.  It  may  be  that  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company  is  obligated 
to  pay  the  Interest  on  the  bonds,  but  this  question  is  to  be  litigated;  and  even  if 
the  contention  of  the  bondholders  Is  correct,  It  will  furnish  no  immediate  solution 
of  the  problem.  In  my  opinion,  therefore.  It  would  be  futile  to  order  the  com- 
pany to  operate  cars. 

Rccommcndafion.     There  are  four  courses  of  action  open   to  the  Commission  : — 

1.  To  postpone  final  decision  until  the  consummation  of  the  foreclosure  action 
now  pending,  or  until  a  scheme  for  reorganization  has  been  worked  out  by  the 
corporations   concerned.   . 

2.  To  Issue  an  order  against  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company  and  Its 
receivers  to  resume  operation  under  the  contract  made  with  the  Fulton  Street 
Railroad   Company. 

3.  To  Issup  an  order  against  the  Fulton  Street  Railroad  Company  and  its 
receiver,   requiring  adequate  service  upon  the  line. 

4.  To  request  the  Attorney-General  to  Institute  an  action  to  annul  the  fran- 
chise of  the  Fulton  Street  Rallfoad  Company  for  nonuser. 

The  first  course  of  procedure  seems  unwise.  The  foreclosure  suit  Is  not  being 
pushed  rapidly,  and  no  one  can  prophesy  when  it  will  be  finally  settled.  The 
complete  reorganization  of  the  roads  is  also  some  distance  in  the  future,  and  no 
one  can  fix  a.  definite  date  when  It  will  be  accomplished.  The  line  carried  in 
1906-7  over  750,000  passengers,  and  the  petition  presented  to  the  Commission  con- 
tains the  names  of  some  400  persons,  firms  and  corporations  who  are  affected.  I 
have  also  been  advised  that  a  company  will  be  organized  to  operate  a  road  in 
Fulton  street  If  a  franchise  can  be  secured.  In  view  of  these  facts,  it  would 
seem  unwise  to  postpone  for  an  Indefinite  period  the  adoption  of  any  plan  which 
would  bring  relief. 

The  second  suggestion  is  probably  futile.  The  Fulton  street  line  cannot  be 
operated  successfully  without  rights  over  the  tracks  belonging  to  other  companies. 
As  pointed  out  above,  one  of  the.  agreements  for  trackage  rights  was  made  non- 
transferrable and  can  not  be  enforced  by  the  Fulton  Street  Company  or  any  one 
representing  it.  It  is  a  question  whether  the  others  could  be  utlllEed,  especially 
if  the  Metropolitan  Company  should  be  unwilling  to  operate,  as  is  clearly  the 
case. 
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If  tbe  contract  between  the  Metropolitan  Company  and  the  Fultoii  Street  Com- 
pany were  enforced,  it  would  require  the  payment  of  $20,000  In  Interest  upon  the 
bonds  outstanding  as  a  rental.  It  is  possible  that  the  contract  made  in  1886  obli- 
gates the  Metropolitan  Company  to  pay  this  interest  regardless  of  the  operation 
of  the  road.  If  such  is  the  case,  the  Metropolitan  Company  might  wish  to  operate 
if  there  would  be  any  excess  of  receipts  over  operating  expenses.  However,  the 
rental  is  so  out  of  proportion  to  the  value  of  the  physical  property,  that  it  would 
seem  unwise  for  the  Commission  to  take  any  action  which  would  directly  or  indi- 
rectly indicate  that  the  contract  was  a  proper  one,  that  it  should  be  executed 
and  that  the  rental  was  reasonable. 

The  third  course  might  seem  to  be  the  most  natural  one  to  pursue;  but  the 
receiver  has  no  rolling  stock  and  no  funds  with  which  to  purchase  cars.  The 
6tock  of  the  company  is  fully  paid-up  and  nonassessable.  The  bondholders  have 
been  asked  to  furnish  funds  and  have  refused.  It  is  possible  that  the  interest  on 
the  bonds  might  be  used  if  it  were  paid  by  the  Metropolitan  Company  to  the 
receiver,  but  the  Metropolitan  Company  has  refused  payment.  It  is  likely,  there- 
fore, that  any  order  against  the  receiver  would  be  futile  and  would  only  compli- 
cate the  situation  without  giving  relief  or  making  progress. 

Further,  as  Just  stated,  the  Fulton  Street  Company  does  not  own  continuous 
trackage;  it  owns  several  disconnected  sections.  Its  title  to  trackage  rights  over 
the  lines  of  other  companies  Is  weak,  especially  against  companies  that  are  some- 
what hostile.  Under  such  conditions,  it  would  doubtless  be  impossible  to  operate 
a  line  of  cars  from  river  to  river. 

TVe  are  brought,  therefore,  to  the  fourth  course,  which  appears  to  be  the  only 
one  that  will  be  productive  of  any  immediate  results.  For  seven  months  neither 
the  Fulton  Street  Company  nor  Its  receiver  nor  the  receivers  for  the  Metropolitan 
Company  have  operated  cars  over  the  Fulton  street  route.  The  franchise  granted 
by  the  city  expressly  provides  that  cars  '*  shall  be  run  as  frequently  as  the  con- 
venience of  ihe  public  may  require."  It  is  clear,  therefore,  that  the  requirements 
of  the  franchise  have  been  violated  and  that  the  Attorney-General  could  very 
properly  bring  a  suit  for  the  annulment  of  the  grant. 

I  recommend,  therefore,  that  the  Commission  communicate  with  the  Attorney- 
General,  forward  him  a  transcript  of  the  testimony  taken  at  the  hearings,  and 
request  that  he  bring  an  action  to  annul  the  franchise  rights  upon  Fulton  street. 
It  was  ordered  that  the  recommendation  contained  in  the  last  paragraph  he 
complied  with.  

Lrong  Island  Railroad  Company.  —  Proposed  discontinuance  of 

annex  boat  plying  between  Long  Island  City  and  Pier  8, 

East  river. 

Complaint  Order  No.  688. 
Opinion  of  Counsel. 
Hearing  Order  No.   701. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 
Dismissal  Order  No.  841. 
Complaint  of  Louis  WiNDMULLEa, 
against 
The  Long  Island  Railroad  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  688   (see  form,  note  1)   issued  August  21st. 
Hearing  Order  No.  701  (see  form,  note  3)   issued  August  28th. 
No  hearing  held. 

Opinion  op  Counsel. 

October  28,  1908. 
Hon.  E^WABD  M.  Bassett,  Commisaioner. 

Sib. —  I  have  received  your  favor  of  September  23d,  transmitting  papers  In  the 
matter  of  the  proposed  discontinuance  of  the  Wall  Street  Annex  ferry  of  the  Long 
Island  Railroad  Company,  and  asking  for  an  opinion  in  writing  whether  I  see  any 
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ground  upon  which  the  Commission  after  discontinuance  of  the  ferry  can  order  its 
reinstatement ;  also  whether  I  see  anjr  grounds  upon  which  the  Commission  may 
order  the  company  not  to  discontinue  the  ferry  service. 

I  am  informed  that  since  your  letter  was  written  this  ferry  service  has  been 
discontinued.  However,  in  answer  to  the  second  question  1  would  say  that  in  my 
opinion  the  Commission  would  have  no  power  to  make  an  order  prior  to  any  pro- 
posed discontinuance  of  service  directing  the  company  not  to  discontinue  the  service. 
Section  48,  subdivislpn  2  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  provides  that  upon 
complaint  in  writing  setting  forth  "  any  act  or  thing  done  or  omitted  to  be  done  " 
in  violation  of  any  provision  of  law  or  of  tlie  terms  and  conditions  of  the  company's 
franchise  or  charter,  the  Commission  may  proceed  as  set  forth  in  that  section  "  and 
lake  such  action  within  its  powers  as  the  facts  justify."  The  language  used  indi- 
cates clearly  that  no  power  is  granted  to  make  an  order  in  a  case  of  threatened 
violation  of  law  or  of  the  terras  and  conditions  of  the  company's  franchise  or  char- 
ter, but  only  in  a  case  where  a  violation  has  actually  occurred.  However,  in  this 
connection  I  would  call  attention  to  secth.n  7u  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions 
Law  under  which  the  Commission  could  proceed  in  case  of  a  threatened  violation 
of  law.     This  section  is  in  part  as  follows : 

"  Whenever  either  Commission  shall  be  of  opinion  that  o  connnon  carrier, 
railroad  corporation  or  street  railroad  corporation  subject  to  its  supervision  is 
failing  or  omitting  or  about  to  fall  or  omit  to  do  anything  required  of  it  by 
law  or  by  order  of  the  Commission,  or  is  doing  anything  or  about  to  do  any- 
thing or  permitting  anything  or  al>out  to  permit  anything  to  be  done,  contrary 
to  or  in  violation  of  law  or  of  any  order  of  the  Commission,  it  shall  direct 
counsel  to  the  Commission  to  commence  an  action  or  proc<»odlng  in  the  supreme 
court  of  the  state  of  New  York  in  the  name  of  the  Commission  for  the  purpose 
of  having  such  violations  or  threatened  violations  stopped  and  prevented  either 
by  mandamus  or  injunction." 

Does  the  discontinuance  of  the  ferry  mentioned  constitute  a  violation  of  law  or 
of  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  company's  franchise  or  charter?  T'nless  such 
discontinuance  constitutes  such  a  vlolafhm  the  Commission  has  no  power  to  act  in 
the  matter. 

It  is  claimed  by  the  railroad  company  that  ihe  ferry  service  mentioned  was  insti- 
tuted by  the  company  as  a  voluntary  matter ;  that  the  company  is  under  no  con- 
tractual obligation  to  operate  the  ferry  ;  that  there  Is  no  obligation  In  the  charter 
or  franchise  under  which  the  company  operates  reciulring  it  to  operate  this  ferry  ; 
and  that  the  company  has  a  right  to  discontinue  the  service  at  any  time  and  sur- 
render such  franchise  rights  as  it  may  have  to  operate  the  same. 

The  original  charter  of  the  Long  Island  llallroad  Company  does  not  In  any  way 
authorize  use  by  the  company  of  ferry  boats  between  Hunter's  I'oint  and  the  city 
of  New  York,  although  section  22  of  the  charter  authorizes  the  company  to  "  pur- 
chase or  employ  one  or  more  steamboats  for  the  conveyance  of  pas.sengers  and  goods 
between  the  eastern  termination  of  said  railroad  and  any  other  railroad  Incorpo- 
rated by  the  Legislatures  of  (Connecticut  or  Rhode  Island."  However,  on  April  IS. 
1850.  an  act  was  passed,  entitled  "An  act  supplementary  to  the  charter  of  the 
Long  Island  Railroad  Company,"  section  r»  of  which  Is  claimed  to  authorize  the 
use  of  ferry  boats  b^'twetn  Hunter's  Point  and  New  York  city,  and  hence  to  author- 
ize the  use  of  such  boats  upon  the  line  in  question. 

This  section  Is  as  follows: 

*'  The  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  may  also  purchase  or  employ  one 
or  more  steamboats  or  lighters  for  the  conveyance  of  their  pa8.sengers  aud 
freight  lK»tween  the  steam  terminus  of  their  road  at  Hunter's  Point  and  the 
city  of  New  York  :  provided  that  the  same  shall  In  no  manner  interfere  with 
the  rit'hts  of  the  mavor,  aldermen  and  commonalty  of  the  city  of  New  York." 
(L.  18r,l),  ch.  444,  I  5.) 

It  is  not  entirely  clear  whether  the  Leerlslature  intended  to  antliorize  the  com- 
pany to  operate  a  ferry  or  whether  It  Intended  merely  to  give  the  company  power 
to  purcbnse  or  hire  boats,  so  that  such  action  by  the  company  could  not  be  claimed 
to  be  ultra  vires. 

The  decision  of  the  T'nited  States  Sunreme  Court  In  December.  l^oS,  th^it  the 
purchase  bv  a  railroad  company  of  a  steamboat  to  run  in  connection  with  the 
railroad  where  no  power  to  make  such  purchase  had  boon  granted  by  the  Legislature, 
was  ultrn  vires,  may  have  accounted  for  the  enactment  of  this  section. 

Pearce  v.  Madison  &  Indianapolis  R.  R.  Co.  and  Peru  and  Indian- 
apolis R.  R.  Co.,  02  U.  S.    (21   How.)   441. 

Whatever  may  be  the  proper  constmctlon  of  this  sr'ctlon.  there  would  seem  to  be 
no  que^-'tlon  that  under  sect'on  r)4  of  the  Railrond  Ijiw.  the  company  is  given  full 
power  to  ourchase  .nnd  hire  boat'*  and  to  onorate  the  same,  as  a  ferry  over  the  route 
in  que«»tlon  provided  It  can  procnro  the  nec«»ssnry  franchise  rights  from  the  city  of 
New  York.     This  section  is  as  follows : 

"Any  steam  railroad  corporation  incorporated  under  the  laws  of  this  state, 
with  a  terminus  In  the  harbor  of  New  York,  may  purchase  or  lease  boats  pro- 
pelled by  steam  or  otherwise,  and  operate  the  same  as  a  ferry  or  otherwise, 
over  the  waters  of  the  bnrbor  of  Now  York,  but  this  section  shall  not  be  con- 
strued to  affect  the  rights  of  the  cities  of  New  York  and  Brooklyn." 


McClenahan,  ferry  leases  and  railroad  grants,  (1860)  p.  5. 
New  York  v.  Starin,  (lfc87)   106  N.  Y.  1. 
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By  the  Montgomerle  Charter  of  1730  full  power  is  granted  to  the  Mayor,  Alde» 
men  and  Commonalty  of  the  City  of  New  York  to  control  all  ferries  that  may 
be  established  between  Manhattan  Island  and  Nassau  Island  (now  Long  Island)  and 
!t  is  provided  that  no  one  without  the  consent,  grant  or  license  of  said  city  shall 
have  any  control  over  the  ferries  or  possess  any  power  in  regard  to  them. 
Montgomerie  Charter,   §S   15,  37. 

These  powers  over  ferries  have  been  continued  and  strengthened  in  subsequent 
McClenahan,  fe 
Mayor  etc.,  of 

Section  71  of  the  present  charter  is  as  follows : 

"  The  rights  of  the  city  in  and  to  its  water  front,  ferries,  wharf  property, 
land  under  water,  public  landings,  wharves,  docks,  streets,  avenues,  parks,  and 
all  other  public  places  are  hereby  declared  to  be  inalienable." 

Section  826  of  this  charter  provides  that  the  board  of  docks  shall  have  power 
to  lease  the  franchise  of  any  ferry  or  ferries  belonging  to  the  city  and  also  to 
Ic^se  along  with  such  franchise  the  wharf  property,  including  wharves,  piers,  bulk- 
heads and  structures  thereon  and  slips,  docks,  and  water  fronts  adjacent  thereto, 
used  or  required  for  the  purposes  thereof ;  all  leases  to  be  subject  to  the  approval 
of  the  commissioners  of  the  sinking  fund. 

We  will  now  inquire  whether  the  company  has  acquired  from  the  city  of  New  York 
any  franchise  for  the  operation  of  the  Wall  Street  Annex  Ferry. 

Under  date  of  September  14,  1908,  Mr.  Delos  F.  Wilcox,  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of 
Franchises  of  the  Commission  made  a  report  concerning  this  matter  which  indicates 
that  the  contention  of  the  company  is  correct  and  that  the  company  has  no  fran- 
chise for  the  operation  of  this  line.  Mr.  Wilcox  states  that  he  is  informed  by  the 
Dock  Department  of  the  City  of  New  York  that  the  company  has  no  arrangement 
with  the  city  whatever  in  regard  to  this  service.  He  says :  "  The  Long  Island 
Railroad  Co.  is  enabled  to  land  its  passengers  at  Pier  8  through  an  arrangement 
with  the  lessee  of  this  pier,  an  arrangement  similar  in  kind  to  that  which  any 
excursion  boat  might  make.  The  old  Pine  Street  Ferry  franchise  expired  January 
1,  1006,  and  was  not  renewed.  The  present  annex  service  was  substituted  for  the 
I*ine  Street  Ferry  Service." 

The  company  having  had  no  franchise  from  the  City  of  New  York  for  the  opera- 
tion of  this  line,  the  abandonment  of  the  line  could  not  constitute  a  violation  of  the 
provlslous  of  any  city  franchise.  Unless,  therefore,  the  abandonment  constituted  a 
violation  of  the  charter  or  of  the  laws  above  mentioned,  the  Commission  Is  without 
power  to  order  the  restoration  of  the  line. 

The  charter  itself  has  not  been  violated,  as  it  contains  no  provision  with  refer- 
ence to  the  ferry  mentioned.  Has  there  been  a  violation  of  section  5  of  the  Supple- 
mental Act  of  1859,  or  of  section  54  of  the  Railroad  Law?  In  my  opinion  there 
has  been  none.  In  my  opinion  these  statutes  are  permissive  only,  and  not  manda- 
tory. A  supplement  to  a  charter  or  a  general  law,  unless  containing  mandatory 
language,  generally  amounts  to  a  mere  license.  There  is  a  clear  distinction  between 
statutes  which  are  mandatory  and  these  which  arc  permissive  only. 
Elliott  on  Railroads,  Vol.  I,  §  69. 

Northern  Pacific  Railroad  v.  Dustln,  142  U.  S.  492,  499. 
People  V.  N.  Y.,  L.  E.  &  W.  K.  R.  Co.,  104  N.   Y.,  58. 

If  either  of  the  statutes  be  regarded  as  mandatory,  it  seems  to  me  the  company 
is  complying  therewith  as  long  as  it  operates  a  ferry  line  between  Long  Island  City 
and  Manhattan.  It  still  operates  the  Thirty-Fourth  Street  ferry  line  between  these 
points.  However,  in  my  opinion  these  statutes  amount  to  a  license  to  the  company 
to  operate  ferries  or  not,  at  its  option,  provided  it  can  obtain  a  franchise  from  the 
proper  municipal  authorities  permitting  it  to  do  so.  As  has  been  seen,  no  munici- 
pal franchise  had  been  procured.  The  companv,  therefore,  In  discontinuing  the  line 
mentioned  was  not  guilty  of  any  violation  of  these  statutes,  and  was  within  its 
rights  in  discontinuing  the  service,  and  the  Commission  Is  without  power  to  order 
the  restoration  thereof. 

Assuming  that  the  Wall  Street  Annex  Ferrv  constituted  a  part  of  the  railroad 
and  that  the  company  had  a  valid  franchise  therefor,  the  company  might  be  within 
its  rights  in  discontinuing  the  line.  It  has  been  held  that  a  railroad  company  which 
has  a  valid  franchise  may  discontinue  a  portion  of  its  line  which  entails  great 
expense  without  adequate  return  as  long  as  it  still  operates  a  line  which  substan- 
tially accommodates  the  people  of  the  State. 

People  v.  R.   W.   &  O.   R.   R.   Co.,  103  N.  Y.,  95. 
People  ex  rel.  Linton  v.  Brooklyn  Heights  R.  R,  Co.,  69  App.  Div., 
549. 

The  Wall  Street  Annex  Ferry  concededly  did  not  pay,  and  the  claim  is  made  thai 
the  people  are  substantially  accommodated  by  the  Thirty-Fourth  Street  Ferry, 
which  is  still  operated  by  the  railroad  company,  and  there  is  some  evidence  to 
indicate  that  this  is  true. 

For  the  reasons  stated.  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  there  are  no  grounds  upon 
which  the  Commission  can  order  the  restoration  of  the  ferry. 

Respectfully   yours, 
{Signed)  GEO.  S.  COLEMAN, 

Counsel  io  the  Commission. 

•IThe  Company  is  under  no  obligation  to  maintain  a  ferry  service  for  which  it 
has  never  received  a  franchise.] 


'  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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OPiNio>f  OP  Commission. 
(Adopted  November  20,  1908). 
Commissioner  Bassktt: — 

This  is  a  complaint  made  pursuant  to  section  48,  subd.  2  of  the  Public  Service 
Commissions  Act.  The  complainant  alleged  that  the  Long  Island  Bailroad  Com- 
pany threatened  to  discontinue  its  ferry  service  between  Long  Island  City  and 
Pier  No.   8,  East  River. 

Section  48,  subd.  2,  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  provides  that  upon 
complaint  in  writing  setting  forth  "any  act  or  thing  done  or  omitted  to  be 
done  *'  in  violation  of  nny  provision  of  law  or  of  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
company's  franchise  or  charter,  the  Commission  may  proceed  as  set  forth  in  that 
section  *'  and  talte  such  action  within  Its  powers  as  the  facts  Justify.**  The 
language  used  Indicates  that  no  power  Is  granted  to  make  an  order  In  a  case 
of  threatened  violation  of  law  or  of  the  terras  and  conditions  of  the  company's 
franchise  or  charter,  but  only  In  a  case  where  a  violation  has  actually  occurred. 
However,  in  this  connection  I  would  call  attention  to  section  57  of  the  Public 
Service  Commissions  Law  undor  which  the  Commission  could  proceed  In  case 
of  a  threatened  violation  of  law.     This  section  is  In  part  as  follows: 

"  Whenever  either  commission  shall  be  of  opinion  that  a  common  carrier,  rail- 
road corporation  or  street  railroad  corporation  subject  to  its  supervision  Is 
failin<i'  or  omitting  or  about  to  fall  or  omit  to  do  anything  required  of  it  by 
law  or  by  order  of  the  commission,  or  Is  doing  anything  or  about  to  do  any- 
thing or  permitting  anything  or  about  to  permit  anything  to  be  done,  contrary  to 
or  in  violation  of  law  or  of  any  order  of  the  commission,  it  shall  direct  counsel 
to  the  commission  to  commence  an  action  or  proceeding  In  the  supreme  court  of 
the  state  of  New  York  in  the  name  of  the  commission  for  the  purpose  of  having 
such  violation  or  threatened  violation  stopped  and  prevented  either  by  mandamus 
or  injunction." 

Since  the  hearings  upon  this  complaint  the  ferry  service  hos  been  discon- 
tinued, but  such  discontinuance  does  not.  In  my  opinion,  constitute  a  violation  of 
any  provision  of  law  or  of  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  charter  or  franchise 
of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company. 

The  original  charter  of  the  Long  Island  Rallrood  Company  does  not  require 
or  in  any  way  mention  the  u.^e  by  the  company  of  ferry  boats  between  the  ter- 
minus of  its  railroad.  Hunter's  Point,  and  the  city  of  New  York,  although  sec- 
tion 22  of  the  charter  authorizes  the  company  to  "  purchase  or  employ  one  or 
more  steam  boats  for  the  conveyance  of  passengers  and  goods  between  the  east- 
ern termination  of  said  railroad  and  any  other  railroad  incorporated  by  the 
legislatures  of  Connecticut  or  Rhode  Island.  However,  on  April  18th,  1859,  an 
act  was  passed  entitled,  "An  act  supplementary  to  the  charter  of  the  Long  Island 
Railroad  Company,"  section  5  of  which  is  claimed  to  authorlEe  the  use  of  ferry 
boats  between  Hunter's  Point  and  New  York  city,  and  hence  to  authorize  the  use 
of  such  boats  upon  the  line  in  question. 

This  section  is  as  follows: 

•*  The  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  may  also  purchase  or  employ  one  or 
more  steam  boats  or  lighters  for  the  conveyance  of  their  passengers  and  freight 
between  the  steam  terminus  of  their  road  at  Hunter's  Point  and  the  city  of  New 
York;  provided  that  the  same  shall  in  no  manner  interfere  with  the  rights  of  the 
mayor,  aldermen  and  commonalty  of  the  city  of  New  York."  (L.  1859,  ch.  444, 
sec.   5.) 

It  is  not  entirely  clear  whether  the  legisloture  Intended  to  authorize  the  com- 
pany to  operate  a  ferry  or  whether  it  intended  merely  to  give  the  company 
power  to  purchase  or  hire  boats,  so  that  such  action  by  the  company  could  not 
be  claimed  to  be  ultra  vires. 

The  decision  of  the  Unlttd  States  Supreme  Court  In  December,  1868,  that  the 
purchase   by  a  railroad  company  of  a  steamboat  to  run   In  connection   with  the 
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Rillrofld  where  no  power  to  make  such  purchase  had  been  granted  by  the  legis- 
lature, was  ultra  vires,  may  have  accounted  for  the  enactment  of  this  section. 

Whatever  may  be  the  proper  construction  of  this  section,  there  would  seem 
to  be  no  question  that  under  section  54  of  the  Railroad  Law  the  company  Is 
given  full  power  to  purchase  and  hire  boats  and  to  operate  the  same,  as  a  ferry 
over  the  route  In  question  provided  It  can  procure  the  necessary  franchise  rights 
from  the  city  of  New  York. 

This   section  Is  as  follows  : 

"  Any  steam  railroad  corporation  Incorporated  under  the  laws  of  this  state, 
with  a  terminus  in  the  harbor  of  New  York,  may  purchase  or  lease  boats  pro- 
pelled by  steam  or  otherwise,  and  operate  the  same  as  a  ferry  or  otherwise, 
over  the  waters  of  the  harbor  of  New  York,  but  this  section  shall  not  be  con- 
strued to  affect  the  rights  of  the  cities  of  New  York  and  Brooklyn." 

By  the  Montgomerie  Charter  of  1730  full  power  Is  granted  to  the  mayor,  alder- 
men and  commonalty  of  the  city  of  New  York  to  control  all  ferries  that  may  be 
established  between  Manhattan  Island  and  Nassau  Island  (now  Long  Island)  and 
It  Is  provided  that  no  one  without  the  consent,  grant  or  license  of  said  city  shall 
have  any  control  over  the  ferries  or  possess  any  power  In  regard  to  them. 

Montgomerie  Charter,   sections   15,  37. 

These  powers  over  ferries  have  been  continued  and  strengthened  In  subsequeni 
charters. 

Section  71  of  the  present  charter  is  as  follows: 

"  The  rights  of  the  city  In  and  to  its  water  front,  ferries,  wharf  property, 
land  under  water,  public  landings,  wharves,  docks,  streets,  avenues,  parks,  and 
all  other  public  places  are  hereby  declared  to   be  Inalienable." 

Section  826  of  this  charter  provides  that  the  board  of  docks  shall  have  the 
power  to  lease  the  franchise  of  any  ferry  or  ferries  belonging  to  the  city  and 
also  to  lease  along  with  such  franchise  the  wharf  property,  including  wharves, 
piers,  bulkheads  and  structures  thereon  and  slips,  docks,  and  water  fronts 
adjacent  thereto,  used  or  required  for  the  purposes  thereof;  all  leases  to  be  sub- 
ject to  the  approval  of  the  commissioners  of  the  sinking  fund. 

The  Bureau  of  Franchises  of  the  Commission  made  a  report  concerning  this 
matter  which  indicates  that  the  company  has  no  franchise  for  the  operation  of 
this  line,  as  the  dock  department  of  the  city  of  New  York  has  stated  that  the 
company  has  no  arrangement  with  the  city  whatever  In  regard  to  this  service. 
The  Bureau  reports  that  **  The  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  Is  enabled  to 
Und  Its  passengers  at  Pier  8  through  an  arrangement  with  the  lessee  of  this 
pior.  an  arrangement  similar  in  kind  to  that  which  any  excursion  boat  might 
make.  The  old  Pine  Street  Ferry  franchise  expired  January  1,  1906,  and  was 
not  renewed.  The  present  annex  service  was  substituted  for  the  Pine  street 
Fcrrj  service." 

This  case  is,  therefore,  clearly  distinguishable  from  the  ordinary  case  where 
a  railroad  company  seeks  to  abandon  operation  over  a  portion  of  Its  route  for 
which  It  has  received  a  franchise,  constructed  a  road  and  operated  for  a  time. 
It  may  be  true  that  In  the  latter  case  the  railroad  company  may  not  discontinue 
operation  without  express  authorization  of  law  for  the  abandonment  of  a  part 
of  such  route;  but  this  must  be  so  because  the  railroad  company  has  accepted 
a  special  franchise.  Its  obligation  to  operate  being  implied  from  the  acceptance 
of  the  franchise,  which  Imposes  on  the  company  the  reciprocal  obligation  of 
rendering  the  service  to  enable  it  to  perform  which  the  franchise  was  given,  but 
the  sututes  before  mentioned  conferred  no  special  franchise  on  the  Long  Island 
Railroad  Company  and  it  has  not  since  obtained  a  franchise  from  the  city  of 
New  York.  The  use  of  the  East  river  for  purposes  of  navigation  requires  no 
special  franchise,  and  a  grant  by  the  legislature  of  power  to  a  railroad  company 
90  to  use  the  East  river  was  a  mere  extension  of  the  corporate  powers  of  such 
company  and  not  the  grant  of  a  special  franchise. 
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For  these  reasons  I  conclude  that  the  abandonment  of  this  ferry  line  does 
not  constitute  a  violation  of  law  or  of  the  charter  of  the  company,  and  since 
the  company  never  obtained  a  municipal  franchise,  such  abandonment  is  not  In 
violation  of  the  terms  and  conditions  of  such  franchise. 

I    therefore    recommend   that   the   complaint   be   dismissed. 

Thereupon  the  following  dismissal  order  was  issued: 


LOUIS  WINDMULLER, 

Complainant, 
against 
LONG    ISLAND   RAILROAD    COMPANY, 

Defendant. 


'Proposed  discontinuance  of  annex  boat  plying  be- 
tween I-iong  Island  City  and  Pier  8,  Bast  River." 


DISMISSAL  ORDER 
No.   841. 
November   20.    1908. 


An  order  of  the  Commission,  No.  701,  having  been  made  herein  on  the  28tb  day 
of  August.  1908.  directing  a  hearing  on  September  11,  1908.  In  the  matter  of  the 
proposed  discontinuance  of  the  annex  boat  plying  between  Long  Island  City  and 
Pier  8,  East  river,  and  it  appearing  that  the  matters  complained  of  are  not  in 
violation  of  any  provision  of  law  or  of  the  terms  and  conditions  of  a  franchise 
'><■  charter  of  the  said  company,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  said  complaint  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  dismissed,  and  that  this 
order  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Commission. 


RATES,  FAEES  AND  CHARGES. 


Commutation  Rates. 

•fThe  provisions  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  do  not  require  a  dis- 
continuance of  reduced  commutation  rates  to  school  children.] 

The  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company  proposed  to  discontinue 
the  reduced  monthly  rate  of  ttPo  dollars "^OT  school  children. 

The  Chairman,  on  behalf  of  the  Commission,  sent  the  following  letters  to 
that  company  stating  its  construction  of  the  law:  December  8.  1908. 

The  ataten  Island  Rapid  Transit  By.  Co.,  17  State  St.,  New  York  City: 

Dear  ^rs  : —  The  attention  of  this  Comralasion  is  called  to  the  fact  that  in  your 
tariff  P.  S.  C.  1,  N.  Y.—  No.  6,  effective  January  1,  1909,  you  have  omitted  there- 
from the  monthly  school  rate  of  $2  heretofore  shown  on  your  tariff.  The  Com- 
mission notices  by  newspaper  statements  that  the  reason  this  reduced  rate  for 
school  children  has  been  eliminated  arises  from  a  recent  ruling  by  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  that  special  rates  for  school  children  are  preferential  and 
objectionable. 

As  has  been  indicated  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  Second  District 
in  an  opinion  upon  this  subject,  the  provision  of  these  commutation  tickets  confined 
to  the  use  of  school  children  dates  so  far  back  In  the  past  that  its  origin  Is 
practically  unlcno^n,  and  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  their  continued  use 
is  extremely  desirable  to  public  interest.  (See  "Reduced  Transportation  Rates  to 
School  Children"  datf^d  October  28,  1907,  P.  S.  C.  2,  N.  Y.)  In  so  far  as  trans- 
portation of  school  children  by  your  road  within  this  state  is  concerned,  you  are 
advised  that  your  proposed  discontinuance  of  these  reduced  rates  is  not  demanded 
by  any  construction  of  law  by  this  Commission,  which  has  sole  Jurisdiction  of 
such  transportation. 

Your  prompt  attention  is  requested  in  this  matter,  with  the  suggestion  that  an 
immediate  application  be  made  to  the  Commission  for  leave  to  put  into  effect  a 
tariff  on  less  than  thirty  days'  notice,  continuing  the  school  rate  heretofore  in 
existence.  Very  truly  yours, 

(Signed)  WILLIAM  R.  WILLCOX, 

. Chairman. 

*  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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Demursaqe. 

•[The  IHibltc  Service  Commission  does  not  have  Jurisdiction  over  demurrage 
charges  on  shipments  from  without  the   State.] 

The  Hay  and  Grain  Dealers  Association  and  F.  M.  Turnbull  Company  pre- 
sented a  complaint  against  the  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company  regarding 
dpTiiurrage  charges  on  grain  and  delays  ^in  delivery  of  cars.  The  complaint 
was  referred  to  the  counsel  to  the  Commission,  who  rendered  an  opinion  that 
the   Commission  did  not  have  jurisdiction,  as  follows: 

Opixiox  of  Counsel. 
•ICommi«»slon  has  no  jurisdiction  of  complaints  as  to  excessive  storage  charges 
or  demurrage  at  New  Yorlc  terminals  on  shipments  from  without  the  State  —  Inter- 
sttite  Commerce  Act.] 

February  14,  1908. 
Hon.  Edward  M.  Bassett,  Comrninttioner: 

Sir  : —  I  beg  to  snhmit  herewith  my  report  in  the  matter  of  the  petition  of 
Hay  and  Grain  Dealers  Association  «nd  F.  M.  Turnbull  Company  against  the 
I.ohigh  Valley  Railroad  Company  regarding  excessive  demurrage  charges  and  alleged 
irresfularities  in  the  forwarding  of  cars.  This  report  is  furnished  In  accordance 
with  your  communication  of  January  0,  1908,  stating  that  Mr.  Blackmar  was  to 
report  in  regard  to  the  matter  but  that  no  report  had  been  made. 

Statement. 

The  petitioners  above  named  complain  that  the  I^high  Valley  Railroad  Company 
imposes  upon  them  certain  demurrage  and  track  storage  charges  upon  shipments 
of  grain  arriving  by  rail  at  New  York  city,  which  are  alleged  to  be  in  fact  a 
penalty,  and  to  be  unlawful,  unjust,  oppressive  and  unreasonable  in  amount.  They 
also  complain  that  the  defendant  Is  not  prompt  In  the  delivery  of  cars  cqnsigned 
to  them  but  collects  them  on  sidings  and  holds  them  until  there  is  a  sufficient 
number  to  make  up  grain  trains,  after  which  these  cars  are  all  delivered  at  once. 
to  the  great  damage  and  loss  of  the  petitioners.  The  petition  sets  forth  at  length 
the  schedule  of  rates  charged  by  the  company  for  demurrage  or  "track  storage" 
charges  which  are  claimed  to  be  excessive,  and  als^  cites  speciHc  InMtnnres  of 
shipments  made  from  Chicago  to  the  petitioners  which  are  alleged  to  have  been 
unreasonably  delayed  In  transit. 

Tlie  petitioners  ask  that  the  Commission  take  action  In  the  matter  and  that  the 
Commission   alTord   relief   In   the   particulars  following. 

(1)  That  said  T^high  Valley  Railroad  Company  be  forbidden  and  enjoined  from 
Imposing  such  charges  for  track  storage,  and  that  such  charges  be  declared  to  be 
unlawful. 

(2)  That  proper  regulations  be  made  to  compel  said  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad 
Company  to  deliver  cars  regularly  and  within  a  reasonable  time  from  the  date  o' 
shipment. 

(3)  That  said  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company  be  directed  to  return  and  repay 
charges  for  track  storage  paid  by  said  P.  M.  Turnbull  Company  under  protest. 

OrixioN. 
As  the  matters  of  which  the  petitioners  complain  arise  In  connection  with  ship- 
ments from  without  the  State  of  New  York,  there  is  presented  the  question  as  to 
whether    this    Commission    has    Jurisdiction    thereof    or    any    power    to    gmnt    the 
relief  asked. 

The  provisions  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  r^w  relating  to  railroads, 
street  railroads  and  common  carriers  and  the  powers  of  the  Commission  In  regard 
thereto  are  contained  In  articles  II  and  III  of  that  law.  Section  25  of  article  II 
(which  is  the  first  section  of  that  article)  defines  the  application  of  the  article 
as  follows : 

••  The  provisions  of  this  article  shall  apply  to  the  transportation  of  pas- 
sengers, freight  or  property  from  one  p6lnt  to  anotheg  within  the  State  of 
yew  York,  and  to  any  common  carrier  performing  such  service." 

Section  26  of  the  same  article  prescribing  the  facilities  to  be  provided  by  common 
carriers  and  the  charges  to  be  made  and  demanded  by  them  and  prohibiting 
excessive  charges.  Is  as  follows : 

•*  Every  corporation,  person  or  common  carrier  performing  a  service  desig- 
nated in  the  preceding  section,  shall  furnish  with  respect  thereto  such  service- 
and  facilities  as  may  be  safe  and  adequate  and  in  all  respects  just  and  reason- 
able. All  charges  made  or  demanded  by  any  such  corporation,  person,  or 
common  carrier  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  freight,  or  property  or 
for  any  service  rendered  or  to  be  rendered  In  connection  therewith  as  defined 
in  seetion  two  of  this  act,  shall  be  just  and  reasonable  and  not  more  than 
allowed  by  law,  or  by  order  of  the  commission  having  Jurisdiction  and  made 
as  authorized  by  this  act.  Kvery  unjust  or  unreasonable  charge  made  or 
demanded  for  any  such  service  or  transi)ortation  of  passengers,  freight,  or 
property  or  in  connection  therewith  or  In  excess  of  that  allowed  by  law  or 
by  order  of  the  Commission   Is  prohibited." 


•  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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Section  49  of  article  III  of  the  act,  which  gives  the  Commission  power  to  fix 
rates,  fares  and  charges,  is  as  lollows: 

**  Whenever  the  commission  shall  be  of  opinion  after  a  hearing  upon  a  com- 
plaint made  as  provided  in  this  act  that  the  rates,  fares,  or  charges  demanded, 
exacted,  charged,  or  collected  by  any  common  carrier,  railroad  corporation 
or  street  railroad  corporation  subject  to  its  Jurisdiction  for  the  tratiaportation 
of  persons,  freight,  or  property  within  the  eiate,  or  that  the  regutations  or 
practices  of  such  common  carrier  railroad  corporation  or  street  railroad  cor- 
poration affecting  such  rates  are  unjust,  unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory, 
or  unduly  preferential,  or  in  anywise  in  violation  of  any  provision  of  law, 
the  commission  shall  determine  the  Just  and  reasonable  rates,  fares  and 
charges  to  be  thereafter  observed." 

From  an  inspection  of  the  s«*ctions  Quoted  it  will  be  seen  that  the  legislature 
han  confined  the  operation  of  the  statute  to  intra-state  tranaporti,tion  and  refers 
to  section  2  of  the  act  for  a  definition  of  the  word  transportation,  and  It  becomes 
important  to  ascertain  whether  the  term  as  there  defined  includes  either  expressly 
or  by  fair  Implication  the  matter  of  demurrage.  Turning  to  section  2  of  the  act 
we  find  the  term  "  transportation  of  property  or  freight "  defined  to  include  any 
service  In  connection  with  the  receiving,  delivery,  elevation,  transfer  in  transit, 
ventilation,  refrigeration,  iciog,  storage,  and  handling  of  the  property  or  freight 
transported. 

While  in  this  definition  the  word  **  demurrage  "  is  not  expressly  mentioned,  yet 
the  word  "  storage  "  is  mentioned  and  if  the  matter  of  storage  is  intended  to  be 
included  in  the  term  "  transportation."  then  clearly,  a  fortiori,  the  matter  of 
demurrage  would  be  included,  as  demurrage  is  a  charge  imposed  for  delay  In 
removing  goods  from  the  cars  before  the  goods  are  taken  from  the  cars,  and 
"  storage "  Is  ordinarily  a  charge  imposed  for  the  use  of  depot  or  warehouse 
after  the  goods  are  taken  from  the  cars.  Further,  the  demurrage  charge  is  often 
regarded  as  a  species  of  storage  charge,  as  will  be  seen  later,  and  it  is  mentioned 
in  the  petition  as  a  "  track-storage  "  charge,  and  it  may  well  be  that  the  Legis- 
lature Intended  that  '*  storage "  should  include  "  demurrage."  The  Legislature, 
then.  In  declaring  that  the  provisions  of  the  act  should  apply  to  intra-state  trans- 
portation. Intended  that  the  matter  of  demurrage  should  be  included.  It  Is  true 
that  the  act  does  not  expressly  declare  that  its  provisions  shall  not  apply  to  such 
charges  imposed  upon  shipments  originating  in  another  state  and  terminating  in 
thft  State  of  New  York,  but  such  application  of  the  statute  is  excluded  by  the 
familiar  rule  of  construction  '*  expresslo  unius  est  excluslo  alterlus." 

That  It  was  not  the  intent  of  the  Legislature  in  enacting  the  Public  Service 
CommIs.sIons  I^w  to  attempt  to  confer  upon  the  Public  Service  Commission  any 
power  to  net  afllrmatlvely  In  a  case  of  the  kind  presented  here  is  further  seen  by  a 
reference  to  section  60  of  that  law,  whereby  it  is  provided  that  the  Commission 
may  investlfate  freight  rates  on  interstate  trafiic  on  railroads  tcithin  the  statn 
with  a  view  to  bringing  the  facts  to  the  attention  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

It  is  worth v  of  note,  moreover,  that  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  of  the 
First  District  Is  confined  as  to  lines  lying  partly  within  said  district  and  partly 
without  it,  to  matters  concerning  construction,  maintenance,  equipment,  terminal 
facilities,  local  transportation  facilities,  and  local  transportation  of  persons  or 
property  within  that  district. 

Pub.  Serv.  Com.  Law,  sec.  5,  subd.  3. 

The  Jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  for  the  First  District  being  thus  restricted, 
thnre  might  l)e  some  question  as  to  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Commission  over 
matters  of  demurrage  charges  on  Rhinmonts  originating  in  the  Second  District 
of  the  State  of  New  York  and  terminating  within  the  First  District.  The  decision 
of  this  point  is  not  necessary,  however,  as  the  shipments  mentioned  in  the  com- 
plaint were  all  interstate  shlpmen+s  and  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  is 
exclu('cd  by  the  very  language  of  the  act. 

Fowever,  even  if  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  were  not  thus  restricted 
bv  the  lanjjuape  of  the  act  and  if  the  Ivogislature  had  In  terms  attempted  to  give 
the  Commission  Jurisdiction  over  domurrape  charges  on  shipments  from  without 
the  KtatP,  the  statute  ^would  have  been  in  conflict  with  the  Constitution  and  laws 
rf  fho  United  States.  By  section  8.  subdivision  3,  of  the  Constitution  of  the 
Ignited  r«ta(p<5.  Congress  l.s  given  power  to  regulate  commerce  among  the  several 
spates,  and  th}«^  grant  of  power  to  regulate  commerce  has  been  construed  by  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court  to  lie  as  a  rule  an  exclusive  jrrant  and  to  exclude  any 
legislation  by  the  soparnte  states  vpon  n^atters  of  interstate  commerce,  and  this 
whether  Congress  has  taken  any  action  or  not. 

Welton   V,    Missouri,    91    T'.    S.    275. 

Covington  Bridge  Co.  v.  Kentucky.  154  U.  S.  205. 

It  is  true  tliat  an  exception  is  made  in  some  cases  where  the  State  legislation 
refers  to  matters  local  In  their  operation  or  Intended  to  be  mere  aids  to  commerce, 
or  affertinff  interstate  commerce  only  Incidentally.  In  such  cases  It  has  been 
held  that  State  legislation  is  not  forbidden  until  action  has  been  taken  by  Congress. 

Smith  V.  Alabama,  124  U.  S.  465. 

Ouachita  &  M.  R.  Packet  Co.  v.  Aiken,  121  U.  S.  444. 

Morgan  Steamship  Co.  v.  Louisiana,  118  U.  S.  455. 
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While  the  line  of  distinction  between  matters  over  which  Congress  has  exclusive 
Jurisdiction  and  those  in  regard  to  which  the  States  may  legislate  pending  Con- 
gressional action  is  rather  dim,  it  might  be  argued  with  some  force  that  tbe 
matters  of  which  the  petitioners  complain  (particularly  the  matter  of  demurrage 
charges)  belong  to  the  latter  class.  But  if  It  be  conceded  that  they  do  belong 
to  this  class,  and  that  in  the  absence  of  Congressional  action  the  States  might 
legislate  in  regard  thereto,  we  are  confronted  by  the  fact  that  Congresti  has  legis- 
lated in  regard  to  such  matters  so  far  as  Interstate  shipments  are  concerned.  An 
examination  of  the  National  Act  to  regulate  commerce  reveals  the  fact  that  Con- 
gress has  provided  for  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
over  all  Inierstate  transportation,  and  that  the  term  transportation  (as  defined 
in  the  act)  comprehends  by  fair  implication,  if  not  expressly,  the  matter  of  de- 
murrage. 

By  section  1  of  the  act  to  regulate  commerce  it  is  provided: 

"  That  the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall  apply  to  any  corporation  or  any 
person  or  persons  engaged  in  the  trafisporlation  of  oil  or  other  commodity  — 
who  shall  be  considered  and  held  to  be  common  carriers  within  the  meaning 
and  purpose  of  this  Act,  and  to  any  common  carrier  or  carriers  engaged  in 
the  transporlation  of  passengers  or  property  wholly  by  railroad  (or  partly  by 
railroad  and  partly  by  water  when  both  are  used  under  a  common  control, 
management,  or  arrangement  for  a  continuous  carriage  or  shipment)  from  one 
State  or  Territory  of  the  United  States,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  apy 
other  State  or  Territory  of  the  United   States,  or  the  District  of  Columbia." 

Section  6  of  the  same  act  provides  as  follows : 

"That  every  common  carrier  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall 
file  with  the  Commission  created  by  this  Act  and  print  and  keep  open  to 
public  Inspection  schedules  showing  all  the  rates,  fares  and  charges  for 
transportation  between  different  points  on  Its  own  route  and  between  points 
on  its  own  route  and  points  on  the  route  of  any  other  carrier  by  railroad,  by 

f>lpe  line,  or  by  water  when  a  through  route  and  joint  rate  have  been  estab- 
ished.  If  no  joint  rate  over  the  through  route  has  been  established,  the 
several  carriers  In  such  through  route  shall  file,  print,  and  keep  open  to 
public  Inspection,  as  aforesaid,  the  separately  established  rates,  fares  and 
charges  applied  to  the  through  transportation.  The  schedules  printed  as 
aforesaid  by  any  such  common  carrier  shall  plainly  state  the  places  between 
which  property  and  passengers  will  be  carried,  and  shall  contain  the  classifi- 
cation of  freight  in  force,  and  shall  also  state  separately  all  terminal  charges, 
storage  charge.*^,  icing  charges,  and  all  other  charges  which  the  Commission 
mav  require,  all  privileges  or  facilities  granted  or  allowed  and  any  rule  or 
regulations  which  in  any  wise  change,  affect,  or  determine  any  part  or  the 
aggregate  of  such  aforesaid  rates,  fares,  and  charges,  or  the  value  of  the 
service  rendered  to  the  passenger,  shipper,  or  consignee.  The  provisions  of 
this  section  shall  apply  to  all  traffic,  transportation,  and  facilities  defined  in 
this  Act.'* 

The  act  provides  for  the  appointment  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
and  section  15  of  the  act  provides  that 

"  The  Commission  Is  authorized  and  empowered,  and  it  shall  be  its  duty, 
whenever,  after  full  hearing  upon  a  complaint  made  —  it  shall  be  of  the 
opinion  that  any  of  the  rates  or  charges  whatsoever  demanded,  charged,  or 
collected  by  any  common  carrier  or  carriers,  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  Act,  for  the  transportation  of  persons  or  property  as  defined  in  the  first 
section  of  this  Act,  or  that  any  regulations  or  practices  whatsoever  of  such 
carrier  or  carders  affecting  such  rates,  are  unjust  or  unreasonable,  or 
unjustly  discriminatory,  or  unduly  preferential  or  prejudicial,  or  otherwise 
in  violation  of  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act.  to  determine  and  pre- 
scribe what  will  be  the  just  and  reasonable  rate  or  rates,  charge  or  charges, 
to  be  thereafter  observed  In  such  case  os  the  maximum  to  be  charged;  and 
what  regulation  or  practice  In  respect  to  such  transportation  Is  just,  fair, 
and  reasonable  to  be  thereafter  followed,  and  to  mal^  an  order  that  the 
currier  shall  cease  and  desist  from  such  violation  to  the  extent  to  which  the 
Commission  find  the  same  to  exist,  and  shall  not  thereafter  publish,  demand 
or  collect  any  rate  or  charge  for  such  transportation  In  excess  of  the  max- 
imum rate  or  charge  so  prescribed,  and  shall  conform  to  the  regulation  or 
practice  so  prescribed." 

Congress  thus  declares  that  the  provisions  of  the  act  shall  apply  to  Interstate 
transportation  as  defined  in  the  act.  It  Is,  then,  Important  to  ascertain  the 
meaning  of  the  word  **  transportation  "  as  defined  In  the  act,  and  whether  the 
definition  is  suflQcIently  broad  to  Include  demnrrnge  charges.  Turning  to  section 
1  of  the  act  we  find  the  word  **  transportation  "  defined  to  "  Include  cars  and 
other  vehicles  and  all  Instrumentalities  and  fncllltles  of  shipment  or  carriage 
Irrespective  of  any  contract  express  or  Implied  for  the  use  thereof,  and  ail 
services  In  connection  with  the  receipt,  delivery,  elevation,  and  transfer  In 
transit,  ventilation,  refrigeration  or  Icing,  storage  and  handling  of  property 
transported." 

It  thas  appears  that  the  Intent  Is  that  the  term  '*  transportation "  shall 
Include  storage  and  oven   the   handling  of  the   property   transported   and,   If  the 
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deflultion  is  sufliciently  broad  to  include  such  mntters  as  these,  which  usually 
pertain  to  a  time  subsequent  to  the  unloading  of  the  cars,  then  certainly  the 
matter  of  demurrage  would  be  Included  as  that  pertains  to  a  time  prior  lo 
the  unloading  of  the  cars. 

Further,  as  previously  noted,  the  term  **  storage "  may  be  well  taken  to 
cover  *•  demurrage,"  as  demurrage  is  in  the  nature  of  a   "  track  storage  "  charge. 

The  intent  of  Congress  that  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  should  have 
exclusive  Jurisdiction  over  interstate  transportation  and  that  the  Jurisdiction  ot 
the  states  should  be  excluded  is  evidenced  by  the  further  declaration  in  the  first 
section  of  the  act,  as  follows  : 

"  The  provisions  of  this  Act  shall  not  apply  to  the  transportation  of 
passengers  or  property,  or  to  the  receiving,  delivering,  storage,  or  Handling 
of  property  wholly  within  one  State  and  not  shipped  to  or  from  a  foreign 
country  from  or  to  any  State  or  Territory." 

This  is  equivalent  to  declaring  that  the  provisions  of  the  act  should  apply  to 
every  other  case.  The  declaration  was  not  necessary,  us  the  result  would  have 
been  the  same  without  it,  but  is  interesting  us  a  declaration  by  Congress  of  its 
own  intent  in  the  matter. 

An  examination  of  some  of  the  cases  that  have  been  decided  by  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  shows  that  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  over  matters  of  storage  aud  domurrage,  in  connection  with  inter- 
state shipments,  has  never  been  questioned. 

In  the  cases  of  T.  M.  Kehoe  &  Co.  vs.  Western  Carolina  Railway  Company 
and  other  railway  companies,  complaint  was  made  that  a  demurrage  charge  of 
?1.00  a  day  upon  certain  interstate  shipments  was  excessive.  The  commission 
held,  however,  that  si.ch  charges  were  not  excessive,  and  dismissed  the  com- 
plaints. There  is  no  discussion  of  the  matter  of  Jurisdiction,  and  it  would 
appear  that  no  question  as  to  the  Jurisdiction  was  raised  upon  the  hearing, 
although  all  the  railroad  companies  (four)  were  represented  by  counsel  at  the 
hearing. 

T.  M.   Kehoe  it  Co.  .v.   Western   Carolina  Ry.   Co.,   11  Int.  Com. 
Rep.   IGO. 

In  Blackman  v.  The  Southern  Railway  Company,  and  Blackman  ▼.  The  Colum- 
bia, Newberry  &  Laurens  Railroad  (,'ompany,  10  Interstate  Commerce  ReiK)rts. 
H52,  the  complainant  complained  of  alleged  excessive  charges  for  depot  storage 
on  certain  goods  shipped  by  him  to  Macon,  Georgia,  aud  to  Columbia,  South 
Carolina.  It  appeared  that  the  consignee  had  refused  to  accept  the  g>ods.  and 
that  storage  charges  accumulated  against  the  consignor.  The  Commission  found 
that  both  of  the  defendant  railroads  were  members  of  the  Southeastern  Car 
Service  Association  formed  for  the  purpose  of  controlling  charges  for  storage. 
That  this  association  had  Issued  a  circular  fixing  storage  charges.  That  the 
storage  regulations  in  effect  on  the  lines  of  the  Southern  and  of  the  Columbia. 
Newberry  and  Laurens  Railroad  Company  in  Georgia  and  South  Carolina  were 
enforced  by  the  adoption  by  those  carriers  of  the  rates  and  regulations  pre- 
scribed by  the  railroad  commissioners  of  those  states.  That  the  defendant,  the 
Southern  Railway  Company,  had  published  through  the  Southeastern  Car  Service 
As.soclailon  and  had  filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  the  rates 
and  regulations  for  storage  prescribed  ])y  the  Georgia  Railroad  Commission  and 
adopted  by  the  defendant  In  Its  practice.  That  the  defendant,  the  Columbia. 
Newberry  and  liaurens  Railroad  Company  did  not  publish  through  the  South- 
eastern Car  Service  Association  nor  file  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
the  rates  and  regulations  for  storage  charges,  which,  as  to  Columbia,  H.  C.  the 
destination  involved  In  this  proceeding,  were  those  prescribed  by  the  South 
Carolina  Railroad  Commission.     The  rates  were  the  same  in, both  of  these  states. 

The  Commission  held  that  the  rate  enforced  In  the  two  Instances  was  not 
unreasonable  and  not  violative  of  the  act  to  regulate  commerce:  But  held 
further  that  the  defendant,  the  Columbia,  Newberry  and  Laurens  Railroad  Com- 
pany must  publish  its  rates  and  rcuulatioHS  aft  to  depot  sturaue  and  that  unless 
this  was  done  within  a  reasonable  time  the  company  would  be  proceeded 
against   with  a   view  to   the  enforcement   of  this    requirement. 

This  case  was  derided  In  1904.  While  there  Is  nothing  said  in  regard  to  the 
conflicting  Jurisdiction  of  state  and  nation  In  matters  of  this  kind,  yet  it  is 
significant  that  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  does  not  seem  to  have  l)een- 
questioned. 

In  American  Warehousemen's  Association  v.  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Com- 
pany et  al..  decided  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  In  1808,  a  com- 
plaint was  made  against  a  large  number  of  carriers  to  the  effect  that  said 
carriers  unjustly  discriminated  between  shippers  and  consignees  of  freight  and 
otherwise   violated    the   regulating   statute,   as   follows  : 

By  affording  free  storage  of  freights  In  various  ways  for  some  shippers  but 
not  for  others. 

By  falling  to  collect  demurrage  charges  on  cars  detained  by  favored  shippers 
or  consignees,   and   exacting  such   charges   from    other  shippers   or   consignees. 

By  storing  only  for  some  concerns  large  quantities  of  freight  consigned  to 
Khlpper\s  QYiU-Y  at  destination  and  making  delivery  tliereof  in  small  lots  to  persons 
designated  by  the  shipper,  or  forwarding  such  smaller  lots  over  its  own  or  other 
lines  to  various  points  under  direction  of  the  shipper. 
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Bj  also  assaming  expenses  of  unloading,  loading,  and  cartage  for  some  persons 
and  not  for  others. 

By  granting  such  prlvllegesi  In  violation  of  rules  and  regulations  establlsbed 
by  theniHelves,  and  under  which  shipments  were  to  be  billed  out  on  the  day 
received,  removed  from  freight  houses  by  consignees  within  twenty-four  or  forty- 
eight  hours  or  other  fixed  period,  and  loaded  In  and  unloaded  from  cars  on 
tracks  or  sidings  within  like  specified  time,  under  penalty  of  storage  charges  In 
the  one  case  or  car  demurrage  charges  In  the  other. 

By  falling  and  neglecting  to  include  in  their  published  and  filed  rates  schedules 
the  above  stated  privileges  of  free  storage,  free  car  service,  free  delivery  of 
stored  freight  upon  shipper's  order  to  dlCferent  consignees  or  forwarding  of 
special  lots  of  freight  from  quantities  stored,  as  rules  or  regulations  charging, 
affoctlng  or  determining  aggregate  transportation  charges  of  some  part  thereof. 

Upon  this  complaint  hnd  the  answers  of  the  several  railroad  companies  thereto, 
hearings  were  had  by  the  Commission  at  Cincinnati,  Louisville,  St.  Louis,  Kansas 
City,  Chicago,  Detroit,  Cleveland,  Buffalo,  New  York,  Philadelphia,  and  Washing- 
ton, and  the  matter  was  gone  over  very  thoroughly.  While  there  is  nothing  In 
the  case  bearing  upon  the  question  as  to  whether  demurrage  charges  in  con* 
uectlon  with  an  interstate  shipment  constitute  a  part  of  the  Interstate  transac- 
tion, or  are  separate  and  distinct  therefrom  so  as  to  be  subject  to  state  regula- 
tion, yet  it  is  significant  that  although  there  were  several  answers  interposed,  the 
jurisdictional  question  does  not  seem  to  have  been  raised  in  any  of  them,  and 
the  qu(>stion  is  not  discussed  in  the  opinion.  Indeed,  it  seems  to  have  been 
tacitly  conceded  on  all  sides  that  the  matters  mentioned,  including  demurrage, 
were  proper  subjects  of  regulation  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  and 
the  hearings  were  conducted  throughout  on  that  theory ;  and  this  though  the 
Inqniry  extended  to  matters  of  storage  in  depots  and  warehouses  after  being 
nnloade^l  from  the  cars.  The  decision  expressly  holds  that  storage  is,  within  the 
contemplation  of  the  act,  an  incident  of  transportation  and  may  be  dealt  with 
as  such.  It  Is  well  to  note  that  at  the  time  of  this  decision  the  term  "  trans- 
portation "  as  defined  In  the  act  was  much  less  sweeping  than  at  present,  and 
the  term   '*  storage  "  was  not  Included  In  the  definition. 

The  Commission  says: 

"  This  investigation  has  covered  a  wide  area  embracing  a  majority  of  the 
principal  carriers  subject  to  our  jurisdiction,  and  from  the  facts  developed 
we  are  convinced  that  carriers  are  very  generally  extending  these  privileges 
of  storage  to  particular  shippers  without  any  mention  of  them  upon  their 
pub11sh€*d  tariffs.  It  also  stems  clear  that  in  such  a  situation  the  Com- 
mission may,  by  a  general  order,  require  carriers  to  state  in  their  tariffs 
what  free  storage  is  granted  and  the  terms  and  conditions  under  which  it 
will  be  granted.  —  We  have  concluded  therefore  not  to  make  any  "  order  in 
this  case  as  such,  but  from  a  consideration  of  the  facts  developed  upon  this 
hearing,  to  make  a  general  order  of  the  sort  above  Indicated  and  such  an 
order  will  be  prepared  and  Issued." 

American  Warehousemen's  Association  vs.  Illinois  Central  R.  R. 
Co.  et  al.  7  Interstate   Commerce  Reports  55G. 

Pennsylvania  Millers'  State  Association  v.  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railway 
Company  et  al.  8  Interstate  Commerce  Reports,  531,  was  a  case  Involving  the 
reasonableness  of  certain  regulations  concerning  demurrage.  No  question  was 
raised  by  the  defendants  as  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission over  such  matters.  In  this  case  demurrage  is  treated  as  a  variety  of 
storage  charge. 

From  the  foregoing  It  will  be  seen  that  Congress  has  legislated  In  regard  to 
all  matters  of  which  the  petitioners  complain,  and  has  provided  that  the  Juris- 
diction of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  shall  extend  to  all  such  matters 
nnd,  in  order  that  there  be  no  mistake  as  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  states,  has 
provided,  in  effect,  that  their  jurisdiction  is  confined  to  transportation  and  inci- 
dental services  wholly  within  one  state.  That  this  is  the  view  adopted  by  the 
Legislature  of  New  York  state  has  already  been  shown. 

It  seems  clear  without  argument  that  the  Irregularities  and  delays  In  the 
forwarding  of  cars  of  which  the  petitioners  complain  were  connected  with  Inter- 
state transportation  and  that  the  State  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof. 

It  follows  that  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  state  of 
New  York,  has  no  jurisdiction  of  the  matters  mentioned  In  the  petition,  but  the 
petitioners  should  file  their  petition  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
of  the  United  States.  Respectfully   yours, 

(Signed)  GEO.  S.  COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Commiasion. 

The  complainants  then  withdrew  their  first  complaint  and  presented  a  ne\« 

complaint  in  the  same  matter,  which  was  referred  to  the  counsel  who  rendered 

the  following  opinion: 

Opinion  op  Counsel. 

*(  Interstate  commerce  —  shipment  from  western  New  York  to  New  York  city  via 
Pennsylvania  and  New  Jersey  is  an  Interstate  shipment. —  Demurrage  and  track 
storage  charges  made  wholly  in  the  First  District  on  such  interstate  freight,  even 

*  See  footnote,  page  0. 
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after  payment  of  charges  and  surrender  of  bill  of  lading  affect  interstate  commerce 
and  arc  not  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  this  Commission]. 

May  2,  1906. 
Public  Service  Commiuian  for  Vie  First  District: 

Sirs  —  I  am  in  receipt  of  a  letter  from  the  Secretary,  dated  April  13.  1908, 
transmitting  copy  of  communication  of  Edward  M.  Grout  and  Paul  Grout  In 
regard  to  the  matter  of  the  complaint  of  Hay  and  Grain  Dealers'  Association  and 
P.  M.  Tumbull  Company  against  the  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company,  and  also 
transmitting  a  new  complaint  in  said  matter  and  stating  that  the  first  complaint 
has  been  withdrawn. 

The  first  complaint  in  this  matter  contained  allegations  as  to  (1)  excessive 
demurrage  or  track  storage  charges  imposed  at  New  xorlc  city  on  shipments  made 
from  Chicago  to  the  complainant  In  New  York  city,  and  (2)  irregularities  in  for- 
warding of  cars  in  which  said  shipments  were  made. 

Under  date  of  February  14,  1908,  I  wrote  you  that  In  my  opinion  the  Commia- 
slon  had  no  jurisdiction  of  the  matters  mentioned  In  said  complaint  for  the  rea- 
son that  the  alleged  Irregularities  and  excessive  charges  were  matters  affectinc 
Interstate  Commerce  ana  were  proper  matters  for  the  regulation  and  control  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  under  the  provisions  of  the  National  Act 
to  regulate  commerce.  The  complainants  concede  the  correctness  of  this  position 
upon  the  statement  of  facts  as  set  forth  In  said  complaint,  but  state  that  an 
elimination  of  all  allegations  as  to  irregularities  In  the  forwarding  of  cars,  and 
n  more  complete  statement  with  reference  to  the  allegations  as  to  excessive 
demurrage  or  track  storage  charges,  may  lead  to  a  different  conclusion.  Accord- 
ingly, they  have  filed  a  new  complaint,  omitting  the  allegations  as  to  irregulari- 
ties In  the  forwarding  of  cars,  and  confining  their  complaint  to  the  demurrage  or 
track  storage  charges,  and  making  their  statement  of  facts  in  regard  to  these 
charges  more  complete  than  in  the  first  complaint.  In  this  last  complaint  it  is 
stated  that  the  track  storage  charges  complained  of  "  are  levied  by  said  company 
solely  for  storage  or  use  of  tracks  within  the  State  of  New  York  and  within  the 
First  District,  as  defined  in  section  3  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law, 
chapter  429  of  the  Laws  of  1907,  and  generally  after  the  bill  of  lading  has  been 
surrendered  by  the  consignee  to  said  company  and  all  responsibility  of  said  com- 
pany for  the  goods  thereunder  terminated,  and  after  all  its  charges  for  freight 
have  been  paid;  and  said  charges  are  not  a  charge  for,  or  in  any  way  connected 
with  anv  transportation,  without  the  State  of  New  York,  but  are  purely  local 
charges/'  In  the  communication  of  the  complainants,  above  referred  to,  it  Is 
stated  that  "  these  charges  are  Imposed  for  the  storage  of  cars  containing  certain 
products  which  are  shipped  directly  from  the  western  part  of  New  York  State, 
such  as  hay  grown  within  New  York  State." 

I  fall  to  see  that  a  different  case  is  made  from  the  one  first  presented.  If  a 
shipment  is  an  Interstate  shipment,  it  does  not  seem  to  me  material  whether  the 
surrender  of  the  bill  of  lading  or  the  payment  of  the  freight  charges  precedes  the 
imposition  of  the  track  storage  charge  or  not:  the  charge  is  equally  a  part  of  the 
cost  of  an  interstate  transaction  and,  for  the  reasons  given  in  the  prior  opinion, 
is  not  subject  to  the  regulation  of  this  Commission.  As  pointed  out  In  the  former 
opinion,  under  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  the  Jurisdiction  of  this  Com- 
mission extends  only  to  transportation  from  one  point  to  another  within  the  State 
of  New  York  and  to  any  common  carrier  performing  such  service,  and  does  not 
extend  In  any  way  to  Interstate  commerce. 

Public    Service  Commissions  Law,  f  25. 

.   Public   Service  Commissions   Law,  i   26. 

Public   Service  Commissions  Law,  |  49. 

Public   Service  Commissions  Law,  f  86. 

The  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  runs  from  western  New  York  across  Pennsylvania 
and  New  Jersey  to  New  York  city.  Any  shipment  to  New  York  city  by  way  of 
this  line  would  therefore  be  an  interstate  shipment,  and  any  charge  imposed  upon 
such  shipment  would  be  imposed  upon  an  interstate  shipment.  The  complainants 
seem  to  assume  that  a  shipment  from  one  point  In  New  York  State  across  Penn- 
sylvania and  New  Jersey  to  another  point  in  New  York  State  would  be  an  intra- 
state shipment  and  would  be  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  this  Commission,  bot 
such  is  not  the  fact. 

Kansas  City  Southern  Ry.  Co.  vs.  Board  of  Railroad  Commis- 
sioners of  Arkansas.  106  Fed.   Rep.  353. 

(Affirmed  sub.  nom.  Hanley  vs.  Kansas  City  Southern  Ry.  Co.) 
187  U.   S.   617. 

In  the  case  cited  goods  were  shipped  by  way  of  the  plaintiff's  road  from  one 
point  in  Arkansas  through  a  section  of  Indian  Territory  to  another  point  in 
Arkansas.  The  railroad  company  charged  somewhat  in  excess  of  the  rate  fixed 
by  the  Railroad  Commissioners  of  Arkansas,  and  was  summoned  before  them 
under  the  state  law.  The  Commissioners  decided  that  the  company  was  liable  to 
a  penalty  under  the  state  statute  and  asserted  their  right  to  fix  rates  for  con- 
tinuous transportation  between  two  points  In  Arkansas  even  when  a  large  part  of 
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the  route  was  outside  of  the  state,  and  announced  their  Intention  to  enforce  com- 
pliance with  these  rates.  A  bill  In  equity  was  brought  In  the  Circuit  Court  by  the 
Railway  Company  against  the  Railroad  Commissioners  seeking  an  injunction 
against  their  fixing  and  enforcing  these  rates.  The  bill  was  demurred  to  for  want 
of  equity,  the  demurrer  was  overruled,  and  a  decree  was  entered  for  the  plain- 
tiff. The  case  was  appealed  to  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  and  this  court 
held  that  the  shipment  mentioned  was  an  interstate  shipment  and  that  the  decree 
of  the  Circuit   Court  should   be  affirmed. 

For  the  reasons  stated,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  matters  presented  do  not 
come  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  this  Commission. 

Respectfully  yours, 

(Signed)  GEO.  S.  COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Oommisaion. 

No  formal  ruling  was  made  by  the  Commission  on  the  subject  of  juris- 
diction, as  the  complainants  after  the  rendering  of  a  second  opinion  of 
counsel,  stated  that  they  preferred  not  to  have  an  order  made  for  a  hearing 
on  their  petition,  being  convinced  that  they  should  in  the  first  instance  file 
their  complaint  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  as  advised  by  the 
counsel  to  the  Commission. 

Joint  Rates. 

*[The  Commission  has  power  to  determine  the  just  and  reasonable  rates  to  be 
charged  by  any  one  railroad  operating  to  Coney  Island  and  also  to  require  any 
two  or  more  railroads  whose  lines  form  a  continuous  route  to  establish  a  through 
rate  to  Coney   Island   within  a  time  specified. 

A  complaint  is  a  necessary  preliminary.] 

A  bill  was  introduced  at  the  Assembly  prohibiting  certain  railroad  com- 
panies from  charging  more  than  five  cents,  the  purpose  of  the  bill  being 
claimed  to  be  to  require  a  five-cent  fare  to  Coney  Island.  The  bill  waa 
referred  to  the  Assembly  Committee  on  Railroads  and  the  chairman  of  that 
committee  asked  the  Commission  whether  the  purpose  of  the  legislative  action 
proposed  by  this  bill  is  within  the  power  of  the  Commission  and  for  any 
views  which  the  Commission  may  desire  to  express  upon  the  wisdom  or 
justice  of  the  proposed  measure. 

The  Secretary  to  the  Commission  transmitted  the  opinion  of  the  counsel 
that  the  Commission  is  given  sufficient  power  to  do,  after  a  hearing,  all  the 
proposed  bill  can  accomplish,  and  possibly  more,  and  later  the  Chairman  of 
the  Commission  sent  the  following: 

February   4,   1908. 

Hon.  J.  Mayhew  Wainwright.  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Railroads,  Assemhly 
Chamber,  Albany,  New  York: 

Sib  —  Referring  to  your  Inquiry,  of  the  Commission  with  regard  to  the  bill  of 
Assemblyman  Wagner  (No.  39),  and  the  reply  transmitted  by  the  Secretary  on 
January  30  last,  and  the  conversation  at  this  office  yesterday,  I  beg  to  state  some- 
what more  fully  the  views  of  the  Commission  on  the  subject  of  railroad  rate 
egulation. 

Since  the  passage  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  and  the  appointment 
of  the  Commission  on  July  1  last,  the  Commission  has  haa  power,  under  section 
49  of  the  act,  after  a  hearing  upon  a  complaint  in  writing  (section  48)  made  by 
some  person  aggrieved  that  rates  charged  by  a  railroad  or  a  street  railroad  for 
the  transportation  of  persons  within  the  State  are  unjust,  unreasonable  or  in  vio- 
lation of  law,  to  determine  the  just  and  reasonable  rates  to  be  thereafter  In  force 
as  the  maximum  to  be  charged  for  the  service  to  be  performed,  and  fix  the  same 
by  order.     The  same  section  later  on  contains  the  following  provision: 

"  The  Commission  shall  have  power,  by  order,  to  require  any  two  or  more  common 
carriers  or  railroad  corporations,  whose  lines,  owned,  operated,  controlled  or 
leased,  form  a  continuous  line  of  transportation  or  could  be  made  to  do  so  by 
the  construction  and  maintenance  of  switch  connection,  to  establish  through  routes 


•  8e«  footnote,  page  9. 
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and  joint  rates,  fares  and  charges  for  the  transportation  of  pa$sen}?ers,  freight 
and  property  within  the  State  as  the  Commission  may.  by  its  order,  designate ; 
and  in  case  such  through  routes  and  joint  rates  l)c  not  established  by  the  common 
carriers  or  railroad  corporations  named  in  any  such  order  within  the  time  therein 
specified,  the  Commission  shall  establish  just  and  reasonable  rates,  fares  and 
charges  to  be  charged  for  such  through  transportation,  and  declare  the  portion 
thereof  to  which  each  common  carrier  or  railroad  corporation  affected  thereby 
'  shall  be  entitled  and  the  manner  in  which  the  same  shall  be  paid  and  secured." 

Under  this  section  the  Commission  has  power  to  determine  the  just  and  reason- 
able rate  to  be  charged  by  any  one  railroad  operating  to  Coney  Island,  and  also  to 
require  any  two  or  more  railroads  Whose  lines  form  a  continuous  route  to  estab- 
lish a  through  rate  to  Coney  Island  within  a  time  specified ;  and  if  such  com- 
panies do  not  do  so  the  Commission  may  then  establish  a  rate  to  be  charged  for 
through  transportation  to  Coney  Island  at  such  amount  as  may  be  just  and  reason- 
able, and  declare  the  amount  to  which  each  carrier  shall  be  entitled. 

It  is  to  be  noted,  however,  that  a  complaint  is  a  necessary  preliminary,  and  that 
this  must  be  filed  by  some  person  aggrieved ;  that  a  hearing  must  be  then  had  on 
notice  to  the  companies  •  interested,  and  that  the  rate  established,  whether  it  be 
five  cents  or  any  other  amount,  must  Im*  just  and  reasonable.  A  rate  that  is  just 
and  reasonable  for  one  through  route  is  not  necessarily  so  for  another  through 
route,  and  so  it  is  possible  that  a  uniform  rate  of  five  cents  by  all  routes  cannot 
be  established.  A  complaint,  hearing  and  order  as  to  each  separate  route  to  Coney 
Island  is  also  necessary  before  the  rate  which  is  just  and  reasonable  upon  such 
route  can  be  determined  and  established. 

The  matter  is  an  important  one  to  many,  and  in  order  that  it  may  be  taken  up 
in  an  orderly  way,  as  intended  by  the  act  in  the  interest  of  all,  It  may  be  well 
that  a  complaint  be  filed  by  some  person  aggrieved  by  existing  rates  as  to  each 
one  of  these  separate  through  routes  to  Coney  Island,  setting  out  the  name  of  the 
company  which  controls  and  operatos  the  route;  or  if  more  than  one  company  are 
necessary  to  make  up  a  continuous  route,  then  the  names  of  every  such  company 
and  the  portion  operated  by  It,  the  amount  charged  at  present  by  the  controlling 
company  or  by  the  successive  companies  In  the  particular  route,  and  the  statement 
that  the  amount  taken  by  the  companies  for  transportation  of  passengers  through 
to  Coney  Island  upon  that  route  is  unjust  and  unreasonable,  and  asking  the  Com- 
mission for  such  relief  as  may  bo  proper  in  the  premises. 

The  Commission  has  upon  Its  files  much  Information  as  to  operating  companies 
in  Greater  New  York,  which  has  been  gathered  by  the  Commission  expressly  for 
the  public  use  and  reference,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  may  be  de- 
pended upon  to  furnish  if  desired  any  information  or  assistance  in  the  preparation 

of  the  complaints. 

Respectfully  yours, 

(Signed)  WM.   R.   WILLCOX, 

Chairman  to  the  Commiasion. 
Kebaics. 

•[The  adjustment  of  a  claim  in  good  faith  with  no  attempt  to  evade  the  pro- 
hibition against  discrimination  in  rates  or  service  is  not  prohibited  by  the  Public 
Service  Commissions  Law.] 

The  New  York  Central  &  Hudson  River  Railroad  Compajiy  refused  to 
adjust  a  claim  for  the  loss  of  baggage  on  the  ground  that  it  was  prohibited 
from  so  doing  by  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law.  The  persons  suffering 
the  loss  referred  the  matter  to  the  Commission  and  the  counsel  to  the  Com- 
mission rendered  the  following  opinion  in  the  matter: 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

May  6,  1908. 

Public  Service  Commission  Jor  the  First  District: 

Sirs. —  I  have  the  Secretary's  letter  of  April  28th  last,  transmitting  a  letter  to 
him  from   Mr.   Joseph  M.    Schirmer  of   April  27th   last,   which  is  accompanied  by 

*  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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copies  of  correspondence  between  Mr.  Schirmer  and  tbc  General  Baggage  Agent  of 
the  New  York  Central  lines. 

It  appears  from  the  letter  before  me  that  Mr.  Schirmer  checked  certain  baggage 
over  the  New  York  Central  lines  to  Rlverdaie ;  that  such  baggage  was  safely 
transported  to  Riverdale,  but  was  lost  through  the  burglarizing  of  that  station  on 
the  night  of  March  4th  last.  Mr.  Schirmer  has  claimed  damages  from  the  rail- 
road company,  but  his  claim  has  been  denied  on  the  ground  that  the  carrier  at  the 
time  of  the  burglary  was  acting  in  the  capacity  of  warehouseman,  and  having 
taken  due  precautions  for  the  safety  of  the  property  entrusted  to  it  was  not  liable 
for  its  loss,  and  further  that  if  it  paid  this  claim  it  would  be  guilty  of  a  rebate 
under  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  and  subject  to  a  fine. 

1  do  not  deem  it  necessary  to  express  an  opinion  whether  the  railroad  company 
Is  or  is  not  liable  to  Mr.  Schirmer,  that  being  a  matter  upon  which  he  must  seek 
the  advice  of  his  own  counsel,  but  confine  myself  to  the  question  whether  the  ad- 
justment of  this  claim  is  prohibited  by  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law. 
This  question  has  been  dealt  with  by  my  predecessor,  Mr.  Btackmar,  and  his  opin- 
ion of  November  22d  last,  dealing  with  the  complaint  of  Spear  &  Company  also 
covers  this  case.  In  the  case  in  which  Mr.  Blackmar  rendered  his  opinion,  Spear 
&  Company  shipped  certain  property  by  the  Adams  Express  Company,  but  the 
property  was  lost  and  the  express  company  refused  to  pay  damages  in  excess  of 
$50,  to  which  amount  it  had  limited  its  liability  by  the  terms  of  the  receipt  given 
by  it.  Mr.  Blackmar  advised  the  Commission  in  that  case  that  while  by  the  recog- 
nition of  excessive  or  baseless  claims  common  carriers  might  find  a  means  to 
evade  the  prohibition  of  discrimination  of  rates,  there  was  no  authorization  In  the 
act  for  the  Commission  to  Interfere  with  a  Just  and  bona  fide  attempt  to  adjust 
the  liability,  and  stated : 

"  Whether  the  claimants  recover  In  an  action  at  law  more  than  the  $50 
offered  in  settlement  I  do  not  attempt  to  determine,  but  1  think  that  even  If 
they  could  not,  the  excess  payment  is  a  matter  between  the  express  company 
and  its  stockholders  and  Is  not  subject  to  regulation  by  the  Commission  any 
more  than  would  be  the  extent  of  its  employees'  compensation  or  the  adjust- 
ment of  any  other  amount  of  liability." 

I  tbink  Mr.  Blackmar's  reasoning  applies  as  well  to  this  case,  and  I  should 
suggest  that  Mr.  Schirmer  be  advised  that  without  considering  the  details  of  his 
claim  this  Commission  has  no  objection  to  any  adjustment  he  may  make  with  the 
railroad  company,  provided  that  It  Is  a  bona  fide  adjustment  and  not  an  attempt 
to  evade  the  prohibition  against  discrimination  in  rates  or  service. 

I  return  herewith  the  correspondence  transmitted  with  the  Secretary's  letter. 

Respectfully  yours, 
(Signed)  GEO.   S.   COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Commiasion. 
See  page  71. 

The  Secretary,  at  the  direction  of  the  Commission  then  notified  both  the 
complainant  and  the  railroad  company  that  the  Commission  had  no  objection 
to  any  adjustment  provided  that  it  be  bona  fide  and  not  an  attempt  to  evade 
the  prohibition  against  discrimination  in  rates  or  service. 


American  Express  Company. —  Excessive  and  unreasonable 
charges  upon  transportation  on  crated  furniture  between 
points  within  New  York  city. 

Complaint  Order  No.  652. 
Hearing  Order  No.   681. 
Opinion   of   Commissioner   Eustis. 
Dismissal  Order  No.  744. 

Complaint  of  J.   W.   Thorne 

against 
American  Express  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  662  (see  form,  note  1)  issued  August  3d. 
Hearing  Order  No.  681  (see  form,  note  3)  issued  August  18th. 
Hearing  held  August  25th. 
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Opinion  op  Commission. 
(Adopted  October  2,  1908.) 

COMMISSTONBR  EUSTIS  : — 

Under  date  of  July  22,  1908,  one  J.  W.  Thome  filed  with  the  Commission  a  com- 
plaint against  the  American  Express  Company  alleging  excessive  charges  for  trans- 
porting crated  furniture  from  one  point  to  another  within  the  city  of  New  York. 
The  Express  Company  filed  an  answer  and  also  a  formal  motion  to  dismiss,  and  on 
the  hearing  renewed  its  motion  to  dismiss.  The  motion  to  dismiss  was  pat  upon 
the  grounds  that 

"  1.  This  Commission  has  no  Jurisdiction  of  the  subject  matter,  or  power 
to  proceed  against  the  defendant. 

"  2.  That  the  complaint  sets  forth  no  matter  which  Is  cognizable  by  the 
Commission  or  about  which  it  is  given  authority  to  make  any  order  or 
finding." 

Upon  this  motion  decision  was  reserved. 

Section  5  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  which  prescribes  the  extent  of 
the  Jurisdiction  of  each  Commission,  provides  in  part  that  the  Jurisdiction,  super- 
vision, powers  and  duties  of  the  Con^mission  in  the  First  District  shall  extend 
under  the  act : 

"  To  any  common  carrier  operating  or  doing  business  exclusively  within 
that  district." 

Pub.  Serv.  Com.  Law,  fi  6,  subd.  4. 
Express  companies  fall  within  the  definition  of  the  term  "  common  carriers  "  as 
used  in  the  act.     The  language  is : 

"  The  term   '  common  carrier,*   when  used  In  this  act,  includes  all  railroad 
corporations,    street   railroad   corporations,   express   companies,   car   companies. 
Sleeping  car  companies,  freight  companies,  freight-line  companies,  and  all  per- 
sons, whether  incorporated  or  not,  operating  such  agencies  for  public  use  In 
the  conveyance  of  persons  or  property  within  this  state." 
Pub,   Serv.  Com.  Law,   8   2. 
This  Commission  would,  therefore,  have  Jurisdiction   over  any  express  company 
operating  or  dt>lng  business  exclusively  within  the  First  District.     As  the  American 
Express   Company   does   not   operate   or   do   business   exclusively   within    the    First 
District,   the  question   presented  is  whether  this  Commission  has  any  Jurisdiction 
over  this  Company.     I  find  no  provision  whereby  such  Jurisdiction  has  been  con- 
ferred.    Indeed,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  provisions  of  section  5  of  the  Public  Serv- 
ice Commissions  Law,   taken  singly  and  together,  have  distributed  the  Jurisdiction 
of  the  Commissions  in  clear  and  comprehensive  terms,  and  that  the  complaint  now 
presented  could  be  considered  and  disposed  of  on  the  merits  by  the  Commission  of 
the  Second  District. 

The  American  Express  Company  takes  the  position  that  as  it  does  not  operate  or 
do  business  exclusively  within  the  First  District  this  Commission  has  no  Jurisdic- 
tion over  it.  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  this  position  is  well  taken  and  that  the 
complaint  should  be  dismissed. 

Thereupon  the  following  dismissal  order  was  issued: 


J.   W.   THORNE, 

Complainant, 
against 

AMERICAN  EXPRESS  COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

'  Excessive  and  Unreasonable  Charjje  upon  Trans- 
portation of  Crated  Furniture  between  points 
within  New  York  City." 


After    Hearing    Order    No.    681,    dated    August    18, 
1908. 


DISMISSAL  ORDER 
No.  744. 
October  2,  1908. 


This  matter  coming  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  25th  day 
of  August,  1908;  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  had  by  and  before  the 
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Commission  pursuant  to  Hearing  Order  No.  681  issued  upon  the  complaint  and 
answer  herein  and  returnable  on  said  25th  day  of  August,  1908 ;  and  it  appearing 
that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  said  American  Express  Company  on  the 
18tb  day  of  August,  1908;  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  had  by  and 
before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  embraced  in  the  complaint  and  answer 
herein  and  in  said  order  specified  on  said  25th  day  of  August,  1908,  before  Mr. 
Commissioner  Eustis,  presiding,  Harry  M.  Chamberlain,  Esq.,  assistant  counsel, 
appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  T.  B.  Harrison,  Jr.,  Esq.,  attorney,  appearing 
for  the  American  Express  Company;  and  a  motion  to  disimss  the  complaint  herein 
on  the  ground  of  want  of  Jurisdiction  having  been  filed  by  said  American  Express 
Company,  and  this  motion  having  been  renewed  upon  the  hearing;  and  it  having 
been  made .  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  this  Commission 
has  no  jurisdiction  of  the  matter  mentioned,  and  that  the  complaint  should  there- 
fore be  dismissed ; 

Now,  therefore,  on  motion  of  T.  B.  Harrison,  Jr.,  Esq.,  counsel  for  said  American 
Express  Company,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  said  complaint  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  dismissed  for  want  of 
Jurisdiction,  and  that  this  order  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Commission. 


Brookljm  Heights  Railroad  Company. —  Excessive  fare  to  Flush- 
ing. 

Complaint  Order  No.  207. 
Extension  Order  No.  223. 
Extension  Order  No.   244. 
Hearing  Order  No.  285. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 
Dismissal  Order,  Case  285. 

Complaint  of  the  Flushing  Association 

against 

Brooklyn  Heights  Railboad  Compant. 

Complaint  Order  No.  207  (see  form,  note  1)  issued  January  17tli. 
Extension  Order  No.  223   (see  form,  note  2)   issued  January  28th. 
Extension  Order  No.  244  (see  form,  note  2)   issued  February  7th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  285   (see  form^  note  3)   issued  February  2l8t. 
Hearing  held  March  9th. 

*[Ten  cent  fare  to  Flushing  is  not  unreasonable,  discriminatory  or  illegal.] 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  December  11,  1908.) 
COMMISSIONKB  Bassbtt  : — 

The  complaint  is  directed  against  The  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  for 
charging  a  second  fare  of  five  cents  to  passengers  traveling  in  either  direction 
between  Rldgewood  and  Flushing.  The  sole  ground  of  complaint  is  that  the  extra 
fare  Is  Illegal  and  in  violation  of  the  terms  of  the  company's  charter.  But  the 
answer  of  the  company  not  only  denies  the  allegation  of  illegality  but  alleges  that 
the  franchises  under  which  the  various  routes  to  Flushing  are  operated  expressly 
authorise  a  fare  of  at  least  ten  cents;  and  also  alleges  that  the  ten  cent  fare  is 
reasonable  and  that  a  reduction  in  fare  would  involve  such  a  loss  to  the  company 
as  to  be  confiscatory.  It  has  apparently  been  the  wish  of  the  defendant  to  try 
all  phases  of  the  question  In  regard  to  fares  by  thn  defendant's  various  routes  to 
Flashing,  and  as  the  complainant  acquiesced  in  that  plan,  the  hearing  proceeded 


*  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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upon  all  of  the  Issues  raised  in  defendant's  answer  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
some  of  those  issues  were  not  offered  by  the  complaint. 
Three  general  routes  are  involved  in  the  proceeding : 

(1)  The  Flushing-RIdgewood  line  running  from  Fresh  Pond  station  on  the 
Myrtle  avenue  line  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  to  Fliishios. 
At  Fresh  Pond  station  transfers  are  exchanged  between  the  Brooklyn  Union 
Elevated  and  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Companies.  The  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated 
trains  run  over,  the  surface  to  Rldgewood  and  then  by  means  of  an  incline  to  the 
Myrtle  avenue  elevated  structure  and  through  to  Park  Row,  Manhattan.  By  trans- 
ferring to  trolley  cars  at  Ridgewood,  a  passenger  may  continue  his  journey  free 
to  any  part  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  system;  or  by  continuing  on  the  elevated, 
trains  he  may  go  through  to  Park  Row,  Manhattan,  or  to  Jamaica  or  Canarsle.  or 
to  the  second  fare  point  on  either  of  the  so-called  elevated  routes  to  Coney  Island. 
Similarly  in  the  opposite  direction  a  passenger  may  ride  from  any  point  named 
to  Cedar  Grove  Cemetery  on  the  Flushing  line  for  a  single  fare. 

(2)  The  Flushing  avenue  line  runs  over  Brooklyn  bridge  and  out  Sands  street 
and  Flushing  avenue  to  Maspcth  depot,  which  is  situated  at  the  intersection  of 
Grand  street  and  Juniper  avenue  in  the  former  town  of  Newtown.  Maspeth  depot 
is  a  short  distance  east  of  the  intersection  of  Grand  street  and  Flushing  avenue 
and  a  slightly  greater  distance  east  of  the  intersection  of  Flushing  avenue  and 
Fresh  Pond  road,  where  the  Flush ing-Ridgewood  cars  enter  Flushing  avenue  coming 
from  Fresh  Pond  station.  At  Maspeth  depot  free  transfers  are  exchanged  between 
the  Flushing-Ridgewood  cars  and  the  Flushing  avenue  cars  in  each  direction. 

(3)  The  Grand  street  line  operates  over  the  Williamsburg  bridge  through  various 
intervening  streets  and  out  Grand  street  to  North  Beach.  At  the  intersection  of 
Flushing  avenue  and  Grand  street  free  transfers  are  exchanged -between  the  Grand 
street  line  and  the  Flushing-Ridgewood  line.  The  portion  of  the  route  from  the 
intersection  of  Flushing  avenue  and  Grand  street  to  the  Intersection  of  Union 
avenue  and  Junction  avenue  in '  Corona  is  used  in  common  by  the  Grand  street 
line  and  the  Flushing-Ridgewood  line,  the  right  of  way  being  that  of  the  old 
Grand  street  line  which  was  merged  with  the  Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company 
In  1890.  The  entire  Brooklyn  city  system  was  leased  to  The  Brooklyn  Heights 
Railroad  Company  in  1893. 

The  distance  from  I«lushing  to  Fresh  Pond  Ejtation  is  5.43  miles.  The  distance 
from  Fresh  Pond  station  to  Park  Row  is  6.63  miles,  making  a  total  distance  of 
12.06  miles  between  Flushing  and  Park  Row,  Manhattan,  by  the  Flushing-Ridgewood 
line  and  the  elevated.  Tbe  surface  route  from  Flushing  to  Park  Row  by  the 
Flushing  avenue  line  is  also  slightly  over  12  miles.  The  distance  from  Flushing  to 
'  the  Manhattan  terminal  of  the  Williamsburg  bridge  is  10.428  miles. 

The  railroad  company  maintains  a  so-called  free  zone  in  order  to  eliminate  the 
possibility  of  a  passenger  being  charged  ten  cents  for  a  short  ride.  "Such  a  charge 
might  result,  In  case  a  single  arbitrary  point  were  Qxed  for  the  collection  of  a 
second  fare,  if  a  passenger  happened  to  board  a  car  Just  before  reaching  the 
second  fare  point  and  traveled  a  short  distance  beyond  the  point.  The  method 
involved  in  the  operation  of  the  free  zone  is  to  limit  the  collection  of  the  second 
fare  to  passengers  who  have  boarded  the  car  some  distance  before  reaching  the 
second  fare  point.  Thus  in  actual  practice  east  bound  passengers  are  charged  a 
second  fare  on  passing  Cedar  Grove  cemetery  only  in  case  they  have  ridden  from 
some  point  west  of  Maspeth  depot,  and  west  bound  passengers  are  charged  a  second 
fare  on  passing  Maspeth  depot  only  in  case  they  have  ridden  from  some  point 
east  of  Cedar  Grove  cemetery.  The  length  of  the  free  zone,  that  is,  the  distance 
between  Cedar  Grove  qemetery  and  Maspeth  depot  is  4.073  miles.  The  length  of 
the  combined  free  zone  on  the  Flushing  and  North  Beach  lines  Is  3.158  miles,  and 
this  latter  figure  is  the  shortest  distance  for  which  the  ten-cent  fare  is  charged. 
The  ten-cent  fare  for  this  distance  would  apply  only  in  case  of  a  passenger  travel- 
ing from  the  northerly  portion  of  the  North  Beach  route  to  the  easterly  portion 
of  the  Flushing  route  or  vice  versa;  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  owing  to  the  con* 
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ditlons  of  population  In  the  territory  Just  outside  of  the  free  zone  on  the  Flushing 
line,  and  the  territory  just  outside  of  the  free  zone  on  the  North  Beach  line,  it 
would  be  extremely  unlikely  that  a  passenger  would  begin  and  end  his  journey  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  confine  It  to  that  particular  3.158  miles.  It  is  admitted 
by  the  complainant  that  the  average  distance  traveled  by  passengers  transferring 
from  the  easterly  portion  of  the  Flushing  line  to  the  northerly  portion  of  the 
North  Beach  line,  or  from  the  northerly  portion  of  the  North  Beach  line  to  the 
easterly  portion  of  the  Flushing,  line  is  about  five  miles  through  a  sparsely  settled 
territory. 

The  outlying  portion  of  the  Flushing  route  runs  through  the  former  villages  of 
Corona,  Newtown  and  Maspeth.  The  testimony  shows  that  about  three-quarters 
of  a  mile  separates  the  edge  of  Flushing  from  the  high  ground  in  Corona,  and 
that  most  of  this  three-quarters  of  a  mile  is  marsh  lands  adjacent  to  Flushing 
creek  and  Its  tributaries.  The  more  or  less  loosely  built  up  portions  of  Corona 
and  Elmhurst  are  contiguous.  About  a  quarter  of  a  mile  separates  the  settled 
portions  of  ISlmhurst  and  Maspeth.  For  some  distance  south  and  west  of  Maspeth 
depot  on  all  three  routes,  namely.  Grand  street,  Flushing  avenue  and  Flushing- 
Ridgewood  routes,  the  territory  is  rather  loosely  built  up,  but  the  Flushing- 
Ridgewood  line  after  transferring  to  the  elevated,  and  the  two  surface  lines,  after 
crossing  the  old  Brooklyn  city  boundary  at  or  near  Newtown  creek,  pass  through 
thickly  settled  territory. 

The  complainant's  claim  that  the  ten-cent  fare  to  Flushhig  is  illegal  is  based  on 
three  grounds : 

(1)  That  if,  as  defendant  contends,  the  railroad  company  can  and  does  carry 
passengers  a  distance  approximating  twenty  miles  for  a  single  fare  of  five  cents, 
the  company  ought  to  carry  passengers  the  twelve  miles,  or  less,  from  the  borough 
of  Brooklyn  to  Flushing  for  five  cents. 

(2)  That  some  passengers  passing  Cedar  Grove  cemetery  east  bound,  or  passing 
Maspeth  depot  west  bound,  are  not  charged  a  second  fare,  whereas  other  pas- 
sengers passing  such  point  are  charged  a  second  fare,  constitutes  an  unlawful 
discrimination  against  the  passengers  who  are  thus  taxed  a  second  fare,  and  that 
this  preference  accorded  to  the  single  fare  passengers  constitutes  in  actual  practice 
a  discrimination  against  the  passengers  on  the  line  who  happen  to  reside  in 
Flushing.  The  testimony  Indicates,  and  It  seems  to  bo  conceded  by  both  sides, 
that  the  easterly  boundary  of  the  free  zone  at  Cedar  Grove  cemetery  is  so  near 
Flushing,  and  is  so  situated  with  reference  to  the  extensive  marsh  lands  bordering 
the  Flushing  creek,  that  there  are  practically  no  passengers  concerned  with  the 
second  fare  charged  excepting  those  who  have  occasion  to  use  the  line  as  a  means 
of  transportation  to  or  from  Flushing. 

(3)  That  as  the  seeond  fare  Is  charged  In  each  case  by  The  Brooklyn  Heights 
Railroad  Company  as  the  lessee  of  the  Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company  for  a  con- 
tinuous ride  within  the  limits  of  the  city  of  New  York,  and  as  the  entire  route 
involved  in  the  second  fare  charged  is  a  street  surface  route  and  as  an  essential 
part  of  the  route  Includes  extensions,  constructed  under  chapter  252  of  the  Laws 
of  1884,  therefore  the  case  Is  brought  within  the  provisions  of  section  101  of  the 
Railroad  Law  requiring  a  street  surface  railroad  operating  wholly  within  a  single 
municipality  to  carry  a  passenger  on  a  continuous  ride  for  a  single  fare. 

Taking  up  these  grounds  in  order  it  Is  to  be  observed : 

(1)  That  the  fact  that  a  passenger  may  ride  twenty  miles  for  a  single  fare  of 
five  cents  results  from  the  elaborate  system  of  transfers  maintained  by  the  com- 
panies, some  of  which  are  made  mandatory  upon  a  company  by  the  automatic 
operation  of  the  Railroad  Law,  and  some  of  which,  as  for  instance  the  transfer 
between  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Company  and  the  Brooklyn  Union  Filcvated  Company 
at  Fresh  Pond  station,  and  the  transfer  between  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated 
Company  and  the  Brooklyn,  Queens  Contity  and  Suburban  Company  at  Cypress 
Hills,  are  a  voluntary  arrangement  between  the  distinct  though  affiliated  companies 
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of  the  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  system.  For  these  transfers,  which  have  been 
characterized  as  voluntary,  there  is  no  statutory  requirement,  and  no  way  has 
been  discovered  in  which  they  coald  be  enforced  in  case  the  companies  should 
discontinue,  unless  the  Public  Service  Commission  should  find  that  a  flve-cent  fare 
was  the  reasonable  limit  for  a  through  route  over  connecting  lines.  The  fact  that 
various  combinations  of  these  compuldory  and  voluntary  transfers  make  possible 
a  ride  of  twenty  miles  for  five  cents  docs  not  constitute  by  itself  a  sufficient  legal 
reason  why  the  Flushlng-Rldgewood  line  should  be  operated  to  Its  terminus  for 
five  cents. 

(2)  The  fact  that  some  passengers  are  charged  a  second  fare  on  passing  out  of 
the  free  zone,  while  others  are  not,  is  a  result  of  the  free  zone  system  of  operation 
and  does  not  constitute  any  unlawful  discrimination  or  preference.  The  sole  pur- 
pose of  the  distinction  Is  to  relieve  passengers  who  have  traveled  a  short  distance 
from  paying  a  ten-cent  fare.  Passengers  who  traverse  the  same  territory  are 
charged  the  same  fare,  and  there  would  seem  to  be  no  discrimination  unless  it 
be  a  discrimination  to  carry  passengers  the  ten  miles  and  over  between  Park  row 
and  Cedar  Grove  cemetery  for  five  cents  and  to  charge  a  passenger  ten  cents  for 
the  five  miles  between  the  Junction  of  Flushing  avenue  and  Grand  street,  for  In- 
stance, and  Flushing.  All  classes  of  passengers  are  treated  equally  under  the  same 
conditions,  and  the  fact  that  the  fare  in  one  case  constitutes  a  higher  rate  per  mile 
than  in  the  other  cannot  be  said  to  be  unlawful  because  unequal.  It  is  no  more 
an  inequality  than  exists  everywhere  on  the  street  surface  railroads  in  a  city, 
arising  from  the  fact  that  some  passengers  ride  but  a  few  blocks,  while  others 
ride  from  one  end  of  the  line  to  the  other.  It  can  harly  be  said  that  the  exaction 
of  a  second  fare  per  se  constitutes  an  unlawful  discrimination  provided  the  length 
of  the  run  Justifies  the  fare ;  and  the  operation  of  a  free  zone  makes  possible  a 
closer  equality  of  charges  than  would  be  possible  if  a  single  second  fare  point 
were  established. 

(8)  The  Grand  street  surface  llife  and  the  Flushing  avenue  surface  line,  with 
their  transfers  through  to  Flushing,  and  the  Flushlng-Rldgewood  line,  from  Fresh 
Pond  station  to  Flushing,  would  probably  come  within  the  provision  of  section  101 
of  the  Railroad  Law  If  it  were  not  for  section  1538  of  the  Charter  of  The  City  of 
New  York.  In  addition  to  that  section,  the  defendant  also  relies  upon  the  terms 
of  Its  franchise  from  the  village  of  Flushing  which  granted  the  right  to  use  the 
streets  of  Flushing  provided  that  no  more  than  five  cents  should  be  charged  within 
the  village  and  not  more  than  ten  cents  between  the  terminal  in  Flushing  and 
the  westeri^'  termini  of  the  several  routes.  The  defendant  claims  that  this  fran- 
chise constitutes  a  contract  between  the  trustees  of  the  village  of  Flushing  and 
the  railroad  company  which  cannot  now  be  impaired.  The  contention  of  the  com- 
plainant seems  to  be  well  taken  that  the  trustees  of  the  village  of  Flushing  had 
no  power  to  contract  In  regard  to  rates  of  fare  outside  the  boundaries  of  the  vil- 
lage, and  that  the  stipulation  of  a  fare  not  to  exceed  five  cents  within  the  village 
of  Flushing,  and  a  fare  not  to  exceed  ten  cents  in  the  western  end  of  the  line  was 
a  mere  condition  upon  which  the  granting  of  the  franchise  hinged  and  did  not  con- 
stitute a  contract  authorizing  a  ten  cent  fare.  However,  section  1538  of  the 
Charter  of  The  City  of  New  York  stays  the  operation  of  section  101  of  the  Rail- 
road Law.     It  provides  as  follows: 

"  Sec.  1538.  This  act  shall  not  extend  the  territorial  operation  of  any  rights, 
contracts  or  franchises  hertoforc  granted  or  made  by  the  corporation  known  as  the 
mayor,  aldermen  and  commonalty  of  the  City  of  New  York,  or  by  any  of  the 
municipal  and  public  corporations  which  by  this  act  are  united  and  consolidated 
therewith.  Including  the  counties  of  Kings  and  Richmond,  and  the  same  shall  be 
restricted  to  the  limits  respectively,  to  which  they  would  have  been  confined  if 
this  act  had  not  been  passed;  nor  shall  this  act  In  any  way  validate  or  invalidate, 
or  in  any  manner  affect  such  grants,  but  they  shall  have  the  same  legal  validity, 
force,  effect  and  operation,  and  no  other  or  greater  than  If  this  act  had  not  been 
passed.*'  .         •    (,1_'J 
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This  section  of  the  amended  charter  of  1901  was  a  substantial  re-enactment  of 
a  similar  section  of  the  "original  charter  of  1897.  At  the  time  of  the  taking  effect 
of  the  charter  of  1897,  The  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  (Company  was  operating 
the  Plushing-Rldgewood  line  and  the  two  other  lines  involved  In  this  proceeding 
by  virtue  of  various  franchises  which  it  held  from  the  town  of  Newtown,  town 
of  Flushing,  and  the  village  of  Brushing,  all  of  which  were  municipal  corporations 
outside  of  the  city  of  Brooklyn.     At  that  time  the  fare  was  ten  cents. 

The  evidence  shows  that  the  gross  earnings  of  the  Grand  street  line  to  North 
Beach  for  the  year  1907  were  $210,976.32,  total  expenses  Including  taxes,  fixed 
charges  and  special  appropriations  for  betterments  not  chargeable  to  capital  $25^- 
096.77,  leaving  a  deficit  for  the  year  of  $45,119.45 ;  In  the  case  of  the  Flushing 
avenue  line  from  Park  Row,  gross  earnings  of  $182,766.09,  total  expenses  $225,- 
197.60,  leaving  a  deficit  for  the  year  of  $42,431.51 ;  in  the  case  of  the  Flushlng- 
Ridgewood  line  from  Fresh  Pond  Junction  to  Flushing,  gross  earnings  were  $114,- 
644.01,  total  expenses  $168,772.13,  leaving  a  deficit  for  the  year  of  $54,128.12. 
There  figures  are  based  on  a  car  mile  cost  of  operation  of  18.27  cents  for  the  entire 
Brooklyn  Heights  system  and  a  total  cost  per  car  mile  of  28.57  cents,  including 
operation,   taxes  and  fixed  charges. 

As  stated  above,  the  Brooklyn  City  Railroad  system  was  leased  to  The  Brook- 
lyn Beights  Railroad  Company  in  1898.  The  fixed  charges  last  referred  to  Include 
as  the  principal  part  of  the  rental  a  10  per  cent  dividend  on  the  stock  of  the 
Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company,  which  leases  these  three  lines  and  many  others 
to  the  defendant  herein.  The  portion  of  rental  thus  taken  for  dividends  averages 
4.9G  cents  per  car  mile.  The  remaining  portion  of  the  said  rental  Is  made  up  of 
interest  on  funded  debt.  There  is  no  separate  capitalization  of  these  three  lines 
but  the  average  funded  debt  of  the  Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company  covering  the 
property  leased  to  The  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  is  $67,017  per  mile. 

The  earnings  taken  are  the  cash  receipts  on  the  various  lines  Involved  In  this 
proceeding.    The  passenger  receipts  per  car  mile  average  as  follows: 

On  the  Flushlng-Rldgewood  route  19.33  cents. 
On  the  Grand  street  route  22.76  cents. 
On  the  Flushing  avenue  route  22.57  cents. 

The  foregoing  figures  show  that  the  receipts  are  clearly  short  of  the  average 
cost  of  operating  the  road  Including  taxes  and  fixed  charges.  Even  if  the  portion 
of  the  rental  representing  dividend  be  entirely  eliminated  from  the  average  cost 
per  car  mile  the  remainder  would  amount  to  23.62  cents  per  car  mile,  which  is  still 
In  excess  of  the  average  passenger  receipts  on  any  of  the  three  lines  In  question. 
Inasmuch,  therefore,  as  none  of  these  lines  earn  enough  to  pay  operating  expenses, 
taxes  and  Interest  on  such  funded  debt.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  proper  conclusion 
Is  that  these  lines  are  operated  at  a  loss.  At  the  request  of  the  complainant  the 
Commission  caused  an  examination  to  be  made  by  its  engineers  of  the  cost  of 
operating  the  Flushing  avenue,  FIushlng-RIdgcwood  and  Grand  street  lines.  The 
report  of  the  engineers  shows  that  the  above  stated  cost  of  operation  is  not 
excessive.  The  evidence  shows  an  average  of  eight  passengers  per  car  passing 
Cedar  Grove  Cemetery  in  each  direction  between  the  hours  of  5:30  A.  M.  and 
4:30  P-  M.,  and  that  in  other  hours  the  average  Is  less.  There  is  no  special  rush 
hour  in   either  direction. 

It  may  be  said  that  if  the  extra  fare  to  b'lushing  were  not  charged  more  pas- 
sengers would  ride  and  this  would  lessen  the  operating  cost  per  passenger  mile. 
The  answer  to  this  is  that  the  distance  to  be  traversed  is  so  great  and  the  trip 
to  Manhattan  by  surface  car  takes  so  long  a  time  that  it  is  quite  uncertain  as  to 
how  much  a  reduction  of  fare  would  increase  the  trafiSc.  The  same  rule  will  not 
operate  that  might  be  true  on  rides  of  moderate  length  In  the  thickly  populated 
districts.     The  evidence  shows  that  the  Long  Island  Railroad  station  is  within  a 
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stone's  throw  from  the  terminus  of  the  defendant's  line  at  Flushing  and  that  in 
the  morning  rush  hourff^he  steam  Tailroad  platform  is  covered  with  people  wait- 
ing to  go  to  Manhattan  by  the  steam  trains  at  twenty  cents  fare,  while  the 
defendant's  trolley  cars  start  out  from  the  same  point  not  more  than  one-half 
filled.  It  Is  therefore  apparent  that  one  reason  why  people  do  not  travel  more  on 
the  defendant's  cars  Is  because  of  the  long  time  consumed  in  proceeding  the 
twelve  miles  to  the  Brooklyn  bridge.  There  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  a  reduc- 
tion of  fare  wpuld  cause  such  an  Increase  of  business  as  would  wipe  out  the 
deficit. 

I    conclude,    therefore,    that   the   extra   fare    to   Flushing  is   neither   illegal  nor 
unreasonable,  and  I  recommend  that  the  complaint  be  dismissed. 

Thereupon  the  following  dismissal  order  was  issued: 


FLUSHING    ASSOCIATION, 

Complaint, 
against 

BROOKLYN    HEIGHTS    RAILROAD    COMPANY, 

Defendant. 


**  Double  fare  in  the  former  Village   of  Flushing." 


DISMISSAL  ORDER 
CASE  2«3. 
December  11,   1906. 


aU  Order  of  the  Commission,  No.  285,  having  been  made  herein  on  the  2l8t  day 
of  February,  liK>8.  directing  a  hearing  on  March  9,  1908.  in  the  matter  of  double 
fare  charged  by  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  in  the  former  village  of 
Flushing,  and  It  appearing  from  Tcstmony  taken  at  said  hearing  and  at  hearings 
held  on  subsequent  dates,  on  which  an  opinion  was  rendered^  by  Commissioner 
Bassett,  that  the  charge  of  ten  cents  is  not  Illegal  or  unreasonable,  and  that  a 
reduction  Is  not  warranted  it  is 

Ordered,  That  said   complaint  be,  and  the  same   hereby  is,  dismissed.  ' 


Brookl3m,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad  Company, 
Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company. —  Excessive  fare  from 
Xorth  Beach  to  points  south  of  Flushing  road  junction,  Broad- 
way and  Union  avenue. 

Complaint  Order  No.  215. 


Extension    Order    No.    245. 
Hearing  Order  No.  286. 


Complaint  of  Frederick  Erbe  and  Others, 

against 

Brooklyn,  Qiteens  County  and  Surburban 
Railroad  Company;  Brooklyn  Heights 
Railroad  Company. 


Complaint  Order  No.  215    (see  form,  note  1)    issued  January  24th. 
Extension  Order  No.  245    (see  form,  note  2)    issued  February  7th. 
Hearing  Order  No.   280    (see  form,  note  3)    issued  FebruaTy  2l8t. 
Hearings  were  held  March  9th,  18th,  June  17th,  26th,  29th,  and  July  lOth. 
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Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  and  other  railroad 

companies  operating  to  Coney  Island. —  Ten-cent  fare  to 

Coney  Island. 

Complaint   Order   No.   276. 
*  Extension   Order  No.   304. 

Hearing  Order  No.  353. 

Complaint  of  Scott  MacReynolds 
against 
Bbooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railboad  Com- 
pany; Brooklyn  Heights  Railboad  Com- 
pany; Nassau  Electric  Raiijioad  Com- 
pany; Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and 
Suburban  Railroad  Company;  Coney 
Island  and  Gbavesend  Railway  Com- 
pany. 

Complaint  Order  No.  276   (see  form,  note  1)   issued  February  2l8t. 
Extension  Order  No.  304  (see  form,  note  2)  issued  March  3d. 
Hearing  Order  No.  353  (see*  form,  note  3)  issued  March  20th. 
Hearings  held  March  26tli,  -April  9th,  17th,  20th,  23d,  28th,  2»th,  30th,  May 
4th,  6th,  7th,  13th,  20th,  22d  and  25th. 


Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  and  other  railroad 

companies  operating  to  Coney  Island. —  Ten-cent  fare  to 

Coney  Island. 

Complaint  No.  276a. 
Extension   Order   No.  303. 
Hoaring  Order  No.   3.51. 

Complaint  of  J.  Monheimeb 
against 
Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Com- 
pany, Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Com- 
pany, }Cas8vu  Electric  Railroad  Com- 
pany, Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and 
Subi^rban  Railroad  Company,  Coney 
Island  and  Gravesend  Railway  Com- 
pany; South  Brooklyn  Railway  Com- 
pany AND  Sea  Beach  Railway  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  276a    (see  form,  note  1)    issued  February  21st. 
Extension  Order  No.  303  (see  form,  note  2)   issued  March  3d. 
Hearing  Order  No.  351    (see  form,  note  3)   issued  March  20th. 
Hearings  held  March  26th,  April  0th,  17th,  20th,  23d,  28th,  29th,  30th,  May 
4th,  6th,  7th,   13th.  20th,  22d  and  25th. 
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Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company. —  Ten-cent  fare 

to  Coney  Island. 

Complaint  Order  No.  275a. 
Hearing  Order  No.  350. 
Complaint  of  J.  Moniieimeb 
against 
Coney  Island  and  Bbooklyn  Railboad  Com- 
pany. 

Complaint  Order  No.  275a    (see  form,  note  1)    issued  February  2l8t. 
Hearing  Order  No.  350   (see  form^  note  3)   issued  March  20>tli. 
Hearings  were  held  March  26th,  April  3d,   10th,  24th,  May  Ist,  8th,  14th. 
19th,  22d,  27th  and  June  11th. 


Coney  Island  and  Brookl3m  Railroad  Company. —  Ten-cent  fare 

to  Coney  Island. 

Complaint  Order  No.  275. 
Extension  Order  No.  305. 
^  Hearing  Order  No.  352. 
Complaint  of  Scott  MacReynoix>s 

against 
Coney  Island  and  Bbooklyn  Railboad  Com- 
pany. 

Complaint  Order  No.  275    (see  form,  note  1)   issued  February  21st. 
Extension  Order  No.  305  (see  form,  note  2)   issued  March  3d. 
Hearing  Order  No.  352    (see  form,,  note  3)   issued  March  20th. 
Hearings  held  March  26th,  April  3d,  10th,  24th,  May  Ist,  8th,   14th,  19th, 
22d,  27th  and  June  11th. 


Long  Island  Railroad  Company. —  Excessive  rate  of  fare  for 

monthly  commutation  tickets;  lack  of  service  on  Whitestone 

branch. 
Complaint  of  Lawbence  S.  Folqeb 

against 
JjOixq   Island   Raiijioad    Company. 

(Complaint  Order  No.  300   (see  form,  note  1)  issued  March  3d. 


Long  Island  Railroad  Company. —  Reduction  of  fare  from  Flat- 
bush  avenue  to  Railroad  avenue  from  ten  cents  to  five  cents. 

Complaint  Order  No.  665. 
Hearing  Order  No.  636. 
Complaint  of  the  26th  Wabd  Boabd  of  Trade 
against 
Long   Island    Railroad    Company. 
Complaint  Order  No.  565  (see  form,  note  1)  issued  June  9th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  636   (see  form,  note  3)   issued  July  14th. 
Hearing  held  September  2d,  21st  and  30th. 
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Long  Island  Railroad  Company. —  Excessive  fare  on  Atlantic 
avenue  line  between  Jamaica  and  Flatbush  stations. 

Case  1022. 
Complaint  of  M.  H.  Fishbubn 
against 
Long  Island   Railroad   Company. 

Complaint  Order  (see  form,  note  1)  issued  December  18th. 


Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company  —  Central  Park,  North 
and  East  River  Railroad  Company. —  Establishment  of 
through  routes  and  joint  rates. 

Hearing  Order  No.  670. 
Final  Order  No.  673. 
Order  No.  693. 
Hearing  Order  No.  752. 
Final  Order  No.  815. 
Rehearing  Order  No.   821. 
Rehearing  Order  No.  825. 
Final    Order    No.    830. 


In   the   Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  as  to 
the  Regulations.  Practices  and  Ror\'ire  of 
ADRIAN  H.  JOIiINB  and  DOUGLAS  ROBIN- 
SON. Receivers  of  the  MBTROPOIJTAN 
STREET  RAILWAY  COMPANY  and  of  the 
CENTRAL  PARK,  NORTH  ft  EAST  RIVER 
RAILROAD  COMPANY,  in  respect  to  the  ostab- 
lUhment  of  certain  through  routes  and  Joint 
rates. 


HEARING   OPPER 
No.   670. 

August  8,  1008. 


rt  iff  hereby  Ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  11th  day  of  August,  1008, 
at  2:30  oVIooIc  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
bt»  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough 
of  Manhattan,  city  and  state  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations, 
practices  and  scrrice  of  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  receivers  of  the 
Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company  and  of  the  Central  Parle,  North  and  East 
River  Railroad  Company,  in  respect  to  the  trnnsportaflon  of  persons  in  the  First 
District,  are  unjust,  unreasonable,  improper  or  Inadequate,  and  to  determine 
whether  changes*  In  the  same  ou^ht  reasonably  to  be  made  by  the  receivers  and 
by  the  said  Central  Park.  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company,  In  respect  to 
the  making  of  a  through  route  and  Joint  rate  by  them  over  any  lines  owned, 
operated,  controlled  or  leased  by  them  forming  a  continuous  line  of  transporta- 
tion, or  which  could  be  made  to  do  so  by  the  construction  and  maintenance  of 
switch  connections,  and  If  so  be  found  to  be  the  fact  then  to  determine  whether 
a  charge  in  said  regulations,  practices  and  service  In  the  particulars  following,  at 
the  places  therein  mentioned,  would  be  Just,  reasonnble,  adequate  and  proper  to 
he  put  in  force,  observed  and  used  in  the  transportation  of  persons  at  said  places 
IQ  the  First  District,  namely  : 

Whether  the  said  Adrian  IT.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  afore- 
s.*»ld.  and  the  Central  Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company  should  be 
reqrlred  to  establish  on  or  before  the  expirntlon  of  five  days  after  the  order  to 
be  entered  in  this  proceeding,  by  proner  connection  between  their  respective 
lines  of  transportation,  and  maintained  In  operation  for  a  period  of  not  less 
than  three  months  from  and  after  said  date,  a  through  rate  for  the  transporta- 
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tlon  of  passengers  between  the  points  nnd  upon  the  Hues  specified  In  the 
attached  schedule  In  each  direction,  and  whether  thej-  should  be  required  to 
establish  and  put  In  force  a  joint  rate  of  faro  for  each  such  passenger  by  the  use 
of  a  transfer  slip,  coupon  ticket  or  other  sufficient  token  delivered  to  such 
passenger,  and  apply  the  said  rate  of  fare  to  the  transportation  of  passengers 
over  the  routes  and  each  of  them  specified  in  the  said  schedule  in  each  direction. 

Schedule. 

From  any  point  on  the  portions  of  the  lines  Indicated  below  In  class  No.  1. 
thence  northward  along  any  one  of  the  said  lines  to  and  along  the  Fifty-ninth 
street  line  of  the  Central  Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company,  and 
thence  northward  on  portions  of  the  lines  indicated  below  In  class-  No.  2 ;  and  In  the 
reverse  direction. 

Class  No.  1.  The  portion  of  north  and  south  lines  opentcd  by  the  receivers 
of  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company  north  of  Thin  r-fourth  street  as  far 
as   Fifty-ninth  street. 

Class  No.  2.  The  portions  of  north  and  south  lines  operated  by  the  receivers 
of  the  Metropolitan  Street  Rnilway  Company  north  of  Fifty-ninth  street  as  far 
as  One  Hundred   and    Sixteenth  street. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Jrst  and  rensonable. 

Further  Ordered.  That  the  said  Adrian  H.  .Tollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  rorelvors 
as  aforesaid,  and  the  said  Central  Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Com- 
pany, be  given  at  least  two  days'  notice  of  such  hearing,  by  service  upon  them, 
either  personally  or  by  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such 
hearing  said  receivers  and  said  company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  to 
present  evidence  and  to  examine  and  cross-examine  witnesses  as  to  the  matters 
hereinafter  set  forth. 

Hearing  held  August  llth.. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued. 

FINAL  ORDER  No.    673. 
August   11,    1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  on  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  August  11, 
1908,  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an 
order  of  this  Commission  made  August  7.  1908,  and  returnable  on  August  11, 
3908,  at  2:.^0  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and  that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon 
the  said  Adrian  11.  Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  receivers,  and  upon  the  Central 
Park,  North  &  F:ast  Klver  Railroad  Company,  and  thnt  the  said  service  was  t)y 
the  said  receivers  duly  acknowledged,  and  ibat  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and 
before  the  Commission  on  August  11,  1908,  Commissioners  Eustls,  Maltble  and 
McCarroU  presiding,  Oliver  C  Semple,  F:sq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission, 
Henrv  Thompson  and  A.  H.  Vanderpoel  appearing  for  the  said  Central  Park, 
North  and  East  River  Railroad  Compnny,  and  no  one  appearing  for  the  said 
nvelvers,  but  a  communication  being  received  from  the  said  receivers  in  the 
matter,  J.  Parker  Kiriin  appearing  for  stockholders  of  the  Metropolitan .  Si reet 
Railway  Company,  and  proof  having  been  taken,  and  It  being  the  opinion  of  the 
Commission  that  the  lines  of  said  receivers  and  said  Central  Park,  North  &  East 
River  Railroad  Company,  hereinafter  specified,  owned,  operated,  controlled  or 
leased,  form  and  have  formed  for  many  years  continuous  lines  of  transportation, 
and  that  operation  of  snld  lines  as  throrgh  routes  for  a  single  fare  by  said 
receivers  and  said  Central  l»ark.  North  &  East  River  Railroad  Company  was 
discontinued  on   August   6,    1908. 

A'oic,  it  is  herebu  Ordered, 

(1)  That  the  snld  Adrian  H.  Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  afore- 
said, and  the  Central  Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company  be  required 
to  estnl)llsh  on  or  before  Aucrust  24,  1908.  by  proper  connection  between  their 
respective  lines  of  transportation,  and  maintain  In  operation  for  a  period  of 
not  less  than  one  year  from  and  after  the  said  date,  a  through  route  for  the 
transportation  of  passengers  lietween  the  points  and  upon  the  linos  specified 
in  the  attached  schedule.  In  each  direction,  nnd  be  required  to  establish  ana  put 
In  force  a  Joint  rate  of  fare  for  each  such  passenger  by  the  use  of  a  transfer  slip, 
coupon  ticket  or  other  sufficient  token  delivered  to  such  passenger,  and  apply  the 
said  rate  of  fare  to  the  transportation  of  passengers  over  the  routes,  una  each 
of  them,  specified  In  the  said  schedule,  In  ench  direction,  for  and  during  the  time 
aforesaid,  unless  modified  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Public 
Service  Commissions  T^aw. 

SCIIEDri.E. 

First.  From  any  point  on  the  portions  of  the  lines  Indicated  below  in  class  No. 
1:  thence  northward  along  any  one  of  the  said  lines  to  and  along  the  Fifty-ninth 
street  line  of  the  Central  Park,  North  &  East  River  Railroad  Company,  and 
thence  northward  to  any  point  on  the  portions  of  the  lines  indicated  below  In 
clnss  No.  2;  and  In  the  reverse  direction. 

Second.  From  any  point  on  the  portions  of  the  lines  indicated  below  In  class 
No.  1;  thence  northward  alone  any  one  of  the  said  lines  to  and  along  the 
Fifty-ninth  street  line  of  the  Central  Park,  North  &  Bast  River  Railroad  Com- 
pany to  Tenth  avenue. 
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Third.  From  any  point  on  the  portions  of  the  lines  Indicated  below  In  Class 
No.  1;  thence  northward  alon^  any  one  of  the  said  lines  in  and  along  the 
Fifty-ninth  street  line  of  the  Central  Park.  North  &  East  River  Railroad  Com- 
pany to  Frst  avenue. 

Fourth.  From  any  point  on  the  portions  of  the  lines  indicated  below  in  Class 
No.  2;  thence  southward  along  any  one  of  the  said  lines  to  and  along  the 
Fifty-ninth  street  line  of  the  Central  Park,  North  &  East  River  Railroad  Com- 
pany to  Tenth  avenue. 

Fifth.  From  any  point  on  the  portions  of  the  lines  indicated  below  in  Class 
No.  2;  thence  southward  along  any  one  of  the  said  lines  to  and  along  the 
Fifty-ninth  street  line  of  the  Central  Park,  North  &  East  River  Railroad  Com- 
pany to  First  avenue. 

Sixth.  From  any  point  on  the  portion  of  the  Central  Park,  North  &  East 
River  Railroad  Company  between  Thirty-fourth  streot  and  Fifty-ninth  street: 
thence  northward  along  said  portion  of  the  line  of  the  said  company  to  Klfty- 
nlnth  street;  thence  to  and  along  the  Fifty-ninth  street  line  of  said  company, 
and  thence  northward  to  any  point  on  the  portions  of  the  lines  indicated  in  Class 
No.  2;  and  in  the  reverse  direction. 

Class  No.  1.  The  portions  of  north  and  south  lines  operated  by  the  receivers 
of  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company  north  of  Thirty-fourth  street  as 
far  as  Fifty-ninth  street. 

Class  No.  2.  The  portions  of  north  and  south  lines  operated  by  the  receivers 
of  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company  north  of  Fifty-ninth  street  as  far 
as  One  Hundred  and    Sixteenth   streot. 

(2).  That  this  order  take  effect  Immediately  and  continue  in  force  until 
August  24,  1909,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the  Commission. 

(3)  That  the  said  Adrian  H.  Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers,  and 
the  said  Central  Park,  North  &  East  River  Railroad  Compnay  notify  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  on  or  before  August  24,  1908,  whether 
the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

ORDER  No.  693. 

August  25,  1908. 

Renoir ed.  That  the  IMiblic  Service  rommisslon  for  the  First  DlHtrkl  investigate 
on  Thursday,  August  27,  1908,  at  10:30  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  under  Order  No. 
615  of  this  Commission,  what  rate,  fare  or  charge  is  just,  and  reasonable  to  be 
charged  by  said  common  carriers  for  through  transportation  upon  each  of  the 
routes  named  In  said  Order  No.  673  and  what  portion  of  such  rate,  fare  or  charge- 
should  be  apportioned  to  each  such  carrier  and  the  manner  in  which  the  same 
should  be  paid  or  secured. 

HEARING  ORDER  No.  752. 
September  30,  1908. 

The  Public  Service  Commis.slon  for  the  First  District  having  on  or  about  the 
7th  day  of  August,  1908,  duly  made  an  order  (No.  670)  for  a  hearing  to  inquire 
whether  the  regulations,  practices  and  service  of  Adrian  H.  Jollne  and  Douglas 
Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company,  and  the 
regulations,  practices,  and  service  of  the  Central  Park.  North  and  Bast  River 
Railroad  Company,  In  respect  of  the  transportation  of  persons  were  unjust,  unrea- 
sonable, improper  or  Inadequate,  and  to  determine  whether  changes  in  the  same 
ought  reasonably  to  be  made  by  the  receivers  and  by  the  said  Central  Park, 
North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company  In  respect  of  the  making  of  a  through 
route  and  joint  rate  bv  them  over  certain  lines  owned,  operated,  controlled  or 
leased  by  them,  and  after  the  hearing  held  In  pursuance  of  such  order  the  said 
Commission  having  on  or  about  the  11th  day  of  August,  1908.  duly  made  an  Order 
(No.  673)  requiring  the  said  Adrian  H.  .Toline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers 
aforesaid,  and  the  said  Central  Park,  North  anrl  Enst  River  Railroad  Company 
to  establish  on  or  before  August  21,  1908. '  by  proper  connection  between  their 
respective  lines  of  transportation,  and  maintain  in  operation  for  a  period  of  not 
less  than  one  year  from  and  after  the  said  date,  a  through  route  for  the  trans- 
portation of  passengers  between  the  points  and  upon  the  lines  specified  therein, 
and  to  establish  and  put  In  force  a  joint  rate  of  fare  for  each  such  passenger  by 
the  use  of  a  transfer  slip,  coupon  ticket  or  other  sufficient  token  delivered  to  such 
passenger  and  apply  the  said  rate  of  fare  to  the  transportation  of  passengers  over 
the  routes  mentioned  therein  for  and  during  the  time  aforesaid,  unless  modified 
In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law,  and  the 
said  Adrian  H.  Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  as  aforesaid,  and  the 
said  Central  Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company  having  failed  to  com- 
nly  with  the  provisions  of  the  said  last  mentioned  order,  and  the  Commission 
having  on  or  about  the  25th  day  of  August,  190S.  adopted  a  resolution  to  Investi- 
gate on  the  27th  day  of  August.  1908.  what  rate,  fare  or  charge  Is  just  and  rea- 
sonable to  be  charged  by  the  said  receivers  and  by  the  said  Central  Park,  North 
and  East  River  Railroad  Company,  for  through  transportation  upon  the  routes 
named  in  said  Order  No.  673,  and  what  portion  of  such  rate,  fare  or  charge 
shonld  be  apportioned  to  said  receivers  and  to  the  said  Central  Park,  North  and 
Bast  River  Railroad  Company,  and  the  manner  in  which  the  same  should  be  paid 
or  secured,  and  investigation  having  been  duly  had  under  such  resolution, 

Vow,  after  such  investigation  and  after  all  the  proceedings  heretofore  taken 
It  Is 
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Ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  2d  day  of  October,  1908,  at  2  :30  o'clock 
In  the  afternoon  of  that  day,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street.  Borough  of 
Manhattan,  City  and  State  of  New  York,   to  Inquire: 

(1)  Whether  the  Joint  fare  for  passengers  upon  the  lines  specified  In  the  schedule 
hereto  attached  to  be  established  and  put  in  force  by  the  Commission  should  be 
five  cents  per  passenger;  or  If  such  Joint  fare  would  be  unjust  or  unreasonable, 
then  what  Joint  fare  should  be  established  or  put  in  force. 

(2)  To  what  portion  of  such  Joint  fare  should  the  said  receirers  and  the  said 
railroad    company,    respectively,    be   entitled. 

(3)  In  what  manner  should  the  respective  portions  of  such  Joint  fare  be  paid 
and  secured  to  the  receivers  and   the  said   railroad   company. 

Further  Ordered,  That  the  said  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson, 
receivers  as  aforesaid,  and  the  said  Central  Park,  North  Blver  and  East  River 
Railroad  Company,  be  given  at  least  two  days'  notice  of  such  hearing,  by  service 
upon  them,  either  personally  or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that 
said  receivers  and  said  company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  to  present 
evidence  and  to  examine  witnesses  as  to  all  the  matters  Involved  herein. 

Hearings  were  held  October  2d,  7th,  9th,  13th,  14th,  15th,  16th,  17th,  19th, 
23d  and  24th. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.  815. 

October  30,   1908. 

The  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  having,  on  or  about  the 
7th  day  of  August,  1908,  duly  made  an  order  (No.  670),  for  a  hearing  to  Inquire 
whether  the  regulations,  practices  and  service  of  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas 
Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company,  and  the 
regulations,  practices  and  service  of  the  Central  Park,  North  and  Blast  River 
Railroad  Company,  in  respect  of  the  transportation  of  persons  were  unjust, 
unreasonable,  improper  or  inadequate  and  to  determine  whether  changes  in  the 
same  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  by  the  receivers  and  by  the  said  Central 
Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company  in  respect  of  the  making  of  a 
through  route  and  Joint  rate  by  them  over  certain  lines  owned,  operatea,  con- 
trolled or  leased  by  them,  and  after  the  hearing  held  in  pursuance  of  such  order, 
the  said  Commission  having  on  or  about  the  11th  day  of  August.  1908.  duly  made 
an  order  (No.  673).  requiring  the  said  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as 
receivers,  and  said  Central  Park.  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company  to 
establish  on  or  before  August  24,  1908,  by  proper  connection  between  their 
respective  lines  of  transportation  and  maintain  in  operation  for  a  period  of  not 
less  than  one  year  from  and  after  the  said  date,  a  through  route  for  the  trans- 
portation of  passengers  between  the  points  and  upon  each  of  the  lines  hereinafter 
specified,  and  to  establish  and  put  in  force  a  Joint  rate  of  fare  for  each  said 
passenger  by  the  use  of  a  transfer  slip,  coupon  ticket  or  other  sufficient  token 
delivered  to  such  passenger  and  apply  the  said  rale  of  fare  to  the  transportation 
of  passengers  over  each  of  the  routes  hereinafter  mentioned  for  and  during  the 
time  aforesaid  unless  modified  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Public 
Service  Commissions  Law,  and  said  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as 
receivers  aforesaid,  and  the  said  Central  Park.  North  and  East  River  Railroad 
Company  having  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  said  last  mentioned 
order  and  not  having  established  said  through  routes  and  Joint  rate  or  any 
thereof,  as  therein  required,  and  the  Commission  having  thereafter  duly  made  an 
order  (No.  752).  that  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  2d  day  of  October,  1908,  at  2:30 
o'clock  In  the  afternoon  of  that  day,  to  inquire, 

(1)  Whether  the  Joint  fare  for  passengers,  upon  the  lines  hereinafter  specified, 
to  be  established  and  put  in  force  by  the  Commission  should  be  five  cents  per 
passenger  or  If  such  Joint  rate  would  be  unjust  or  unreasonable,  then  what  Joint 
fare  should  be  established  or  put  in  force. 

(2)  To  what  portion  of  such  Joint  fare  should  the  said  receivers  and  the  said 
railroad  company  respectively,  be  entitled. 

(3)  In  what  manner  should  the  respective  portions  of  such  Joint  fare  be  paid 
and  secured  to  the  said  receivers  and  the  said  railroad  company:  and  directing 
that  the  said  receivers  and  the  said  railroad  company  be  given  at  least  two  days' 
notice  of  such  hearing  and  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  to  present  evidence 
and  to  examine  witnesses  as  to  all  the  matters  involved  therein ;  and  the  said 
hearing  under  said  Order  No.  7o2  having  come  on  before  the  said  Commission  on 
the  2d  day  of  October  190S.  at  2 :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  pursuant  to  the 
said  order,  Commissioners  Willcox,  Maltbie,  Eustis,  McCarroll  and  Bassett,  pre- 
siding George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  Messrs.  Masten 
and  Nichols,  John  G.  Mliburn.  Esq.,  and  Robert  C.  Beatty,  Esq..  appearing  for  the 
receivers  of  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company,  and  Henry  Thompson,  Esq., 
A.  H.  Vanderpool,  Esq.,  and  Carleton  Sprague  Cooke,  Esq..  appearing  for  the  Central 
Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company,  and  said  hearing  being  continued 
by  adjournments,  with  the  same  appearances,  upon  the  following  dates,  to  wit : 
October  7,  9,  13,  14,  15,  16,  17,  19,  23,  and  24,  1908,  and  the  proofs  and  argu- 
ments of  said  receivers  and  said  railroad  company  having  been  at  said  hearing 
presented  to  the  Commission. 
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Now,  it  appearing  to  the  Commission  that  the  rate,  fare  and  charge  as  herein- 
after established  in  and  by  this  order  for  through  transportation  of  passengers  upon 
each  of  the  routes  hereinafter  set  forth  is  Just  and  reasonable  and  that  the  por< 
tions  thereof  to  which  said  receivers  and  said  railroad  corporation  affected  thereby 
are  entitled  should  be  declared  and  fixed  as  hereinafter  in  this  order  set  forth: 

It  is  hereby 

Ordered,  (1)  That  a  Joint  rate  of  fare  of  fire  cents  from  each  passenger  for  the 
through  transportation  of  passengers  upon  the  lines  specified  in  the  following  sched- 
ule and  between  the  points  therein  designated  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  established 
and  ordered  to  be  put  in  force  by  the  said  Adrian  U.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson, 
as  receivers,  and  by  the  said  Central  Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company, 
and  be  maintained  by  them  for  a  period  of  four  months  from  and  after  the  taking 
effect  of  this  order. 

Schedule. 

The  Fifty-ninth  street  line  of  the  Central  Park.  North  and  East  River  Railroad 
Company  means  in  this  schedule  the  line  on  Fifty-ninth  street  between  the  east 
Bide  of  F^rst  avenue  and  the  west  side  of  Tenth  avenue. 

(a)  From  any  point  on  the  Fifty-ninth  street  line  of  the  Central  Park,  North 
and  East  River  Railroad  Company  to  any  Intersecting  line  operated  by  the  said 
receivers  of  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company,  and  north  or  south  on 
such  intersecting  line  to  One  Hundred  and  Sixteenth  street  or  Thirty-fourth  street. 

(b)  From  any  point  between  Thirty-fourth  street  and  One  Hundred  and  Sixteenth 
street  on  any  line  operated  by  said  receivers  intersecting  the  said  Fifty-ninth  street 
line  to  the  said  Fifty-ninth  street  line,  and  east  or  west  on  said  line  to  its 
terminus. 

(c)  From  any  point  between  Thirty-fourth  street  and  One  Hundred  and  Sixteenth 
street  on  any  line  operated  by  said  receivers  intersecting  the  said  Fifty-ninth  street 
line  to  the  said  Fifty-ninth  street  line,  and  along  said  line  to  any  other  inter- 
secting line  operated  by  the  said  receivers,  and  thence  along  said  intersecting 
line  in  the  original  direction  to  any  point  between  Thirty-fourth  street  and 
One  Hundred  a^d  Sixteenth  street. 

(2)  That  said  Joint  rate  be  so  established  and  maintained  by  the  said  receivers 
and  by  the  said  railroad  company  for  through  transportation  of  passengers  upon 
each  of  the  said  routes  between  the  points  designated  as  aforesaid,  thereon,  by 
the  use  of  a  slip,  coupon  ticket  or  other  sufficient  token  to  be  delivered  to  each 
passenger  upon  his  stating  his  destination  and  at  the  time  of  his  paying  his  fare, 
which  shall  identify  such  passenger  so  as  to  enable  and  require  him,  without  other 
break  in  such  transportation  than  a  change  of  car,  to  pursue  promptly  his  said 
through  trip  to  his  said  destination. 

(3)  That  the  said  fare  of  five  cents  for  each  such  passenger  so  transported,  in 
pursuance  of  this  order  shall  be  apportioned  between  the  said  receivers  and  the 
said  Central  Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company,  so  that  the  receivers 
shall  have  of  the  same  the  sum  of  three  and  three-fourths  cents  and  so  that  the 
said  Central  Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company  shall  have  therefrom 
the  sum  of  one  and  one-fourth  cents,  the  right  thereto  to  be  evidenced  by  pro- 
duction of  the  identification  slips  taken  from  such  passengers,  and  accountings  to 
be  had  and  payments  made  semi-monthly.     And  it  is  further 

Ordered,  That  said  receivers  and  said  railroad  company  each  give  to  the  other 
a  bond  to  be  approved  by  the  Commission  in  the  sum  of  one  thousand  dollars 
($1,000),  conditioned  for  the  payment  of  all  moneys  that  may  become  payable  for 
transportation  of  passengers,  under  the  provisions  of  this  order.     And  it  is  further 

Ordered,  That  the  said  receivers  and  the  said  railroad  company  be  and  they 
hereby  are  allowed  to  put  the  said  Joint  rate  into  effect  as  herein  directed  by 
filing  one  day  in  advance  of  the  date  herein  specified  the  proper  tariff  schedule, 
as  provided  by  the  rules  in  tariff  circular  No.  1  of  this  Commission.  And  it  is 
further 

Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  the  22d  day  of  November,  1908, 
and  that  the  said  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  such  receivers,  and 
said  Central  Park.  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  on  or  before  the  6th  day  of  November, 
1008,  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  arc  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  application   from   each    of    the    companies   the  following  order   was 

issued : 

ORDER  No.  821. 

November  6,   1908. 

Petitions  having  been  received  from  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  re- 
ceivers of  the  Metropolitan  "Street  Railway  Company,  and  from  the  Central  Park, 
North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company,  bearing  date,  respectively.  November  4, 
1908  and  November  5,  1908,  praying  for  a  rehearing  of  Order  No.  815. 

Ordered,  That  said  petitions  be  heard  by  the  Commission  on  Monday,  November 
9,  1908,  at  11  o'clock  in  the  forenoon. 

That  the  time  within  which  said  receivers  and  said  company  are  required  to 
notify  the  Commission  whether  the  terms  of  said  Order  No.  815  are  accepted  and 
will  be  obeyed  be,  and  th(>  same  hereby  is  extended  to  and  Including  Wednesday, 
November  11,  1908,  and  that  on  or  before  said  11th  day  of  November,  1908,  said 
receivers  and  said  company  give  such  notification  to  the  Commission. 

Hearing  held  November  9th. 
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The  following  rehearing  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  FOR  REHEARING   No.   825. 
November   10,  1908. 

Petitions  having  been  received  from  Adrian  H.  Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  re- 
ceivers of  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company,  and  from  the  Central  Park. 
North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company,  bearing  date,  respedtively,  November  4. 
1908  and  November  5,  1908,  praying  for  a  rehearing  of  Order  No.  815,  and  said 
petitions  having  come  on  before  the  Commission  pursuant  to  an  order  for  hearing 
on  Monday,  November  9.  11)08,  at  11  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  Messrs.  John  G. 
Milburn  and  Robert  C.  Beatty  appearing  for  said  receivers,  and  William  N.  Dyk- 
man,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  said  railroad  company,  and  Oliver  C.  Semnle,  Esq., 
assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  after  hearing  the  arguments 
of  the  applicants,  and  sufficient  reason  therefor  being  made  to  appear,  it  is  now 

Hereby  Ordered.  That  a  rehearing  as  to  said  Order  No.  815  be  had  on  Tuesday, 
November  10,  1908,  at  11  o'clock  In  the  forenoou,  and  that  the  time  within  which 
said  receivers  and  the  said  company  are  required  to  notify  the  Commission  whether 
the  terms  of  said  Order  No.  815  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed  be,  and  the  same 
hereby  is  extended  to  and  Including  Friday,  November  13,  1908,  and  that  on  or 
before  said  13th  day  of  November,  1908,  said  receivers  and  said  company  give 
such  notification  to  the  Commission. 

He&ring  held  November  10th. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER   ON   REHEARING   No.   830. 
November  11,  1908. 

Petitions  having  been  received  from  Adrian'  H.  Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson, 
receivers  of  the  Metropolitan  Street  Rallwny  Company,  and  from  the  Central  Park, 
North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company,  bearing  date  respectively  November  4, 1908, 
and  November  5,  190S,  praying  for  a  rehiarlnj:  of  Order  No.  815  ;  and  said  appli- 
cations having  come  on  for  a  liearing  pursuant  to  order  of  the  Commission  No.  821, 
on  Monday,  November  9,  1908,  and  sufficient  reason  therefor  being  made  to  appear 
to  the  Cojrmisslon,  said  rehearing  having  been  granted  and  brought  on  for  hearing 
under  ordci*  of  the  Commission  No.  8l'5  on  Tuesday,  November  10,  1908,  at  11 
o'clock  In  the  forenoon,  Robert  C.  Beatty.  Esq.,  appearing  for  said  receivers  and 
William  N.  Dykeman,  Kaq.,  appearing  for  the  said  railroad  company,  and  Oliver 
C.  Semple,  Esq.,  Assistant  Counsel,  for  the  Commission ;  and  proof  having  been 
presented  and  the  arguments  of  the  said  receivers  and  of  the  said  railroad  com- 
pany through  counsel  having  been  received,  and  due  consideration  having  l)con 
had,   it   is  now 

Ordered,  That  the  said  order  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District  numl)ered  815,  made,  entered  and  tiled  by  the  said  Commission  on  Octo»»er 
30.  1908,  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  in  all  things  affirmed,  except  as  to  the  time 
wherein  the  said  receivers  and  the  said  railroad  company  are  required  to  notify  the 
said  Commission  'whether  the  terms  of  said  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed, 
and  in  that  respect  it  is  hereby  further 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Adrian  H.  Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers 
aforesaid,  and  the  Central  Park.  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company  notify 
the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  on  or  before  the  14th  day  of 
November,  1908,  whether  the  terms  of  said  Order  No.  815,  made,  entered  and  filed 
herein  on  October  30,  1908,  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


New   York  Central  and   Hudson   River  Railroad  Company. — 

Excess  charges  u}X)ti  paynieiit  of  cash  fares  upon  the  Harlem 

division  in  the  city  limits. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

Complaint  Order  No.  348. 

Discontinuance  Order  No.  387. 

Opinion  of  counsel. 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  McCarroll. 

COMPrAINT  OF  W.   F.  VUIJJ 

against 

The  New  York  Central  and  Hudsox  River 

Railroad  Company. 

Complaint  was  made  to  the  Commission  that  the  New  York  Central  wai 
exacting  an  excess  charge  of  ten  cents  from  passengers  who  paid  cash  fare. 
The  counsel  to  the  commission  rendered  the  following  opinion  in  the  matter: 
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Opinion  op  Counsel. 
*[ Extra  charge  to  passengers  paying  on  train  in  New  York  city  is  unlawful.] 

Hon.  John  E.  Ersria,  Commissioner:  March  3,  1908. 

Sill : —  I  am  asked  to  advise  whether  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River 
Kailroad  Company  (Harlem  division)  has  the  legal  right  under  Chapter  38,  Laws 
(f  ISSJ).  to  collect  an  excess  charge  of  ten  cents  over  the  regular  rate  of  fare  from 
r.issonjrers  who  pay  faro  In  the  car  in  which  they  take  passage,  "  when  the  passage 
U  wlKiIly  within  the  limits  of  the  city  of  New  York." 

Chapter  38,  laws  of  18S9,  entitled  'An  act  to  regulate  the  payment  of  fares  upon 
railroads."  provides  as  follows : 

"  Section  1.  It  shall  he  lawful  for  any  company  owning  or  operating  a  steam 
riilroatl  in  this  State,  to  demand  and  collect  an  excess  charge  of  ten  cents  over 
tho  regular  or  estnhlished  rate  of  fare  from  any  passenger  who  pays  fare  In 
the  car  in  which  ho  or  she  may  have  taken  passage,  except  tchere  such  passage 
1.1  trhoUp  irittiin  the  limits  of  anij  incorporated  city  in  this  State,  provided, 
however,  that  It  shall  l)e  the  duty  of  such  company  to  give  to  any  passenger 
paying  such  excess,  a  receipt  or  other  eviuence  of  such  payment,  and  which 
shrll  loirlbly  state  that  it  entitles  the  holder  thereof  to  have  such  excess  charcre 
refunded,  upon  the  delivery  of  the  same  at  any  ticket  office  of  such  company 
upon  the  lino  of  their  railroad,  and  said  company  shall  refund  the  same  upon 
demand:  and  provided  further,  that  this  act  shall  not  apply  to  any  passenger 
taking  passage  from  a  station  or  stopping  place  when  tickets  cannot  be  pur- 
chased during  half  an  hour  previous  to  the  schedule  time  for  the  departure  of 
said  train  on  which  such  passenger  takes  passage." 

This  act  of  1889  not  having  been  repealed  or  amended.  Its  provisions  are  law 
trday.  When  the  act  was  passed,  New  York,  as  an  incorporated  city,  comprised 
prnttlcally  only  the  island  of  Manhattan.  At  that  time,  therefore,  an  excess  charge 
as  provided  in  the  act  could  have  been  imposed  on  a  passenger  boarding  the  train 
at  the  (irand  Central  station  and  destined  for  a  point  above  the  Harlem  river. 
Put  with  the  various  annexations  and  the  final  consolidation  of  1897,  new  corpo- 
rate limits  were  established  for  the  city  of  New  York,  and  the  different  sections 
thus  combined  became  a  new  "incorporated  city  *'  within  the  meaning  of  the  act. 
It  follows,  therefore,  that  any  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  New  York  Central  and 
Hudson  River  Railroad  to  collect  the  excess  charjje  from  pa.ssengers  going  from  one 
point  within  the  city  limits  to  another  point  within  those  limits  is  without  legal 
Fane  tlon. 

Respectfully  yours, 

(Signed)  GEO.  S.  COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 

Coirplaint  Order  No.  348  (see  form,  note  1)   was  issued  March  20th. 

The  compajiy  then  issued  instructions  to  its  conductors  requiring  them  not 
to  demand  any  excess  fare  in  connection  with  the  payment  of  cash  fares  upon 
trains  for  transportation  between  stations  within  the  limits  of  the  city  of 
New  York.     The  following  discontinuance  order  was  issued: 


W.  F.  VULZ, 
against 


Complainant, 


NEW     YORK     CEXTRAL    AND     HT'DSON     RIVER 
RAILROAD   COMPANY, 

Defendant, 


'  Excess    charge   upon    payment   of    cash    far«>  upon 
the   Harlem  division   witUin  the  city   limits." 


DISCONTINFANCE  ORDER 
NO.  387. 
March  31,  1908. 


An  order.  No.  348.  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  20th  day  of  March, 
1908.  ordering  and  directing  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad 
Compnny  to  answer  complaint  heroin,  within  a  time  therein  specified:  and  the  said 
New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  having,  on  March  26.  190H. 
made  answer  thereto,  from  which  it  appears  that  the  matters  complained  of  in  the 
said  complaint  above  mentioned  have  been  satisfied. 

Now.  upon  motion  made  and  duly  seconded.  It  is 

Resolved,  That  the  proceedings  heroin  be,  and  the  same  hereby  are,  discontinued. 


*  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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Subsequently  complaint  was  made  that  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company 
was  exacting  an  excess  fare  within  the  city  limits,  and  the  counsel  to  the 
commission  rendered  the  following  opinion  in  the  matter: 

Excess  Fasb. 
•  [Collection  of  is  prohibited  within  city  limits  under  Laws  of  1889,  Chapter  38, 
which  applies  to  the  city  as  consolidated  by  Greater  New  York  charter.] 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

rx        «r  ,,  ^  May  27,  1908. 

Hon.  William  McCabboll,  Commissioner: 

Sib:-— I  am  In  receipt  of  your  letter  of  May  26,  1908,  transmitting  complaint 
files  In  the  matter  of  fares  charged  by  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  namely, 
li^e  No.  21,548,  relating  to  excess  fares,  and  File  No.  C-1928,  relating  to  discrim- 
ination in  fares,  and  requesting  an  opinion  to  be  used  as  a  basis  for  such  action 
as  may  be  desirable  for  the  Commission  to  take  in  the  premises. 

In  respect  to  the  question  of  •*  excess  fares,"  the  question  arises  upon  complaint 
informally  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Commission  of  collection  by  the  com- 
pany of  an  excess  fare  on  travel  within  the  city  limits.  A  slip  accompanying 
your  letter  shows  collection  of  ten  cents  between  the  Flatbush  avenue  and  Morris 
Park  stationa  The  matter  having  been  called  to  the  attention  of  the  railroad 
company  as  an  apparent  violation  of  Chapter  38,  Laws  of  1889,  letters  have  been 
addressed  to  you  by  Mrr  Ralph  Peters,  president  and  general  manager  of  the 
company,  under  date  of  May  14th  and  May  20th,  respectively,  In  which  It  is 
claimed  that  the  act  of  1889  was  intended  to  apply  to  the  territorial  divlsiona 
of  the  city  as  they  existed  at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  the  act,  and  that  the 
formation  of  the  new  city  of  New  York  under  the  Greater  New  York  Charter  did 
not  deprive  the  company  of  the  privilege  granted  by  the  act  of  1889. 

In  a  letter  which  I  have  addressed  to  Commissioner  Eustis  under  date  of  March 
3,  1908,  I  expressed  the  opinion  that  the  present  city  of  New  York  became  by 
consolidation  a  new  "  incorporated  city  "  within  the  meaning  of  Chapter  38  of  the 
Laws  of  1889.  I  still  think  that  the  statute  should  be  construed  so  as  to  apply 
to  the  varying  conditions  of  incorporated  cities  as  they  may  exist  from  time  to 
time  and  should  not  be  confined  to  the  precise  conditions  existing  when  the  law 
went  into  effect 

In  his  letter  of  May  20th,  Mr.  Peters  suggests  that  if  any  conflicting  opinion 
exists  the  matter  should  be  left  to  the  courts  for  adjudication.  I  think  it  would 
be  proper  to  order  a  hearing  upon  a  formal  complaint  to  be  prepared  and  after 
hearing  to  issue  an  order  directing  the  company  to  refrain  from  charging  the 
excess  fare  within  the  city  limits.  It  would  then  be  possible  for  the  company  to 
institute  proceedings  to  restrain  the  Commission  from  enforcing  Its  order  by  action 
for  penalty  or  forfeiture  or  otherwise,  or  to  defend  such  action  or  proceeding  if 
Instituted  by  the  Commission. 

With  respect  to  *•  discrimination  in  fares  "  covered  by  File  No.  C-1928,  I  advise 
that  an  order  for  hearing  be  prepared  upon  the  complaint  of  Mr.  M.endelaohn 
and  final  action  of  the  Commission  be  deferred  until  the  close  of  such  hearing. 

The  papers  transmitted  with  your  letter  are  herewith  returned. 
Respectfully  yours, 

(Signed)  GEO.  S.  COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 

Upon  receipt  of  this  opinion  Commissioner  McCarroll  made  the  following 

report: 

Opinion  of  Commission. 

COMMISSIONEB    McCARBOLL  .* 

As  committee,  to  whom  was  referred  the  complaint  of  M.  M^idelssohn,  as  to 
discrimination  in  fares,  and  also  the  matter  of  other  complaint  regarding  the 
collection  of  excess  fares  by  the  Long  Island  Railroad,  I  have  to  report  having 
taken  up  the  matter  of  the  excess  fares  by  correspondence  and  that  a  complaint 
order  was  filed  against  the  Long  Island  Railroad  in  the  matter  of  discrimination, 
to  which  the  company  made  answer. 

In  the  matter  of  collection  of  excess  fares,  our  counsel  having  rendered  an 
opinion  that  same  was  Illegal  and  the  railroad  company  taking  issue  with  that  de- 
cision, I  have  to  recommend  that  a  hearing  be  given.  It  will  then  be  possible  for 
the  Commission  to  issue  order  direct  on  the  company  to  cease  collecting  this  excess 
fare,  if  such  should  be  the  decision  of  the  Commission. 

I  also  recommend  that  like  procedure  be  taken  in  the  matter  of  discrimination 
in  fares,  and  would  add,  on  both  of  these  points,  I  have  consulted  with  counsel 
and  attach  herewith  the  papers  and  counsel's  advicea 

May  27,  1908. 


*  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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New  York  Transfer  Company.—  Failure  to  refund  excess  charge 
for  delivery  of  trunk. 

Complaint  Order  No.  385. 
Discontinimiice  Order  No.  401. 

Complaint  or  E.  J.  Benson 

against  - 

New  Yobk  Tbansfeb  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  38o   (see  form,  note  1)  issued  March  31st. 
The  matters  complaiued  of  were  satisfied. 
The  following  discontinuance  order  was  issued: 

B.   J.    BENSON, 

Complainant, 
against 


NEW   YOBK   TRANSFER   COMPANY. 

Defendant. 

"  Failure   to   refund   excess   charge   for  delivery    of 
trunk." 


DISCONTINUANCE 

ORDER  No.  401. 

April  7,  1906. 


An  order,  No.  385,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  3l8t  day  of  March, 
1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  New  York  Transfer  Company  to  answer  complaint 
herein  within  a  time  therein  specified,  and  the  said  New  York  Transfer  Company 
having,  on  April  2,  1008,  made  answer  thereto,  from  which  it  appears  that  the 
matters  complained  of  in  the  said  complaint  above  mentioned  have  been  satisfied, 
and  the  complainant  herein  having,  on  April  6,  1908,  notified  this  Commission 
In  writing  of  such  satisfaction. 

Now.  upon  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Resolved,  That  the  proceedings  herein  be,  and  the  same  hereby  are,  discontinued. 


Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company  and  Staten  Island  Mid- 
land Railway  Company. —  Exchange  of  transfers  on  Staten 
Island. 

Complaint  Order  No.  702. 
Extension  Order  No.  714. 
Hearing  Order  No.  739. 

Complaint  of  Staten  Island  Chamber  of  Commerce 

against 

Richmond  Light  and  Railboad  Company  and  Staten 

Island  Midland  Railway   Company, 

Complaint  Order  No.  702  (see  form,  note  1)  issued  August  28th. 
Txiennian  Order  No.  714    (see  form,  note  2)    issued  September  8th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  739   (see  form,  note  3)   issued  September  25th. 
Hearings  held  October  8th,  November  6th,  16th  and  December  2l8t. 
Adjourned  to  January  13th,  1900. 
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South  Brookl3m  Railway  Company.  —  Extension  of  service  from 
West  Twelfth  street  to  West  Thirty-fifth  street  on  Surf  ave- 
nue, Coney  Island. 

Complaint  Order  No.  272. 
Extension  Order  No.  325. 
Extension  Order  No.  411. 
Extension  Order  No.  482. 
Hearing  Order  No.  526. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 
Dismissal  Order  No.  599. 

Complaint  of   E.   Alexander  Williams   and   Others 

The   South    Brooklyn    Railway   Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  272  (see  form,  note  1)   issued  February  18th. 
Extension  Order  No.  325  (see  form,  note  2)   issued  March  10th. 
Extension  Order  No.  411   (se«  form,  note  2)  issued  April  lOlh. 
Extension  Order  No.  482   (see  form,  note  2)   issued  May  12th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  526  (see  form,  note  3)   issued  May  26th. 
Hearings  were  held  June  8th  and  17th. 

•[Complaint  not  In  proper  form  to  raise  question  of  faro.] 

Opinion   op  Commission. 
(Adopted   June  23,   1908.) 
COMMISSIONBK   Barsbtt  :  — 

The  complainants  desire  to  have  two  separate  operating  companies  carry  from 
Norton's  Point,  C6ney  Island  to  Brooklyn  bridge  for  one  fare  of  ten  cents.  When 
the  complainants  filed  their  complaint  they  were  under  the  Impression  that  a 
single  company  operated  the  entire  route.  The  complaint,  however,  did  not  dis- 
close the  fact  that  the  subject  of  fare  was  one  of  the  causes  of  their  complaint. 

There  is  no  object  In  causing  the  road  complained  against  to  run  passenger  cars 
if  an  extra  fare  is  charged  Inasmuch  as  the  Surf  avenue  line  now  fulfills  all 
requirements.  The  complainants  offer  no  proof  whatever  calculated  to  show  that  the 
two  operating  companies  should  make  a  through  route  fare  of  fifteen  cents. 

It  will  be  necessary  for  the  complainants  to  frame  a  different  complaint  In  order 
to  bring  up  for  remedy  the  subjects  that  they  desire,  and  the  attorney  for  the 
complainants  at  the  close  of  the  hearing  conceded  this  to  be  the  case. 

An  order  should  be  prepared  dismissing  the  complaint. 

Thereupon  the  following  dismissal  order  was  issued: 


In  the  Matter  of  the  Complaint  of 

B.    ALEXANDER    WILLIAMS,    et    al., 

against 

SOUTH    BROOKLYN   RAILWAY    COMPANY, 

Defendant. 
Jitter    Hearing    Order    No.    526. 


DISMISSAL  ORDER. 
No.  r.99. 
June  23.  1908. 


thJ  Ml/HrinTwas  held^V'f/uant  to  o?der  of  this  Commission  No.  526.  return- 


*  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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able  on  the  8th  day  of  June,  1008,  made  upon  the  complaint  and  answer  herein, 
and  that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  said  E.  Alexander  Williams,  com> 
plalnant,  and  upon  said  South  Brooklyn  Railway  Company,  and  that  the  said 
service  was  by  said  company  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  said  hearing  was  held 
by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  complaint,  answer  and  order 
specified  on  June  8,   1008,  and  June  17,   1008,  before  Mr.   Commissioner  Bassett, 

S residing;  E.  Alexander  Williams,  Esq.,  complainant,  appearing  in  person;  Harry 
[.  Chamberlain,  Elsq.,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  George 
D.  Yeomans,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  South  Brooklyn  Railway  Company,  and  proof 
having  been  taken  upon  said  hearibg,  and  it  having-  been  made  to  appear  after 
the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  the  complainants  in  filing  their  complaint 
desired  to  have  two  separate  operating  companies  carry  from  Norton's  Point, 
Coney  Island,  to  Brooklyn  Bridge  for  one  fare  of  ten  cents,  but  filed  their  com« 
plaint  against  a  single  company  with  the  understanding  that  a  single  company 
operated  the  entire  route,  and  did  not  disclose  in  their  complaint  that  the  subject 
of  fare  was  one  of  the  causes  of  their  complaint ;  and  it  having  been  made  to 
appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  bearing  that  said  entire  route  is  not  operated 
by  a  single  company,  and  that  a  new  complaint  should  be  framed  against  the 
proper  companies  if  it  is  desired  to  have  these  companies  operate  the  entire  route 
for  a  single  rate  of  fare ;  and  it  having  been  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings 
on  said  hearing  that  there  would  be  no  object  in  causing  the  road  complained 
against  to  run  passenger  cars  upon  the  tracks  mentioned  in  the  complaint  if  an 
extra  fare  is  charged,  inasmuch  as  the  Surf  avenue  line  now  fulfils  all 
reaulrements ; 

Now,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commissiou,  it  is 

Ordered, 

(1)  That  said  complaint  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  dismissed,  and  that  this 
order  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Commission. 

(2)  It  i»  further  Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  an 
order  for  further  or  additional  hearings  and  action  thereon  by  the  Commission 
against  the  proper  company  or  companies  in  respect  to  any  of  the  matters  covered 
by  said  complaint  and  the  answer  or  the  proceedings  thereon. 


Staten  Island  RaUway  Company. —  Refusal  to  accept  tickets  pre- 
sented more  than  three  days  after  purchase,  for  use  between 
St.  George  and  Tottenville. 

Complaint  of  Albext  H.  ;MoGeehan 

against 
Staten  Island  Railway  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  301  ( see  form,  note  1 )  issued  March  3d. 


Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company  and  the  Staten 
Island  Railway  Company. — ^Passenger  rates  on  Staten  Island. 

Complaint  Order  No.  481. 
Hearing  Order  No.  531. 

Complaint  op  the  Fifth  Wabd  Improvement  Association 

against 

The  8taten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company  and 
The  Staten  Island  Railway  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  481   (see  form,  note  1)   issued  May  12th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  531  (see  form,  note  3)  issued  May  26th. 
Hearings  held  July  8th,  15th,  2l8t,  November  10th,  13th,  18th,  25th,  Decem- 
ber 7th  and  14th. 
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Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  Forty-second  Street,  Manhat- 
tanville,  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Raikoad  Company,  and 
Central  Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company. — 

Through  routes  and  joint  rates. 

Hearing  Order  No.  786. 
Extension  Order  No.  793. 
Hearing  Order  No.  796. 


In   the   Matter 

of  the 

Order  of  the  Commission,  requirinic  FREDERICK 
W.  WHITRIDGE.  as  Reeefvcr  of  the  THIRD 
AVENUE  RAILROAD  COMPANY  and  the 
CENTRAL  PARK,  NORTH  AND  EAST  RIVER 
RAILROAD  COMPANY  to  establish  Certain 
Through  Routes  and  Joint  Rates. 


ORDER   No.  786. 

October  14,   1908. 


It  is  hereby  Ordered,  That  Frederick  W.  Whltrldge,  as  receiver  of  the  Third 
Avenue  Railroad  Company,  and  the  Central  Park.  North  and  Bast  River  Rail- 
road Company,  be  required  to  establish  on  or  before  10:30  o'clock  In  the  fore- 
noon of  October  19,  1908,  by  proper  connection  between  their  respective  lines 
of  transportation  a  through  route  for  the  transportation  of  passenaens  between 
the  points  and  upon  the  linos  speclfled  In  the  attached  schedule,  and  be  required 
to  establish  and  put  In  force  a  joint  rate  of  fare  for  each  such  passenger  by  the 
use  of  a  transfer  slip,  coupon  ticket  or  other  sufficient  token  delivered  to  such 
passenger,  and  apply  the  said  race  of  fare  to  the  transportation  of  pasesngers 
over  the  routes  and  each  of  them  speclfled  In  the  said  schedule,  unless  modified 
In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Public  Service  (k)mmls8lons  Law;  or  In 
case  the  said  Receiver  and  the  snid  Railroad  Company  shall  not  be  able  within 
the  time  hereinbefore  fixed  to  establish  and  put  In  force  Just  and  reasonable 
rates,  fares  and  charges  for  such  through  transportation,  then  that  a  hearing  be 
had  on  the  19th  day  of  October,  1908,  at  10:30  o'clock  In  the  forenoon,  or  at  any 
time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  state  of  New  York,  to  Inquire 

(1)  Whether  the  Commission  should  not  establish  a  Joint  rate  for  passengers 
upon  the  lines  speclfled  In  the  schedule  hereto  attached  of  five  cents  per  passen- 
ger, or  If  such  Joint  fare  would  be  unjust  and  unreasonable  then  what  Joint  fare 
should  be  established   and   put   in   force. 

(2)  To  what  portion  of  said  Joint  fare  the  said  receiver  and  the  said  rail- 
way company,  respectively,  should  be  entitled. 

(3)  In  what  manner  the  respective  portions  of  such  Joint  fare  should  be 
paid  and  secured  to  the  said  receiver  and  the  railroad  company. 


SCHEDULB. 

1.  From  any  point  on  the  Fifty-ninth  street  line  of  the  Central  Park,  North 
and  East  River  Railroad  Company  to  any  Intersecting  line  operated  by  Frederick 
W.  •Whltrldge  as  receiver  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  and  north 
or  south  on  such   intersecting  line  to  Its   terminus. 

2.  From  any  point  on  any  line  operated  by  the  said  receiver  intersecnng  the 
said  Fifty-ninth  street  line  to  the  said  Fifty-ninth  street  line  and  east  or  west 
on  said  line  to  Its  terminus. 

3.  From  any  point  on  any  line  operated  by  the  said  receiver  Intersecting  the 
said  Fifty-ninth  street  line  to  the  said  Fifty-ninth  street  line  and  along  said 
line  to  any  other  Intersecting  line  operated  by  the  satd  receiver  and  thence 
along  satd  intersecting  line  in  the  original  direction  to  its  terminus. 

The  following  order,  extending  the  time  for  compliance  with  the  foregoing, 
was  issued: 

EXTENSION  ORDER   No.   793. 
October  19,   1908. 

An  order.  No.  786,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  14th  day  of 
October,  1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  Tliird  Avenue  Railroad  Company  and 
the  Central  Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company  to  establish  on  or 
before  October  19,  1908,  certain  through  routes  and  Joint  rates. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  It  Is 
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Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  the 
Central  Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company  within  which  to  estab- 
ilsh  the  through  routes  and  Joint  rates  above  mentioned  be,  and  the  same  hereby 
is  extended  to  and  including  the  2^nd  day  of  October,   1908. 

The  through  routes  and  joint  rates  set  forth  in  Order  No.*7&6  not  having 
be«n  established  within  the  time  fixed  by  the  extension  order,  a  new  hearing 
order.  No.  796,  covering  the  matters  set  forth  in  Order  No.  786  and  other 
matters  was  issued  October  23d  and  thereafter  the  hearings  were  had  on  Order 
No.  796. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Order  of  the  Commission  requiring  FREDERICK 
W.  WHITRIDGE,  as  Receiver  of  the  Third 
Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  as  Receiver  of 
the  Forty-second  Street,  ManhattanvlUe  and  St. 
Nicholas  Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  the 
Central  Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad 
Company,  to  establish  certain  through  routes  and 
Joint  rates. 


ORDER  No.  796. 

October  23,  1908. 


It  is  hereby  Ordered,  That  Fredericlc  W.  Whltrldge,  as  Receiver  of  the  Third 
Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  as  Receiver  of  the  Forty-Second  Street,  Man- 
hattanvlUe and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  the  Central  Park, 
North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company,  be  required  to  establish  on  or  before 
11  o'clock  In  the  forenoon  of  October  28,  1908,  by  proper  connection  between 
their  respective  lines  of  transportation  through  routes  for  the  transportation  of 
passengers  between  the  points  and  upon  the  lines  specified  in  the  attached 
schedule,  and  be  required  to  establish  and  put  in  force  a  Joint  rate  of  fare  for 
each  such  passenger  by  the  use  of  a  transfer  slip  or  coupon  ticket  or  other 
sufficient  token  delivered  to  such  passenger,  and  apply  the  said  rate  of  fare  to 
the  transportation  of  passengers  over  the  routes  and  each  of  them  specified  In 
the  said  schedule,  unless  modified  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Public  Service  Commissions  Law;  or  In  case  the  said  Frederick  W.  Whltrldge,  as 
Receiver  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  as  Receiver  of  the  Forty- 
Second  Street,  Manhattanville  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway  Company,  and 
the  said  railroad  company  shall  not  be  able  within  the  time  hereinbefore  fixed 
to  establish  and  put  in  force  Just  and  reasonable  rates,  fares  and  charges  for 
such  through  transportation,  then  that  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  28th  day 
of  October,  1908,  at  11  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to 
which  the  same  mav  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion for  the  First  District,  No.  1^  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  City 
and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire 

(1)  Whether  the  Commission  should  not  establish  a  Joint  rate  for  passengers 
upon  the  lines  specified  in  the  schedule  hereto  attached  of  five  cents  per  pas^ 
senger,  or  If  such  Joint  fare  would  be  unjust  and  unreasonable  then  what  Joint 
fare  should  be  established  and  put  in  force. 

(2)  To  what  portion  of  said  Joint  fare  the  said  Frederick  W.  Whltrldge  as 
Receiver  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  and  as  Receiver  of  the  Forty- 
Second  Street,  Manhattanville  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway  Company,  and 
the    said    railroad    company,    respectlvelv.    should    be    entitled. 

(3)  In  what  manner  the  respective  portions  of  such  Joint  fare  should  be  paid 
and  secured  to  the  said  Frederick  W.  Whltrldge.  as  Receiver  of  the  Third 
Avenue  Railroad  Company,  and  as  Receiver  of  the  Forty-Second  Street,  Man- 
hattanville and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway  Company  and  the  railroad  company. 

SCHBDULB. 

1.  From  any  point  on  the  Fifty-ninth  Street  line  of  the  Central  Park,  North 
and  East  River  Railroad  Company  to  any  intersecting  line  operated  by  Frederick 
W.  Whltrldge,  either  as  Receiver  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  or  as 
Receiver  of  the  Forty-Second  Street,  Manhattanville  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue 
Railway  Company,  and  north  or  south  on  such  intersecting  line  to  its  terminus. 

2.  From  any  point  on  any  line  operated  by  the  said  Frederick  W.  Whltrldge, 
either  as  Receiver  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  or  as  Receiver  of  the 
Forty-second  Street,  Mflnhattanville  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway  Company 
Intersecting  the  said  Fifty-ninth  Street  line  to  the  said  Fifty-ninth  Street  line 
and  east  or  west  on  said  line  to  its  terminus. 

3.  Prom  any  point  on  any  line  operated  by  the  said  Frederick  W.  Whltrldge, 
either  as  Receiver  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  or  as  Receiver  of 
the  Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanville  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway  Com- 
pany intersecting  the  said  Fifty-ninth  Street  line  to  the  said  Fifty-ninth  Street 
line   and    along   said   line    to    any   other    Intersecting    line    operated    by    the    said 
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Frederick  W.  Whltrldge,  either  as  Receiver  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Com- 
pany or  as  Receiver  of  the  Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanvllle  and  St.  Nicholas 
Avenue  Railway  Company  and  thence  along  said  intersecting  line  in  the  orig- 
inal direction  to  its  terminus. 

Hearings  held  October  28th,  3(>th,  November  6th,  12th,  13th,  18th,  24th,  25th, 
December  Ist,  3d,  7th,  11th,  19th,  22d  and  24th. 


Yonkers  Railroad  Company  —  Union  Railway  Company  of  New 
York  City. —  Through  routes  between  New  York  city  and 
Yonkers. 

Complaint  Order  No.  776. 
Hearing  Order  No.  850. 
Complaint  of  Nathan  A.  Warren 

against 
Yonkers  Railroad    Company    and    Leslie 
SXTTHERLAND,  Its  Receiver,  and  The  Union 
Railway  Company  of  New  York  City  and 
Frederick  W.  Whitridge,  Its  Receiver. 

Complaint  Order  No.  776  (see  form,  not€  1)  issued  October  10th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  850   (see  form,  note  3)   issued  November  20th. 
Hearings  were  held  November  27th,  30th  and  December  10th. 
Adjourned  subject  to  call. 


ANNUAL  AND  OTHER  REPORTS  AND  INFORMATION 
REQUIRED  TO  BE  FILED  BY  CORPORATIONS. 


FORM  OF  ANNUAL  REPORTS  OF  STEAM  RAILROAD 
CORPORATIONS. 

Final  Order  No.  612. 
Extension  Order  No.  747. 
Extension  Order  No.  747a. 
Extension  Order  No.  747b. 
Final  Order  No.  766. 

ORDFJR    No.    612. 
June  26,  1008. 

The  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  being  authorized  and  re- 
quired by  section  46  of  the  labile  Service  Commissions  Law  to  prescribe  the  form 
of  the  annual  report  required  under  said  act  to  be  made  by  railroad  corporations 
subject  to  its  Jurisdiction,  It  is  hereby 

Ordered,  That  the  form  for  annual  reports  of  all  railroad  corporations  subject 
to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  as  that  term  is  defined  in  section  2  of  the 
Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  owning,  controlling  or  operating  any  railroad 
on  which  steam  is  used  as  a  motive  power,  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1908, 
as  the  said  form  has  been  prepared  by  the  chief  statistician  of  the  Commission 
based  upon  the  classification  of  accounts  prescribed  by  this  Commission  on  the 
3l8t  day  of  December,  1907.  be  and  the  same  is  hereby  approved  and  prescribed 
by  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  as  the  form  of  annual 
report  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1908,  required  to  be  made  and  filed  by  every 
such  railroad  corporation  with  said  Commission.     And  it  is  further 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  of  this  Commission  serve  upon  each  of  the  said 
railroad  corporations  on  or  before  June  30,  1008,  in  the  manner  prescribed  by 
law,  a  certified  copy  of  this  order  and  two  copies  of  the  form  hereby  prescribed. 
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In  the  Matter 

of    the 

Filing  of  Annual  Reports  by  RAILROAD  CORPO- 
RATIONS within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Public 
"Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  in  ac- 
cordance with  Section  46  of  the  Public  Service 
Commissions  Law. 


ORDER  No.  766. 

MODIFYING  FORM  OF 

ANNUAL  REPORT. 

October  6,  1908. 


An  order  of  the  Commission,  No.  612,  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  or 
about  the  26th  day  of  June,  1908,  approving  and  prescribing  a  form  of  annual 
report  to  be  filed  by  all  railroad  corporations  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  46  of  the  Public  Service 
Commissions  Law,  and  a  certified  copy  of  said  order  with  two  copies  of  the  form 
therein  prescribed  having  been  duly  served  upon  all  such  railroad  corporations, 
and  it  appearing  that  certain  modifications  should  be  made  in  said  form  so 
prescribed. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  Is 

Resolved,  That  the  form  of  annual  report  for  railroad  corporations  within  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  as  prescribed 
by  Order  No.  612  above  mentioned,  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  modified  m  accord- 
ance with  the  following  schedule  of  modifications : 


SCHEDULE  OF  MODIFICATIONS. 


Pare     4. 

Paire     6. 
Pase      7. 

P*«e  lO. 
Pave  11. 
PaK«'«  22 
and  28. 
Pave  82. 
Pase  83. 
Paipe  86. 


Paire  30. 
Paire  80. 


Pace  64. 

Paires  66 
and  67. 


Pave  69. 


Paire  62 

and 
Paire  63. 


Pave  67. 
Pa«e  71. 

Pave  76. 


Strike  out  the  last  sentence  of  the  inquiry.  Omit  filling  out  the  col- 
umn headed  Annual  Salary  Attached  to  the  Office,  June  30,  1008. 

Omit  3. 

Inquiry  No.  1.  After  the  word  "  meeting  **  Insert  "  for  the  election 
of  directors." 

Strike  out  the  entire  page. 

Strike  out  the  entire  page. 

Strike  out  the  entire  pages. 

Strike  out  the  entire  page. 

Strike  out  the  entire  page. 

Add  to  Inquiry  No.  1  the  words  "  and  ordinary  surety  bonds  and 
undertakings  on  appeals  in  court  proceedings."  Add  to  inquiry 
No.  2  ''nor  does  it  include  ordinary  surety  bonds  or  undertakings 
on  appeals  in  court  proceedings.** 

Strike  out  the  entire  page. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  inquiry  strike  out  the  words  "  and  an  esti- 
mate should  be  made  for  the  distribution  of  the  total  expenditures 
among  the  accounts  named." 

Omit  the  column  headed  "  Minimum  Number  in  Service  During  the 
Year." 

In  the  second  column  hcadlnp;  strike  out  the  words  "  in  service  "  and 
interpret  the  requirement  to  include  all  active  locomotives  in  the 
equipment  list,  including  those  in  the  shops  and  those  awaiting 
shops.  In  the  third  column  substitute  the  word  "  added "  for  the 
words  ••  placed  In  service,"  so  that  the  requirement  will  read 
"  added  during  the  year."  In  the  fourth  column  strike  out  the  words 
"  from  service,"  so  that  the  heading  will  read  "  withdrawn  during 
the  year."  In  the  fifth  column  substitute  for  the  the  word  *'  in  *^ 
the  words  "  available  for."  Etitrles  In  this  column  should  exclude 
locomotives  In  the  shop  or  held  awaiting  shop.  In  the  main  head- 
ing over  the  remaining  columns  strike  out  the  words  "in  service" 
and  interpret  the  inquiry  In  accordance  with  the  direction  given  con- 
cerning the  second  column. 

In  showing  the  number  of  cars  In  revenue  service  show  all  active  cars 
in  the  equipment  list  and  Include  those  In  shops  and  those  awaiting 
shops. 

Omit  at  the  conclusions  of  the  Inquiries  on  these  two  pages  the  words 
"and  estimates  of  the  distribution  In  accordance  with  such  classi- 
fication should  be  sho^vn." 

Omit  the  entire  page. 

Omit  the  requirement  for  the  schedule  "Distribution  of  Joint  Facili- 
ties Credits"  on  the  lower  half  of  this  page. 

Omit  the  requirement  for  "  Distribution  of  Joint  Facilities  Debits." 
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Pave  77.  The  three  columns  headed  respectlvelT  Miles,  Days  and  Other  Units 
under  the  heading  Total  Number  or  Units  of  Seirlce  are  to  show 
the  total  amount  of  service  rendered  by  the  hired  equipment  of  the 
class  indicated  in  accordance  with  the  contract  under  which  the 
hire  accrues:  that  is  to  say,  if  the  basis  of  accrual  is  the  number 
of  miles,  that  shall  be  shown  in  the  column  headed  Miles;  if  the 
basis  is  the  number  of  days,  it  is  to  be  shown  in  the  column  headed 
Days.  If  the  basis  of  accrual  is  something  other  than  miles  and 
days,  the  amount  is  to  be  shown  in  the  column  headed  Other  Units, 
and  the  name  of  the  unit  is  to  be  written  in  the  space  provided 
for  it  In  case  of  two  or  more  classes  of  units  besides  miles  and 
days,  the  matter  should  be  explained  in  the  space  provided  at  the 
bottom  of  the  page. 

Paire  78.  Omit  for  the  present  year  the  two  columns  Bate  of  Rent  Per  Month 
and  Number  of  Months  Occupied. 

Paire  81.  In  the  first  line  substitute  for  the  words  "  were  in  force  at  any  time  *' 
the  words  "became  effective.'* 

Pace  92.  The  colunm  "  Number  of  Payrolls,  June  30  *'  should  read  "  Number  on 
Payrolls,  June  30."  Where  the  payroll  accounts  of  the  respondent 
do  not  show  to  a  sufficient  extent  the  characters  of  the  contracts 


under  which  the  pay  accrues  to  enable. the  matter  to  be  shown  as 
called  for  on  page  92,  that  fact  should  be  stated  and  the  columns 
headed   Basis   B  may  be  disregarded;  and.   In   the  columns   headed 


Basis  A,  under  "  amount  of  service  "  may  be  shown  the  total  num- 
ber of  days  worked  as  called  for  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission, and  under  the  "  total  compensation  *'  may  be  shown  the 
total  yearly  compensation  as  called  for  by  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission.  In  the  column  headed  Average  Bate  of  Compensation 
may  be  shown  the  "  average  daily  compensation  '*  as  called  for  by 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  In  the  third  line  of  the  In- 
quiry at  the  head  of  the  page  the  words  "  or  of  new  equipment " 
may  be  stricken  out. 

Orders  extending  the  time  within  which  certain  railroad  corporations  should 
file  their  annual  reports  in  compliance  with  Public  Service  Commissions  Law, 
section  46,  were  issued  in  substantially  the  following  form,  to  which  reference 
as  hereinbelow  indicated: 

(Blank  Form.) 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Filing  of  Annual  Reports  by  RAILROAD  CX)R- 
PORATIONS  within  the*  jurisdiction  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District  in  accordance  with  Section  46  of 
the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law. 


EXTENSION  ORDER 
No.  . 


An  order  of  the  Commission,  No.  612,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about 
the  26th  day  of  June,  1908,  approving  and  prescribing  a  form  of  annual 
report  to  be  filed  by  all  railroad  corporations  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Commission  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  46  of  the 
Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  and  applications  in  writing  having  been 
received  from  certain  of  such  corporations  requesting  an  extension  of  the 
time  prescribed  in  the  section  above  mentioned. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Resolved,  That  the  time  within  which  the  railroad  companies  below  men- 
tioned shall  file  their  annual  reports  in  compliance  with  section  46  of  the 
Public  Service  Commissions  Law  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  extended  to  and 
including  the   day  of ,  1908. 

Upon  written  applications  of  the  following  named  companies  the  time  within 

which  the  annual  rejwrts  of  the  said  companies  should  be  filed  was  extended 

as  hereinbefore  indicated: 

Extension  order  No.   747    (see  blank  torm)   issued   September  30,  1908,  extended 
tbe  time  of  the  following  named  companies  to  and  Including  October  15,  1908: 
Glendale  and  East  River  Railroad  Company ; 
Jamaica  and  South  Shore  Railroad  Company; 
New  York,  Brooklyn  and  Manhattan  Beach  Railroad  Company: 
New  York  and  Rockaway  Beach  Railroad  Company. 
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Exteoslon  Order  No.   747-A    (see  blank  form)   issued  October  20,  1908,  extended 
the  time  of  the  following  named  companies  to  an  including  October  31,  1908 : 
Staten  Island  Railway  Company ; 
Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company. 

Extension  Order  No.  747-B   (see  blank  form)    issued  October  23,  1908,  extended 
the  time  of  the  following  named  company  to  and  including  November  1,  1908: 
New  York  and  Rockaway  Beach  Railway  Company. 


Brooklyn   City   and   Newtown   Railroad   Company. — ^Amending 

annual  report. 

Hearing  Order  No.  598. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 
Final  Order  No.  726. 
Rehearing  Order  No.  759. 
Final  Order  No.  792. 


In  the  Matter 
of    the 
Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commission  as  to  amend- 
ing the  annual   report  of  the  BROOKLYN   CITY 
&  NEWTOWN  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


HEARING  ORDER  No.  508. 
June  23,  1908. 


Tt  i8  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  9th  day  of  September,  1908,  ' 
at  2  :30  o*clock  tn  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  City  and  State  of. New  York,  to  inquire  and  determine  whether  the 
asset  in  the  balance  sheet  of  the  report  of  the  Brooklyn  City  and  Newtown  Railroad 
Company  for  the  year  ended  June  30,  1907,  designated  as  "  Lease  to  Coney  Island 
ft  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company,  $923,400,"  is  an  improper  asset  and  ought  to  be 
eliminated  from  the  report  of  the  company,  together  with  the  corresponding  credit 
to  capital  stock  outstanding: 

To  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  premises 
as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Brooklyn  City  &  Newtown  Railroad  Company  be 
given  at  least  eight  (8)  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either 
personally  or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing 
said  company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and 
examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  hereinbefore  set  forth. 

Hearing  held  September  9th. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  September  22,  1908.) 

COMMISSIONBB    BaSSETT '. — 

On  June  30th,  1897,  the  Brooklyn  City  &  Newtown  Railroad  Company  had 
$1,000,000  capital  stock  issued  and  outstanding  out  of  an  authorized  capital  of 
$2,000,000.  On  or  about  August  4th,  1807,  the  company  in  pursuance  of  an 
agreement  made  with  certain  stockholders  of  the  Coney  Island  &  Brooklyn  Rail- 
road Company  delivered  to  them  or  to  some  one  for  them  its  certificates  for 
$923,400,  the  intention  being  that  the  consideration  to  be  received  by  it  should 
be  $923,400  of  the  Coney  Island  &  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company's  stock.  The  stock- 
holders of  the  Coney  Island  &  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company,  however  either  never 
delivered  that  stock  to  the  Brooklyn  City  &  Newtown  Railroad  Company,  or  else 
took  it  back  immediately  after  its  delivery.  The  new  stock  of  the  Brooklyn  City 
ft  Newtown  Railroad  Company  therefore  was  put  out  without  consideration  and 
hence  was  not  legally  issued.  As  between  the  Brooklyn  City  &  Newtown  Railroad 
Company  and  those  who  took  the  certificates  the  transaction  was  invalid. 

The  Brooklyn  City  &  Newtown  Railroad  Company,  however,  had  already  charged 
its  investment  account  with  stock  of  the  other  company  $923,400,  and  credited  its 
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capital  stock  account  with  the  new  issue  of  its  own  stock  to  the  amount  of 
$923,400.  Inasmuch  as  the  transaction  was  never  completed  and  the  stock  of  the 
Brooklyn  City  &  Newtown  Etailroad  Company  was  never  legally  issued,  this  entry 
should  have  been  elided  from  Its  accounts,  or  counter -entries  should  have  been 
made  chai'ging  capital  stock  account  to  stock  never  issued,  $923,400;  credit  Invest- 
ment account  by  Coney  Island  &  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  stock  never  received, 
$923,400.   . 

This  would  have  wiped  out  the  matter  and  the  books  of  the  Brooklyn  City  & 
Newtown  Railroad  Company  would  have  harmonized  with  the  facts.  It  would  not 
have  required  the  filing  of  a  new  certificate  to  decrease  the  capital  stock  unless 
other  reasons  should  in  the  opinion  of  Its  counsel  have  rendered  this  course  desir- 
able. The  moment  before  the  new  issue  was  attempted  to  be  made  the  Brooklyn 
City  &  Newtown  Railroad  Company  had  $1,000,000  stock  issued  and  outstanding 
out  of  an  authorized  capitalization  of  $2,000,000,  and  it  is  plain  that  if  the  new 
issue  was  illegal  and  ineffectual  this  exact  position  remained. 

Instead,  however,  of  eliding  the  entries  or  making  the  proper  counter-entries  the 
Brooklyn  City  &  Newtown  Railroad  Company  transferred  this  sum  by  charging  it 
to  a  lease  account.  At  the  same  time  it  closed  the  Investment  by  making  a  credit 
to  that  account  of  Coney  Island  &  Brooklyn  RaIl4*oad  Company  stock  $923,400. 
This  effectually  took  the  Coney  Island  &  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  stock  out  of 
its  investments,  which  was  right,  for  it  never  belonged  there.  It  left,  however, 
a  charge  under  its  lease  account  of  a  lease  of  the  Coney  Island  &  Brooklyn  Etail- 
road of  $923,400,  which  was  incorrect  because  the  lease  had  never  cost  that 
sum.  It  also  left  its  capital  stock  account  credited  with  the  new  issue.  $923,400, 
which  in  point  of  fact  was  never  Is.sued.  This  error  has  been  perpetuated  in 
many  annual  reports. 

The  reports  of  the  company  should  be  according  to  the  facts.  This  will  be 
accomplished  by  striking  off  the  ledger  on  one  side  the  lease  item  of  $923,400  and 
off  the  other  the  stock  never  legally  I.^sued  of  equal  amount..  Or  if  done  by 
making  counter-entries  the  capital  stock  account  should  be  charged  with  stock 
never  legally  issued.  $923,400  and  the  lease  account  should  be  credited  with  the 
same  sum.  The  company  may  then  reduce  its  capital  stock  or  uut  as  It  may  be 
advised  by  counsel.     An  order  should  be  made  permitting  these  entries. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDER   No.   72«. 
September  22,   1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  9th 
day  of  Septemlx^r,  19<I8.  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  had  pursuant  to 
Order  No.  596  of  this  Commission,  dated  June  24.  1908,  issued  upon  motion  of  the 
Commission  and  returnable  on  the  9th  day  of  September.  19t«;  and  it  appearing 
that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  said  Brooklyn  City  and  Newtown  Rail- 
road Company  and  that  said  service  was  by  said  company  duly  acknowledged; 
and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  hud  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  said 
9th  day  of  September.  1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett.  presiding,  Harry 
M.  Chamberlain,  Esq..  Assistant  Counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and 
Messrs.  Dyckman.  Oeland  and  Kuhn.  attorneys,  appearing  for  said  railroad  com- 
pany; and  testimony  having  been  taken  upon  said  hearing:  and  It  having  been 
made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  the  annual  report  of 
said  Brooklyn  City  and  Newtown  Itailroud  Company  for  the  year  ending  June  30, 
1907,  is  defective  and  erroneous  in  that  the  asset  in  the  balance  sheet  of  the  report 
of  said  company  for  said  year,  designated  as  "  Lease  to  Coney  Island  and  Brook- 
lyn Railroad  Company,  $923,400."  is  an  improper  asset  and  ought  to  be  eliminated 
from  the  report  or  said  company  and  that  the  corresponding  credit  to  capital  stock 
outstanding  is  an  Improper  credit  and  ought  to  be  eliminated  from  said  report; 
and  that  the  ledger  of  said  company  should  be  modified  accordingly. 

Now.  on  motion  of  (Jeorge  S.  Coleman.   Esq..  Counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  Is 

Ordered,  That  said  Brooklyn  City  and  Newtown  Railroad  Company  be  and  it 
hereby  is  directed  and   required   to  amend  and   modify   said  annual  report, 

(1)  By  striking  off  the  debit  side  thereof  the  lease  Item  of  $923,400  and  off  the 
credit  side  the  corresponding  credit  of  equal  amount  to  capital  stock  outstand- 
ing,   or 
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(2)  By  charging  capital  stock  account  with  "  Stock  never  legally  issued.  $923,- 
400,"  and  by  crediting  the  account  containing  the  "  Lease  "  item  with  an  equal 
amount.     It  is  further 

Orditred,  That  said  annual  report  be  amended  as  aforesaid  within  thirty  days 
after  service  on  said  company  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order.     It  is  further 

Ordered,  That  entries  In  the  ledger  of  said  company,  in  accordance  with  the 
foregoing  provisions,  are  hereby  permitted.     It  Is  further 

Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  eCTect  as  above  provided  and  shall  continue 
in  force  until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District 
shall  otherwise  order.     It  is  further 

Ordered,  Thac  said  Brooklvn  City  and  Newtown  Railroad  Company  notify  the 
Public  Service  Commtssloa  for  the  First  District  within  fire  days  after  service 
upon  said  company  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order  whether  the  terms  of  this 
order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  rehearing  order  was  iasued: 

REHEARING  ORDER  No.  759. 
October  2, 1908. 

An  order.  No.  726,  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  the  22d  day  of  Sep- 
tember, 1906,  after  a  hearing  had  under  Order  for  Hearing  No.  506,  directing  the 
Brooklyn  City  and  Newtown  Railroad  Company  to  amend  and  modify  its  annual 
report  in  the  particulars  and  in  the  manner  mentioned  in  said  Order  No.  726,  and 
said  Order  No.  726  having  been  duly  served  upon  said  Brooklyn  City  and  New- 
town Railroad  Company  and  said  Brooklyn  City  and  Newtown  Railroad  CompTOy 
having  on  or  about  the  28th  day  of  September,  190S,  made  application  in  writing 
to  this  Commis6ion  for  a  rehearing  in  respect  to  the  matter  contained  in  said  Order 
No.  726,  and  sufficient  reasons  for  said  rehearing  having  been  made  to  appear,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  said  request  for  a  rehearing  be  granted  and  that  the  said  rehear- 
ing upon  the  matters  contained  In  said  Order  No.  720  be  held  on  the  15th  day  of 
October,  1906,  at  4  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the 
same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street. 
Borough  of  Manhattan,  Ci^  and  State  of  New  York,  to  determine,  after  such 
rehearing  and  after  consideration  of  the  facts,  including  those  arising  after  the 
making  of  said  Order  No.  726,  whether  said  Order  No.  726  or  any  part  theribf  is 
unjust  or  unwise  and  whether  the  said  Order  No.  726  should  be  abrogated,  changed 
or  modified. 

And  if  it  be  determined  that  said  order  should  be  changed  or  modified,  then  to 
determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  any  changes  or  modifications  of  said  order  and 
to  determine  the  time  of  taking  effect  of  the  order  as  changed  or  modified. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  ordeni  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable.     It  is  further 

Ordered,  That  said  Brooklyn  City  and  Newtown  Railroad  Company  be  given  at 
least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  rehearing  by  service  upon  it  either  personally  or 
by  mall  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order  and  that  at  such  rehearing  said  company 
shall  be  aftorded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examin- 
ing and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to   the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  October  15th. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDER  No.  702,  AMENDING  FINAL  ORDER  No.  726. 
October  20,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  rehearing  had  herein  on  the 
15th  day  of  October.  1908,  and  It  appearing  that  said  rehearing  was  had  bv  and 
before  the  Commission  pursuant  to  Order  for  Rehearing  No.  7.59  dated  October  2, 
1908,  and  It  appearing  that  said  order  for  rehearing  was  duly  served  noon  the 
said  Brooklyn  City  and  Newtown  Railroad  Company  on  the  3d  day  of  October, 
1906,  and  it  appearing  that  said  rehearing  was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission 
on  the  15th  day  of  October,  1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett.  presiding, 
Harry  M.  Chamberlain,  Esq.,  Assistant  Counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission, 
and  Messrs.  Dykman,  Oeland  &  Kuhn,  attorneys,  appearing  for  said  railroad  com- 
pany, and  argument  having  been  had  upon  said  rehearing  and  the  Commlsaion 
being  of  the  opinion  after  such  rehearing  and  a  consideration  of  the  facts  Includ- 
ing those  arising  since  the  making  of  Final  Order  No.  726  that  said  Final  Order 
No.  726  was  and  is  in  certain  respects  not  adapted  to  the  alleged  position  of  third 
parties  and  that  changes  and  .modifications  therein  ought  reasonably  to  be  made 
in  the  respects  hereinafter  mentioned: 

Now,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq..  Counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  Is 
Ordered,  That  said  Final  Order  No.  726  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  amended  and 
modified  nunc  pro  tunc  as  of  the  22d  day  of  September,   1906.   so  as  to^read  as 
follows: 
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FINAL  ORDER  No.   726. 

This  matter  coming*  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  9th 
day  of  September,  1906,  and  It  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  had  pursuant  to 
Order  No.  598  of  this  Commission  dated  June  21.  1908.  issued  upon  motion  of  the 
Commission  and  returnable  on  th'e  9th  dav  of  September,  1908.  and  It  appearing 
that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  said  ^roolclyn  City  and  Newtown  Railroad 
Company,  and  that  said  service  was  by  said  company  duly  acknowledged,  and  It 
appearing  that  said  hearing  was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  said  9th 
day  of  September,  1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett,  presiding,  Harry  M. 
Chamberlain,  Esq.,  Assistant  Counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  Messrs. 
Dykman,  Oeland  &  Kubn,  attorneys,  appearinir  for  said  railroad  company,  and 
testimony  having  been  taken  upon  said  hearing,  and  It  having  been  made  to  appear 
after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  the  annual  report  of  said  Brooklyn  City 
and  Newtown  Railroad  Company  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1907,  is  defective 
and  erroneous  In  that  the  asset  in  the  balance  sheet  of  said  company  for  said 
year  designated  as  "  Lease  to  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company. 
$923,400.00,"  is  an  improper  asset  and  ought  to  be  eliminated  from  all  subsequent 
reports  of  said  company  and  that  the  corresponalug  credit  to  capital  stock  out- 
standing Is  an  improper  credit  ana  ought  to  be  eliminated  from  all  subsequent 
reports  of  said  company,  and  that  the  ledger  of  saia  company  should  be  modified 
accordingly. 

Now,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Colemcn,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  is 
ordered, 

1.  That  said  Brooklyn  City  and  Newtown  Railroad  Company  be  and  it  hereby 
is  directed  and  required  to  eliminate  from  all  annual  reports  filed  by  said  company 
from  and  after  the  date  of  the  taking  effect  of  this  order  the  improper  entries 
above  mentioned,  either 

(a)  By  striking  off  the  debit  side  thereof  the  lease  Item  of  $923,400  and  off 
the  credit  side  the  corresponding  credit  of  equal  amount  to  capital  stock  out- 
standing, or 

(b)  By  charging  capital  stock  account  with  "  Stock  Never  Legally  Issued, 
$923,400.00  "  and  by  crediting  the  account  containing  the  **  lease "  item  with  an 
equal  amount. 

2.  It  ia  furthered  ordered.  That  entries  in  the  ledger  of  said  company  in  accord- 
ance with  the  foregoing  provisions  are  hereby  permitted. 

3.  It  i8  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  in  five  (5)  months 
from  «nd  after  the  date  of  this  order  (September  22,  1908)  and  shall  continue  in 
force  until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District 
shall  otherwise  order. 

4.  It  ia  further  ordered.  That  said  Brooklyn  City  and  Newtown  Railroad  Company 
notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  E^rst  District  on  or  before  October  24. 
1908,  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


Form  of  Annual  Reports  of  Street  Railroad  Corporations. 

Final  Order  No.  613. 
Modifying  Order  No.  767. 
Extension  Order  No.  748. 
Extension  Order  No.  748a. 
Extension  Order  No.  748b. 
Extension  Order  No.  748c. 
Extension  Order  No.  748d. 
Extension  Order  No.  748e. 
Extension  Order  No.  748f. 
Extension  Order  No.  748g. 
Extension  Order  No.  748h. 

0RDt:R   No.   613. 
aune  29,  1908. 

The  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  being  authorised  and 
required  by  section  46  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  to  pre9crll>e  the 
form  of  the  annual  report  required  under  said  act  to  be  made  by  street  railroad 
corporations  and  railroad  corporations  subject  to  Its  Jurisdiction,  it  is  hereby 

Ordered,  That  the  form  for  annual  reports  of  all  street  railroad  corporations 
subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  as  that  term  is  defined  in  section  2 
of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  owning,  controlling  or  operating  any  street 
railroad,  and  that  the  form  for  annual  reports  of  all  railroad  corporations,  aa  that 
term  is  defined  in  section  2  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  owning, 
controlling  or  operating  any  railroad  using  electricity  as  a  motive  power,  for  the 
year   ending   June   30,    1908.   as    the   said   form   has   been   prepared   by   the   Chief 
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statistician  of  the  Commission  based  upon  the  classification  of  accounts  in  force 
Jnne  80,  1907.  be  and  the  same  is  hereby  approved  and  prescribed  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  as  the  form  of  annual  report  for  the 
year  ending  June  30,  1908,  required  to  be  made  and  filed  with  said  Commission  by 
every  such  street  railroad  corporation  and  every  such  railroad  corporation. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Secretary  of  this  Commission  serve  upon 
each  of  the  said  street  railroad  corporations  and  railroad  corporations,  in  the 
manner  prescribed  by  law  a  certified  copy  of  this  order  and  two  copies  of  the 
form  hereby  prescribed. 


In   the  Matter 

of  the 

Filing  of  annual  reports  by  STRBETT  RAILROAD 
CORPORATIONS  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District 
in  accordance  with  section  46  of  the  Public  Service 
Commissions  Law. 


ORDER  No.  767. 

MODIFYING  FORM  OF 
ANNUAL  REPORT. 

October  6,  1908. 


An  order  of  the  Commission,  No.  613,  having  been  made  and  filed  herebi  on 
or  about  the  26th  day  of  June,  1908,  approving  and  prescribing  a  form  of  Annual 
Report  to  be  filed  by  all  street  railroad  corporations  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of 
the  Commission  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  46  of  the  Public 
Service  Commissions  Law,  and  a.  certified  copy  of  said  order  with  two  copies  of 
the  form  therein  prescribed  having  been  duly  served  upon  all  such  street  railroad 
corporations,  and  it  appearing  that  certain  modifications  should  be  made  in  said 
form  so  prescribed, 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded.  It  is 

Resolved,  That  the  form  of  annual  report  for  street  railroad  corporations  within 
the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  as  pre- 
scribed by  Order  No.  613  above  mentioned,  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  modified 
in  accordance  with  the  following  schedule  of  modifications: 


SCHEDULE  OF  MODIFICATIONS. 

Paire  4.  Strike  out  the  last  sentence  of  the  inquiry.  Omit  filling  out  the  column 
headed  Annual  Salary  Attached  to  the  Ofilce,  June  30,  1908. 

Paare    6.  Omit  3. 

Paffe  7.  Inquiry  No.  1.  After  the  word  "meeting"  insert  "for  the  election 
of  directors." 

Paare     9.  Strike  out  the  entire  page. 

Pave  10.  Strike  out  the  entire  page. 

Paffe  IS.  Strike  out  the  entire  page. 

Paffe   22.  Strike  out  the  entire  page. 

Paire   23.  Strike  out   the  entire   page. 

Pave  81.  Strike  out  the  entire  page. 

Paffe  82.  Add  to  inquiry  No.  3  the  words,  *'  and  ordinary  surety  bonds  and  under- 
takings on  appeals  in  court  proceedings."  Add  to  inquiry  No  4, 
"  nor  does  it  include  ordinary  surety  bonds  or  undertakings  on  appeals 
in  court  proceedings." 

Paffe  36.  At  the  end  of  the  third  line  strike  out  the  word  "  and  "  and  at  the 
beginning  of  the  fourth  line  the  words  "  an  estimate  should  be  made 
for  the  distribution  of  the  total  expenditures  among  the  accounts 
named." 

Paare  60.  Interpret  this  inquiry  to  mean  the  number  of  units  on  the  equipment 
list,  whether  in  shop,  awaiting  shop  or  on  the  road.  The  inquiry 
in  column  5  headed  "  Minimum  Number  in  Service  During  the  Year " 
may  be  omitted. 

Paffe  6I>.  liower  half  of  the  page.  In  the  schedule  entitled  Hired  Equipment,  the 
inquiry  for  the  total  number  of  units  of  service  is  designed  to  call 
for  the  units  of  service  expressed  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of 
the  contract  under  which  the  hire  accrues.  If  the  hire  accrues  upon 
the  basis  of  equipment  miles  the  entry  should  be  in  the  column 
.  headed  Miles :  if  upon  the  basis  of  equipment  days,  in  the  column 
headed  Days ;  If  upon  some  other  basis,  the  entry  should  be  in  the 
column  headed  Other  X'nlts  and  the  units  should  be  designated. 

Paare  66.  In  the  schedule  of  '•  Other  Rents  Accrued  —  Debits,"  the  columns 
headed  "  Rate  of  Rent  Per  Month "  and  •*  Number  of  Months  Occu- 
pied," may  be  omitted. 

Pase  78.  In  the  first  line,  for  the  words  "  were  in  force  at  any  time  "  substitute 
the  words  "  became  effective." 
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Orders  extending  the  time  within  wliich  certain  street  railroad  corporations' 
should  file  their  annual  reports  in  compliance  with  Public  Service  Commis- 
sions  Law,  section  46,  were  issued  in  substantially  the  following  form,  to 
which  reference  w^ill  be  hereinafter  made: 

(Blank  Form.) 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Filing  of  Annual  Reports  bv  STREET  RAIL- 
ROAD CORPORATIONS  within  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for 
the  First  District  in  accordance  with  Section 
46  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law. 


EXTENSION  ORDER 
No.—. 


An  order  of  the  Commission,  No.  61 S,  having  been  made  herein  on  or 
about  the  26th  day  of  June,  1908,  approving  and  prescribing  a  form  of  annual 
report  to  be  tiled  by  all  street  railroad  (x>rporations  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Commission,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  46  of  the 
Public  tService  Commissions  Law,  and  applications  in  writing  having  been  re- 
ceived from  certain  of  such  corporations  requesting  an  extension  of  the  time 
prescribed  in  the  section  above  mentioned. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Resolved,  That  the  time  within  whi«.h  the  street  railroad  companies  below 
mentioned  shall  file  their  annual  reports,  in  compliance  with  section  46  of  the 
Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  extended  to  and 
including  the    ,   day  of    ,    1908. 

Upon  written  applications  of  the  following  named  companies,  the  time 
within  which  the  annual  reports  of  the  said  companies  should  be  filed  was 
extended  as  hereinbelow  indicated: 

Extension  Order  No.  748   (see  blank  form)   issued  "September  30,  1908,  extended 
the  time  of  the  following  named  companies  to  and  including  October  20,  1908 : 
Atlantic  Avenue  Klevated  Uallroad  Company: 
Brooklyn  City  and  Newtown  Railroad  Company ; 
Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company ; 
De  Kalb  Avenue  and  North  Beach  Railroad  Company ; 
Ocean  Electric  Railway  Company  : 
Prospect  Park  and  Coney  Island  Railroad  Company ; 
Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company ; 
Southfield  Beach  Railroad  Company  ; 
Staten  Island  Midland  Railway  Company : 

Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  Frederick  W.  Whitrldge,  Its  Receiver ; 
Westchester  Electric  Railroad  Company. 

Extension  Order  No.   748-a    (see  blank   form),   iRsued  October  2.   1908,   extended 
the  time  of  the   foUowine:  named   companies   to   and    including   October    12,    1908: 
Bleecker  Street  and  Fulton  Ferry  Railroad  Company; 
Central  Crosstown  Railroad  Company  of  New  York; 
City  iBland  Railroad  Company  ; 
Edenwald  Street  Railway  Company ; 
.Terome  Park  Railroad  Company  ; 
Marine  Railway  Company  : 
Pelham  Park  Railroad   Company; 

Second  Avenue  Railroad  Company  In  the  city  of  New  York: 
Thirty-fourth  Street  Crosstown  Railroad  Company  ; 
Twenty-eighth    and   Twenty-ninth   Streets    Crosstown    Railroad    Company. 

Extension  Order  No.   748-b    (see  blank  form),  issued  October  13,   1908.  extended 
the  time  of  the  following  named  companies  to  and  including  October  20.  1908 : 
Broadway  and  Seventh  Avenue  Railroad  Company ; 
New  York  Connecting  Railroad  Company  ; 
Van  Brunt  Street  and  Erie  Basin  Railroad  Company: 
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and  the  time  of  the  following?  named  companies  to  and  Including  October  31,  1908 : 
Bronx  Traction  Company ; 
Dry  Dock.  East  Broadway  and   Battery   Railroad  Company,  and  Frederick  W. 

Whltrldge.  Its  receiver; 
Forty-second   Street,    Manhattanvllle   and   St.   Nicholas  Avenue  Railroad   Com- 
pany, and  Frederick  W.  Whltridge,  its  receiver; 
Kingsbridffe  Railway  Company; 
Union  Railway  Company. 

Extension  Order  No.  748-c   (see  blank  form),  issued  October  20,   1908,  extended 
the  time  of  the  following  named  companies  to  and  including  November  9,  1908: 
Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company ; 
Manhattan  Railway  Company ; 
New  York   City  Interborough   Railway   Company : 
Niw  York  and  Queens  County  Railway  Company; 

and  the  time  of  the  following  named  companies  to  and  including  October  31,  1908 : 
Brooklyn   City  and  Newtown  Railroad   Company ; 
Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company ; 
DeKalb  Avenue  and  North  Beach  Railroad  Company; 

Extension  Order  No.  748-d   (see  blank  form),  issued  October  23,  1908,  extended 
the  time  of   the  following  named  companies  to   and   including  October  81,   1908 : 
Fort  George  Street  Railway  Company  : 
New  York  Connecting  Railroad  Company  ; 

and  the  time  of  the  following  named  company  to  and  including  November  1,  1908: 
Ocean  Electric  Railway  Company. 

Extension  Order  No.   748-e   (see  blank  form),  issued  October  30,   1908,  extended 
the  time  of  the  following  named  company  to  and  including  November  9,  1908 : 
Fort  (Jeorge   Street  Railway  (Company.  ' 

Extension  Order  No.  748-f  (see  blank  form).  Issued  November  24.  1908,  t^xtended 
the  time  of  the  following  named  company  to  and  including  November  30,  1908 : 
Southfield  Beach   Railroad  Company. 

Extension  Order  No.  748-g  (see  blank  form),  issued  November  27,  1908,  extended 
the  time  of  the  following  named  companies  to  and  including  November  30,  1908 : 
Bronx   Traction   Company ; 

Dry  Dock,  East  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company; 
Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanvllle  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway  Company ; 
Kingsbrldge  Railroad  Company ; 
Southern  Boulevard  Railroad  Company ; 
Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company ; 
Union  Railway  Copipany  of  New  York  city. 

Extension  order  No.  748-h   (see  blank  form),  issued  November  27,  1908,  extended 
the  time  of  the  following  named  company  to  and  Including  November  30,  1908 : 

Hudson  and  Manhattan  Railroad  Company. 


New  York,  Westchester  and  Connecticut  Traction  Company  — 

Place  of  filing  annual  reports. 

Opinion  op  Counsel. 

Public  ftervice  Commission  for  the  First  District:  May  8,  1908. 

Sirs  : —  I  have  the  Secretary's  letter  of  the  4th  Inst,  asking  for  information  as 
to  whether  the  annual  report  of  the  New  York.  Westchester  &  Connecticut  Trac- 
tion Company  should  be  filed  with  the  Commission  or  with  the  Commission  for 
the  Second  District.  The  letter  states  that  this  company  owns  three  miles  of  track 
between  Mount  Vernon  and  North  Pelham,  and  therefore  entirely  within  the  Second 
District,  but  that  on  the  other  hand  the  company  is  controlled  and  its  line  is 
operated  bv  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  a  company  within  the  First 
District. 

Section  46  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  I>aw  provides  that  "Any  street 
rsHroad  corporation  operating  a  line  partly  within  the  First  District  and  partly 
within  the 'second  district  shall  renort  to  the  commission  of  the  First  District: 
hut  the  Commission  of  the  Second  i)lstrict  may,  upon  reasonable  notice,  require  a 
spedal  report  from  such  street  rallrond  corporation**  I  find  no  other  provision 
expressly  prescribing  the  place  of  filintf  the  annuol  reports  of  street  railroad 
corporations,  l>ut  from  the  language  used  It  is  to  be  Inferred  that  the  meaning  is 
that  a  street  railroad  corporation  operating  a  line  located  wholly  within  the 
First   District   shall   report   to  the   Commission   of  the   First  District,   and   that  % 
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street    railroad    corporation    operating    a    line    located    wholly    within    the    Second 
District  shall  report  to  the  Commlssoin  of  the  Second  District. 

The  language  used  clearly  indicates  that  the  place  of  filing  the  annual  report  of 
any  street  railroad  corporation  is  determined  hy  the  location  of  the  line  of  road 
operated  and  not  by  the  location  of  the  office  of  the  corporation  controlling  or 
opi rating  the  line.  Assuming,  therefore,  that  the  line  mentioned  is  wholly  within 
the  Second  District,  as  stated  in  the  letter  referred  to,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that 
this  company's  annual  report  should  be  filed  with  the  Commission  of  the  Second 
District. 

Respectfully  yours, 
(Signed)  GEORGE  S.  COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  CommUsion. 


Hudson  and  Manhattan  Railroad  Company. — Annual  and  other 
reports  of  companies  engaged  in  interstate  oommerce. 

*  [The  Commission  has  power  to  require  reports  from  companies  engaged  In  inter- 
state commerce.] 

Questions  were  raised  by  the  Hudson  and  Manhattan  Railroad:  Company 
operating  the  tunnel  railroad  between  New  York  and  New  Jersey  as  to  the 
power  of  the  commission  to  require  reports. 

The  counsel  to  the  Commission  rendered  the  following  opinions  in  the 
matter : 

Opinion  op  Counsel. 

Public  Service  Commitmion  for  the  First  District:  August  11,  1908. 

Sirs  : —  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  Secretary's  letter  of  August  10th  respecting  the 
Hudson  and  Manhattan  Railroad  Company,  asking  with  reference  to  the  powers 
and  Jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  over  that  company,  and  stating  that  orders 
of  the  Commission  calling  for  reports  of  accidents,  records  of  stockholders,  in- 
formation as  to  car  motors  and  some  other  orders  of  the  Commission  are  not 
being  complied  with  by  the  company,  and  that  the  company  suggests  that  it  is 
subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  and  not  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  :  that  the  company  wishes  promptly  to  comply  with  the 
orders  of  the  Public  Service  Commission,  so  far  as  it  Is  suoject  to  its  Jurisdiction, 
but  thinks  that  the  question  of  Jurisdiction  should  be  determined  first  to  avoid 
complication   and  embarrassment   of  conflicting  orders  by   the  two   Commissions. 

The  Hudson  and  Manhattan  Railroad  Company  is  the  holder  of  franchise  rights 
granted  under  the  Rapid  Transit  Act  by  the  former  Board  of  Hapid  Transit  Rail- 
road Commissioners  to  construct  and  oocrate  railroads  in  the  city  of  New  York: 
One  under  certificates  dated  .Tulv  10.  1902,  and  February  2,  1905,  as  amended, 
by  way  of  Morton  street,  Christopher  street  and  Bixth  avenue  to  Thirty-third 
street ;  the  other  under  a  certificate  dated  November  24,  1903,  under  Cortlandt,  Dey 
and  Fulton  Streets,  including  terminals  and  approaches.  The  company  has  con- 
structed and  Is  operating  the  former  road  and  has  stations  at  Christopher  street. 
Fourteenth  street,  Nineteenth  street  and  Twenty-third  street,  and  authority  for 
stations  in  Sixth  avenue  at  Ninth  street.  Twenty-eighth  street  and  Thirty-third 
street  which  are  not  completed.  The  company  is  receiving  and  delivering  pas- 
sengers at  stations  and  between  stations  within  the  city.  The  certificates  men- 
tioned giving  these  franchises  contain  clauses  which  vest  in  the  Commission  the 
right  of  inspection  ond  examination  when  necessary,  and  the  Morton  street  and 
Sixth  avenue  franchise  now  in  operation  provides  that  nothing  therein  shall  be 
deemed  to  diminish  or  affect  the  sanitary  or  police  Jurisdiction  which  the  public 
authorities  shall  lawfully  have  over  property  in  the  city. 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District 
has  Jurisdiction  over  this  company,  and  that  the  orders  mentioned  must  be  com- 
plied with.  The  fear  expressed  that  if  reports  are  rendered  conflicting  orders  may 
be  given  by  the  State  and  by  the  federal  authorities  may  be  disregarded.  It  Is  to  be 
assumed  that  the  Commission  will  act  within  its  Jurisdiction  in  issuing  any  of  its 
orders.  It  is  also  difficult  to  see  how  reports  can  be  withheld  by  the  company, 
because  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  may  have  some  Jurisdiction.  A  de- 
mand for  reports  of  a  company  operating  within  this  state 

"  is  in  no  Just  sense  a  regulation  of  commerce.  It  does  not  undertake  to 
impose  any  tax  upon  the  comoany.  or  to  restrict  the  persons  or  things  to 
be  carried,  or  to  regulate  the  rate  of  tolls,  fares  or  freight." 

Chicago,   Milwaukee   and   St.   Paul   Railway   Company   vs.    Solan, 
169  U.  S.  138. 


•  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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It  Is  simply  an  exercise  of  the  power  of  visitation  w&Ich  the  State  possesses  over 
corporations  and  especially  over  railroad  corporations,  by  virtue  of  its  police  power. 
It  is  merely  an  exercise  of  the  power  which  remains  in  the  State 

"  to  create  and  to  regulate  the  instruments  of  such   (interstate)   commerce,  so 
far  as  necessary  to  the  conservation  of  the  public  interests." 

Louisville  &  Nashville  Railroad  Company  vs.  Kentucky.  161  U.  S. 
702. 

There  Is  no  doubt  that  subject  to  action  of  Congress  the  State  can  require  this 
railroad  to  guard  against  accidents;  it  can  regulate  the  holding  of  stock;  it  can 
insist  upon  adequate  appliances,  as  car  bodies  and  motors  to  transport  the  traffic ; 
it  can  require  that  no  corporation  operate  a  railroad  without  a  franchise.  The 
mere  fact  that  a  corporation  is  engaged  in^  Interstate  commerce  does  not  permit 
it  to  usurp  special  franchises  rendering  reports,  even  on  the  same  matters  and  for 
the  same  purposes,  to  different  bodies. 

Inasmuch  as  these  orders  of  the  Commission  do  not  directly  regulate  interstate 
commerce,  and  in  fact  hardly  even  indirectly  affect  it,  but  are  simply  regulations 
upon  the  instruments  of  interstate  commerce  made  in  reliance  upon  the  reserved 
police  power  not  granted  to  Congress  and  not  incompatible  with  any  ruling  that 
Congress  has  made  under  its  power  to  regulate  commerce,  and  as  they  certainly 
have  less  effect  upon  commerce  than  many  other  regulations  of  states  heretofore 
upheld  by  the  courts,  like  harbor  regulations  and  laws  concerning  pilots,  the  orders 
would  seem  to  me  to  be  in  aid  of  commerce  and  not  an  interference  with  it,  and 
should  be  obeyed. 

Respectfully  yours, 
(Signed)  GEO.  S.  COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 

*  [Reports  of  railroads  lying  partly  without  State  and  partly  within  First  EHs- 
trict  must  be  made  to  Commission  for  First  District. —  Such  reports  must  cover 
interstate,  as  well  as  Intrastate,  business. —  Commission  may  require  such  report 
from  Hudson-Manhattan  Railroad  Company. —  This  Is  not  Interference  with  inter- 
state commerce.] 

Opinion  op  Counsel. 

Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District:  November  19,    1908. 

Sirs. —  I  am  In  receipt  of  the  Secretary's  letter  of  the  14th  Inst.,  requesting 
me  to  render  an  opinion  as  to  whether  the  Commission  should  properly  require 
an  annual  report  of  its  operation  from  the  Hudson-Manhattan  Railroad  Company. 
The  letter  states  that  the  company  Is  claiming  that  because  It  does  an  interstate 
business  the  Commission  can  go  no  further  than  ask  for  a  report  as  to  the  busi- 
ness done  within  the  State. 

The  provisions  of  law  regarding  annual  reports  are  contained  in  section  57  of 
the  Railroad  Law  and  section  46  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law.  Section 
57  of  the  Railroad  Law  is  still  in  force,  except  In  so  far  as  it  is  modified  by  the 
provisions  of  the  Public  "Service  Commissions  Law.     This  section  provides  that : 

"  Every  person  or  corporation  owning,  leasing,  operating,  or  In  possession 
of  a  railroad,  wholly  or  partly.  In  this  State,  shall  make  an  annual  report  to 
the  board  of  railroad  commissioners  of  Its  operations  for  the  year  ending  with 
June  thirtieth,  and  of  its  condition  on  that  day     •     •     •     /• 

Section  46  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  makes  no  mention  of  rail- 
roads not  wholly  within  the  State.  However,  these  two  sections,  when  read 
together,  clearly  require  reports  of  railroads  not  wholly  within  the  State,  but  lying 
partly  without  the  State  and  partly  within  the  First  District,  to  be  made  to  the 
Commission  for  the  First  District,  and  that  such  reports  shall  cover  Interstate  as 
well  as  Intrastate  business.  The  Commission  for  the  First  District,  therefore, 
has  power  by  order,  to  require  the  Hudson-Manhattan  Railroad  Company  to  file 
with  the  Commission  a  full  report  covering  its  business  without  the  State,  as 
well  as  that  within  the  State. 

It  is  difficult  to  see  how  a  report  could  show  the  condition  of  a  company  unless 
the  entire  business  of  the  company  should  be  covered  by  the  report. 

In  this  connection  I  would  refer  you  to  my  letter  to  you  of  August  11.  1908. 
which  had  reference  to  the  noncompliance  by  this  company  with  the  orders  of 
the  Commission,  calling  for  reports  of  accidents,  records  of  stockholders,  infor- 
mation as  to  car  motors  and  certain  other  orders  of  the  Commission.  The  com- 
pany claimed  that  It  was  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  and  not  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  and  expressed  the  fear  that 
if  reports  should  be  rendered  to  both  Commissions,  conflicting  orders  might  be 
given  by  the  State  and  by  the  Federal  authorities.  The  claim  now  made  Is  sub- 
stantially the  same  as  the  one  previously  made,  except  that  It  seems  the  company 
now  concedes  that  this  Commission  has  Jurisdiction  to  require  reports  as  to  busi- 
ness done  within  the  State.     In  the  letter  referred  to,  I  wrote  In  part  as  follows: 

'*  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  Dis- 
trict has  Jurisdiction  over  this  company,  and  that  the  orders  mentioned  must  be 
complied  with.  The  fear  expressed  that  If  reports  are  rendered  conflicting  orders 
may  be  given  by  the  State  and  by  the  Federal  authorities  may  be  disregarded.  It 
is  to  be  assumed  that  the  Commission  will  act  within  Its  Jurisdiction  in  issuing 
any  of  Its  orders.  It  Is  also  difficult  to  see  how  reports  can  be  withheld  by  the 
company,  because  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  may  have  some  Jurisdic- 
tion.   A  demand  for  reports  .of  a  company  operating  within  this  State 

*  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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'  is  Id  no  Just  sense  a  regulation  of  commerce.  It  does  not  undertake  to 
impose  any  tax  upon  the  company,  or  to  restrict  the  persons  or  things  to  be 
carried,  or  to  regulate  the  rate  of  tolls,  fares  or  freight. 

Chicago.    Milwaukee  and   St.    Paul  Railway   Company  vs.   Solan, 
160  U.  S.,  138.» 

"  It  Is  simply  an  exercise  of  the  power  of  visitation  which  the  State  possesses 
over  corporations  and  especially  over  railroad  corporations,  by  virtue  of  its  police 
power.  It  is  merely  an  exercise  of  the  power  which  remains  in  the  State 

'  to  create  and  to  regulate  the  instruments  of  such  (Interstate)  commerce,  so 
far  as  necessary  to  the  conservation  of  the  public  interests. 

Louisville   &  Nashville   Railroad   Company  vs.   Kentucky,   161  U. 
S.,  702.' 

"  There  is  no  doubt  that  subject  to  action  of  Congress  the  State  can  require 
this  railroad  to  guard  against  accidents ;  it  can  regulate  the  holding  of  stock ;  it 
can  insist  upon  adequate  appliance,  as  car  bodies  and  motors  to  transport  the 
traffic ;  It  can  require  that  no  corporation  operate  a  railroad  without  a  franchise. 
The  mere  fact  that  a  corporation  is  engaged  in  Interstate  commerce  does  not  per- 
mit it  to  usurp  special  franchises  for  that  purpose.  There  is  nothing  inconsistent 
or  impossible  in  rendering  reports,  even  on  the  same  matters  and  for  the  same  pur- 
poses, to  different  bodies. 

*•  Inasmuch  as  these  orders  of  the  Commission  do  not  directly  regulate  inter- 
state commerce,  and  in  fact  hardly  even  indirectly  affect  it,  but  are  simply  regu- 
lations upon  the  instruments  of  interstate  commerce  made  in  reliance  upon  the 
reserved  police  power  not  granted  to  Congress  and  not  Incompatible  with  any 
ruling  that  Congress  has  made  under  Its  power  to  regulate  commerce,  and  as  they 
certainly  have  less  effect  upon  commerce  than  many  other  regulations  of  states 
heretofore  upheld  by  the  Courts,  like  harbor  regulations  and  laws  concerning 
pilots,  the  orders  would  seem  to  me  to  be  in  aid  of  commerce  and  not  an  inter- 
ference with   it,  and  should  be  obeyed." 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  constitutional  questions  Involved  are  covered  by  the 
opinion  from  which  the  above  quotation  has  been  made. 
Respectfully  yours, 

(Signed)  GEO.  S.  COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Gommisaion, 

The  Commission  thereupon  directed  the  secretary  to  call  the  attention  of 
that  company  to  the  fact  that  this  CJoramission  insisted  upon  <*edience  to 
its  orders  and  requests. 

The  Hudson  &  Manhattan  Railroad  Company  assented  to  the  correctness  of 
the  opinions  of  counFel  by  filing  reports  in  accordance  therewith. 

*  [Annual  reports. —  Railroad  and  street  railroad  corporations. —  Duty  to  render 
annual  reports  rests  on  corporation. —  Remedies  for  default. —  Persons  in  office  when 
report  is  due  must  file  it. —  Receivers  must  render  report  if  in  charge  when  it  is 
due. —  Report  of  lessor  road  whose  books  are  held  by  receivers  of  lessee  road. — 
Power  to  mandamus  federal  receivers.] 

Opinion  op  Counsel. 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District:  '  October  29,  1908. 

Sirs. —  I  have  the  Secretary's  letter  of  the  22d  nit.,  asking  to  be  advised  as  to  , 
certain  questions  which  have  arisen  with  the  Statistician  of  the  Commission  with 
reference   to   reports  for  the   year  ending  June  30,    1908.     I   shall  take  up  these 
questions  in  their  order. 

1.  •*  Where  there  has  been  a  complete  change  of  directors  and  officers  of  a 
company  during  the  year,  what  is  the  power  of  the  Commission  to  compel  the 
present  officers  to  make  a  report  for  the  entire  year?  " 

The  Public  Sorvicp  Commissions  L?»w  requires  thnt  the  annual  report  for  the 
year  ending  June  30th  In  any  year  be  f^led  on  or  before  the  .HOth  day  of  September 
in  that  year.  The  obligation  rests  upon  the  corporation.  If  the  report  is  not  filed 
on  or  before  the  date  specified,  the  corporation  will  forfeit  .$100  for  each  day's 
delinquency  and  may  be  compelled  by  mandamus  to  file  the  report. 

Pub.   Serv.   Com.   L.   $  40. 
Pub.  Serv.  Com.  L.  f  57. 

Any  order  or  proceeding  would  be  against  the  corporation,  and  it  would  not  be 
necessary  for  the  Commission  to  acquaint  itself  with  or  take  any  notice  of  any 
chanire  in  the  personnel  of  the  directors  or  officers,  except  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  it  to  get  service  on  the  corporation.  However,  it  may  be  observed,  that, 
as  the  corporation  Is  an  artificial  being  and  can  act  only  through  Its  officers,  the 
performance  of  any  duty  Imposed  upon  the  corporation  must  necesisarllv  devolve 
upon  the  officers  of  the  corporation:  and  where,  as  In  this  case,  a  particular  period 
of  time  is  specified  within  which  the  duty  shall  be  perfonned,  the  duty  must  be 
performed  by  the  persons  In  ofllce  during  that  period.  That  there  may  have  been 
an  entire  change  of  officers  during  the  year  can  make  no  difference. 

•  See  footnote,  page  9, 
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2.  "Where  receivers  have  been  appointed  during  the  year,  what  Is  the  power  of 
Ihe  Commission  to  compel  the  receivers  to  make  a  report  for  the  entire  year?" 

Section  46  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  provides  that  annual  reports 
must  be  filed  by  railroad  and  street  railroad  corporations.  Section  2  of  that  law 
defines  these  terms,  when  used  In  that  law,  as  including  the  receivers  of  such 
corporations.  Hence  where  receivers  have  been  appointed,  they  may  be  required 
to  comply-  with  the  provisions  relating  to  annual  reports.  If  they  are  in  charge 
of  the  affairs  of  the  corporations  at  the  time  when  the  annual  report  Is  required 
to  be  filed,  the  report  for  the  entire  year  must  be  filed  by  them.  If  they  fall  to 
file  It,  the  same  remedies  are  available  as  are  mentioned  In  answer  to  question 
No.  1. 

See  Elliott  on  Railroads,   f  578. 

3.  "  Where  the  lessor  road  is  not  in  the  hands  of  a  receiver,  but  its  books  are 
held  by  receivers  of  the  lessee  road  because  they  were  in  the  files  of  the  lessee 
road,  what  is  the  power  of  the  Commission  to  compel  officers  of  the  lessor  road 
or  of  the  receivers  to  make  a  report  for  the  entire  year  ?  " 

If  the  lessor  road  is  still  run  by  the  receivers  for  the  benefit  of  the  lessee  road 
It  is  the  duty  of  the  receivers  to  make  the  report,  and  they  may  be  compelled  by 
mandamus  to  make  the  same. 

Peckham   et    al.    vs.    Dutchess    County    Railroad    Company,    145 

N.    Y.    385. 
Pub.  Serv.  Com.  L.,  {  57. 
Elliott  on  Railroads,   I   461. 
Elliott  on   Railroads,   §578. 

If,  however,  the  lease  has  been  abrogated  or  has  expired,  and  the  lessor  road 
Is  no  longer  run  by  the  lessee  road.  It  Is  the  duty  of  the  lessor  company  to  make 
the  report,  and  It  may  be  compelled  bv  mandamus  to  do  so.  That  the  lessor's 
books  are  still  held  by  the  receivers  or  the  lessee  road  can  make  no  difference. 
Possession  of  the  books  could  be  easily  secured,   by  replevin,  if  necessary. 

The  question  may  arise  as  to  the  power  of  the  Commission  to  proceed  by  man- 
damus against  receivers  appointed  by  a  Federal  court.  Upon  this  point  I  would 
refer  you  to  my  letter  of  March  21,  1908,  which  shows  that  State  statutes  regard- 
ing the  operation  and  management  of  the  property  in  the  hands  of  such  receivers 
will  be  enforced.  The  rule  seems  to  be  that  any  statute  which  amounts  to  a  rea- 
sonable State  regulation  and  which  does  not  authorize  any  interference  with  the 
property  In  the  hands  of  the  receivers,  will  be  enforced.  As  the  requirements  regard- 
ing the  filing  of  annual  reports  does  not  In  any  way  Interfere  with  the  property 
of  the  corporation  in  the  hands  of  the  receivers,  the  requirement  will  be  enforced. 
In  my  opmlon,  therefore,  mandamus  will  He  against  the  receivers  to  compel  the 
filing  of  the  annual  report.     See  the  letter  above  mentioned  and  cases  therein  cited. 

The  provisions  of  section  46  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  apply  to 
"  common  carriers,"  but  I  understand  that  the  questions  contained  in  the  Secre- 
tary's letter  were  not  intended  to  cover  express  companies,  car  companies,  sleep- 
ing-car companies,  freight  companies  or  freight  line  companies,  Included  In  the 
definition  of  common  carriers  (S  2),  but  were  confined  to  railroad  and  street  rail- 
road corporations.  Respectfully  yours. 

(Signed)  GEO.    S.    COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 

[As  to  reports  to  l)e  made  by  companies  in  the  luindH  of  receivers,  see 
Tifceivors.] 

Gas  and  Electrical  Corporations. —  Form  of  annual  rei)orts. 

Final  Order  No.  .728.      . 
Final  Order  No.  851. 
Extension  Order  No.  812. 
Extension  Order  No.  812a. 
Extension  Order  No.   812il>. 
Extension  Order  No.   812c. 
Extension   Order   No.   81 2d. 


In    the  Matter 
of  the 

Form  of  report  to  be  filed  by  GAS  and  RT^ECTRlcORDER  No.  7^8. 

CORPORATIONS  subject  to  the  .lurlscHctlon  of  the  September  22.  1908. 

Pnblic  "Service  Commission  for  the  First  District 
in  accordance  with  section  66  of  the  Public  Service 
Commissions  Law. 


The   Pablic    Service    Commission    for   the    First   District   being   authorized    and 
required  by  section   66  of  the   Public  Service  Commissions  Law   to  prescribe  the 
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form  of  report  required  under  said  act  to  be  made  by  gas  and  electrical  corpora- 
tions subject  to  its  Jurisdiction;  it  is  bereby 

Ordered,  That  the  form  for  reports  of  all  gas  and  electrical  corporations  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  as  the  terms  are  defined  in  section  2  of  the 
Public  "Service  Commissions  Law,  for  the  six  months  ending  December  31,  1907, 
as  the  said  form  has  been  prepared  by  the  Chief  Statistician  of  the  Commission 
be  and  the  same  hereby  is  approved  and  prescribed  by  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  First  District;  and  it  is  further 

Ordered,  That  every  such  corporation  shall  on  or  before  October  31.  1908.  make 
and  file  with  the  Commission  a  report  in  said  form  for  the  six  months  ending 
December  31,  1907;  and  it  Is  further 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  of  this  Commission  serve  upon  each  of  the  said 
corporations  on  or  before  September  30,  1908,  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  law 
a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  two  copies  of  the  form  hereby  prescribed. 

ORDER  No.  851,  MODIFYING  FORM  OF  ANNUAL  REPORT. 
November  20,  1908. 

An  order  of  the  Comm'lsslon,  No.  728,  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  or 
about  the  25th  day  of  September,  1908,  approving  and  prescribing  a  form  of 
annual  report  to  be  filed  by  all  gas  and  electrical  corporations  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  66  of 
the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  and  a  certified  copy  of  said  order  with  two 
copies  of  the  form  therein  prescribed  having  been  duly  served  upon  all  such  gas 
and  electrical  corporations,  and  it  appearing  that  certain  modifications  should  be 
made  in  said  form  so  prescribed, 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  form  of  annual  report  for  gas  corporations  and  electrical 
corporations  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District,  as  prescribed  by  Order  No.  728  above  mentioned,  be  and  the  same 
hereby  Is,  modified  in  accordance  with  the  following  schedule  of  modifications : 

SCHEDULE  OF  MODIFICATIONS. 

P»«e     4.  Strike  out  the  last  sentence  of  Inquiry  No.  1. 

Pave     4.  Omit  inquiry  No.  4. 

Paare    6.  Omit  icquirv  No.  1. 

Pave     6.  In  inquiry  No.  1,  after  the  word   *'  meeting,"  insert  "  for  the  election 

of  directors." 
Pave     7.  Omit  inquiries  Nos.  5  and  6. 
Pave     8.  Omit  inquiries  Nos.  1,  2  and  3. 

Pave  10.  This  inquiry  shall  be  made  to  apply  only  to  the  supply  of  gas. 
Pave  10.  Strike  out  entire  page. 
Pave  17.  Strike  out  entire  page. 
Pave  22.  Omit  inquiries  Nos.  1,  2.  5  and  6. 
Pave  28.  Omit  Inquiries  Nos.  1  and  2. 

Add  to   inquiry   No.    5   the  words   "  and   ordinary   surety   bonds  and 

undertakings  on  appeals  in  court  proceedings." 

Add  to  inquiry  No.  6,  "  nor  does  it  include  ordinary  surety  bonds  or 

undertakings  on  appeals  in  court  proceedings." 
Pave  40v*  Heading  of  column  3  at  top  of  page  should  read,  "  Number  of  cubic 

feet  sold  In  half  year  ended  December  31,  1907  "   (Instead  of  1906). 
Pave  41e.  Line   38,    "miscellaneous"    should    include   damages  and   depreciation. 

which  items  should  be  further  shown  separately  in  foot  notes. 
Pave  42.  Headings  of  the  last  two  columns  under  "  Rents  Payable  "  should  read 

"  Amounts  charged,"  not  "  changed." 
Pav^  46.  In  second  line  from  top  of  page,  '*  $20  "  should  be  substituted  for  '*  $10." 
Pave  48.  In  the  schedule  of  "  Other  Rents  Accrued  —  Debits,"  the  columns  headed 

•'  Rate  of  Rent  Per  Month  "  and  "  Number  of  Months  Occupied  "  may 

be  omitted. 
Pave«  60  and  SI.  Omit  column  "Average  number  during  six  months." 

The  data  as  to  "  Service  Rendered  during  the  half  year  "  will  not  be 

required   of   corporations   that  have  not  kept   their  accounts   in   the 

form  assumed  by  the  Inquiry. 

"  Greatest  number  at  any  time  in  six  months,"  "  Least  number  at  any 

time  in  six  months,"   "  Number  of  appointments  during  six  months." 

"  Total  amount  paid  July  1  to  December  31.  1907,"  need  not  be  given 

for  Individual  occupations,  but  must  he  given  for  classes  of  employees 

noted  upon  lines  1.  16,  42.  06  and  67. 

The    "Average    rate,"    "  Hlphest    rate "   and    "  Lowest   rate "   may   be 

stated  on  the  basis  of  the  payrolls  for  the  last  week  In  December. 
Pave  56.  Omit  under  "Accidents  "   lines  25-33,  both  inclusive. 

Orders  extending  the  time  within  which  certain  gas  and  electric  corpora- 
tions subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
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DiBtrict  should  file  their  reports  in  accordance  with  Public  Service  Commia- 
Bions  Law,  section  66,  and  Order  No.  728  of  the  said  Commission,  were  issued 
in  substantially  the  following  form,  to  which  reference  will  be  hereinafter 
made: 

(Blank  Form) 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Form  of  report  to  be  filed  by  GAS  AND 
ELECTRIC  CORPORATIONS  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  first  District,  in  accord- 
ance with  Section  66  of  the  Public  Service 
Commissions  Law. 


EXTENSION  ORDER 
No. . 


An  order  of  the  Commission,  No.  728.  havinpr  been  made  herein  on  or 
about  the  22nd  day  of  September,  1908,*  approving  and  prescribing  a  form 
of  report  to  be  filed  by  all  gas  and  electric  corporations  within  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Commission  for  the  six  months  ending  December  31,  1907, 
and  applications  in  writing  having  been  received  from  certain  of  such  cor- 
porations requesting  an  extension  of  the  time  prescribed. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Resolved,  That  the  time  within  which  the  gaa  and  electric  corporations 
below  mentioned  shall  file  their  reports  for  the  six  months  ending  December 

31,  1907,  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  extended  to  and  including  the 

day  of   ,  1908. 

Extension  Order  No.  812  (see  blank  form)  issued  October  30,  1908,  extended  the 
time  of  the  following  named  companies  to  and  including  November  10,  1908: 

Astoria  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company; 

Brooklyn  Union  Gas  Company; 

Brush  Blectric  Illuminating  Company; 

Central  Union  Gas  Company; 

Consolidated  Gas  Companv; 

Edison  Electric  lUnmlnatfng  Company; 

Flatbnsh  Gas  Company; 

Jamaica  Gas  Light  Company; 

Kings  County  Lighting  Company; 

New  Amsterdam  Gas  Company; 

Newtown  Gas  Company ; 

New  York  and  Queens  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company; 

New  York  and  Queens  Gas  Company ; 

New  York  Edison  Company; 

New  York  Mutual  Gas  Light  Company; 

Northern  Union  Gas  Company; 

Richmond  HUI  and  Queens  County  Gas  Light  Company; 

Standard  Gas  Light  Company  of  the  City  of  New  York; 

United  Electric  Light.  Heat  and  Tower  Company; 

Woodhaven  Gas  Light  Company; 

and  the  time  of   the  following  named  companies  to  and   IncUiding  November  9, 
190Sr 

Bronx  Gas  and  Electric  Company; 

Queens   Borough  Gas  and  Electric  Company. 

Extension  Order  So.  812A  (nee  blank  form).  Issued  November  6,  1908,  extended 
the  time  of  the  following  named  companies  to  and  Including  November  16.   1008 : 

Amsterdam  Blectric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company; 
Kings  County  Electric  Light   and  Power  Company; 

and  the  time  of  the  following  named  company  to  and  Including  November  9.  1908 : 
New  York  and  Richmond  Gas  Company.  ' 
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Extension  Order  No.  812B  (see  blank  form).  Issued  November  13,  1908,  extended 
the  time  of  the  following  named  companies  to  and  including  November  30,  1908: 

Amsterdam  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company; 

Astoria  Light,   Heat   and  Power  Company; 

Brooklyn  Union  Gas  Company; 

Brush  Electric  Illuminating  Company; 

Central  Union  Gas  Company; 

Consolidated  Gas  Company  of  New  York; 

Bast  River  Gas  Company  of  Long  Island  City; 

Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Company  of  Brooklyn; 

Flatbush  Gas  Company; 

Jamaica  Gas  Light  Company; 

Kings  County  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company; 

New  Amsterdam  Gas  Company; 

Newtown  Gas   Company; 

New  York  Edison   Company; 

New  York  Mutual  Gas  Light  Company; 

Northern  Union  Gas  Company; 

Richmond  Hill  and  Queens  County  Gas  Light  Company; 

Standard  Gas  Light  Company  of  the  City  of  New  York; 

United  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company ; 

Woodhaven  Gas  Light  Company. 

Extension  Order  No.  812C  (see  blank  form),  issued  November  20,  1908.  extended 
the  time  of  the  following  named  company  to  and  including  November  30,  1908: 

New  York  and  Queens  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company. 

Extension  Order  No.  812D  (see  blank  form),  issued  December  29,  1906,  extended 
the  time  of  the  following  named  company  to  and  Including  January  15,  1909  : 

East  River  Gas  Company  of  Long  Island  City. 


Electrical     Corporations. —  Prevention     of    discrimination     and 
unreasonable  preference. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 
Hearing  Order  No.  822. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie. 
Final  Order  Case  822. 

(J)piNioN  OF  Counsel. 
Hon.  MiLO  R.  Maltbib,  Commissioner.  October  30,  1908. 

Sir. —  In  your  letter  of  October  10,  1908,  inclosing  provisions  desired  to  be  In- 
corporated in  two  orders,  one  relating  to  discrimination  and  unreasonable  prefer- 
ences by  electrical  corporations,  and  the  other  to  the  filing  of  schedules  by  electrical 
corporations,  you  asked  to  be  advised 

*'  First.  Whether  the  inclosures  could  properly  be  incorporated  into  orders  by  the 
Commission,  and 

"  S!?ccondly.  Whether  these  arc  In  the  proper  form." 

As  to  the  first  lnclo8ur(»,  a  copy  of  which  is  herewith  transmitted,  marked  I,  I 
am  of  tlie  opinion  that  the  provisions  marked  sections  1,  2  and  3(c),  which  relate 
specifically  to  discrimination  and  unreasonable  preference,  may  properly  be  incor- 
porated In  an  order,  since  they  are  within  the  principle  that  electrical  lighting 
corporations  nre  subject  generally  to  the  rules  which  govern  common  carriers  and 
may  not  discriminate  between  their  customers. 

Armour    Packing    Company    rn.    Edison    Electrical    Illuminating 
Companjf  of  Brooklyn,  115  App.  Div.  51. 

The  headnote  in  that  case  roads   (51)  : 

"An   electric   lighting  company   which  uses   the  public  streets  and  highways 
is   a    public   service   corporation   and    is    subject   generally   to   the   rules   which 
govern  common  carriers  and  may  not  discriminate  between  its  customers." 
The  Court  stated  the  principle  as  follows,  page  54  : 

'*  It  is  said  in  10  American  and  English  Encyclopedia  of  Law  (2d  edition). 
869:  'Electric  lighting  companies  being  given  the  use  of  the  streets  and  public 
ways  for  the  erection  of  such  appliances  as  are  necessary  for  the  maintenance 
of  their  works,  and  having  the  right  to  acquire  the  use  of  lands  for  their 
business  by  writs  ad  quod  damnum,  arc  ^t^a^i-public  corporations,  and  it  is. 
therefore,  their  duty  to  furnish  the  city's  Inhabitants  with  electric  light  a^d 
to  do  so  upon  the  terms  and  conditions  common  to  all  and  without  discrimina- 
tion. They  cannot  fix  a  variety  of  prices  or  impose  different  terms  and  con- 
ditions according  to  their  caprice  or  whim.' 

*'  The  Justice  of  this  rule  cannot  well  be  doubted." 
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Ab  to  the  proYisions  in  the  first  Inclosure  marked  section  3  (a)  and  (b)  and  sec- 
tion 4,  which  declare  specifically  that  the  companies  shall  not  deviate  from  the 
rates  filed  with  the  Commission,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  these  provisions  may  be 
incorporated  in  an  order  by  virtue  of  the  powers  over  electrical  corporations  con- 
ferred by  section  66  of  the  act,  subdivisions  1,  5  and  9,  and  by  section  4  of  the  act, 
and  because  of  the  law  as  to  discrimination  established  in  the  Armour  Packing 
Company  case  above  cited. 

By  section  66  of  the  act,  subdivision  1,  the  Commission  has  "  general  euper- 
tision "  of  electrical  companies. 

By  section  66,  subdivision  5,  the  Commission  is  authorized  to 

(a)  Examine  all  persons,  corporations  and  municipalities  under  its  supervision; 

(b)  Keep  informed  as  to  the  mcthoda  employed  by  them  in  the  transaction  of 
their  business ;  and 

(c)  See  that  their  property  is  maintained  and  operated  for  the  security  and 
accommodation  of  the  public  and  in  compliance  with  the  provisions  of  law. 

Section  60,  subdivision  0,  confers  power  on  the  Commission 

To  examine  the  books  and  affairs  of  any  such  corporation,  persons  or  munici- 
palities, and  to  compel  the  production  before  it  of  books  and  papers  pertaining 
to  the  matters  being  investigated  by  it. 

Section  4  confers  on  each  Commission 

*'A11  powers  necessary  or  proper  to  enable  it  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this 
act." 

With  regard  to  the  second  inclosure,  a  copy  of  which  is  herewith  transmitted, 
marked  IT,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  Commission  has  power  to  iiit:orporate  In 
an  order  the  provisions  checked  thus  Vi  but  that  the  provisions  inclosed  in  paren- 
theses are  of  doubtful  propriety  in  their  present  form. 

The  purpose  of  proposed  section  7(a),  first  sentence,  is  to  insure  to  the  Com- 
mission and  the  public  thirty  days*  notice  of  all  schedules.  1  would  suggest 
eliminating  this  negative  provision  and  incorporating  the  affirmative  provision  for 
thirty  days'  notice  in  section  1,  as  interlined  in  the  accompanying  draft.  The 
Commission  having  incorporated  section  1  in  an  order,  its  remedy  in  case  of  failure 
by  the  corporation  to  olx'y  such  order  is  provided  for  by  proceedings  to  collect 
penalties  under  section  73  of  the  act. 

In  section  6  (a)  and  (b)  I  suggest  the  insertion  of  the  words  "  for  each  specific 
class  of  business." 

As  to  the  provisions  in  section  9  (b)  and  (c)  that  the  companies  give  to  all 
applicants  copies  of  all  schedules,  I  think  that  such  free  distribution  might  be 
properly  required  if  necessarv  to  promote  the  security'  and  accommodation  of  the 
public  and  if  not  unduly  expensive.  The  requirement  In  its  present  form  might 
subject  a  corporation  to  unnecessary  expense  and  annoyance.  If  the  purpose  of 
the  provision  could  be  effected  and  at  the  same  time  a  reasonable  discretion  left  to 
the  company  as  to  the  persons  entitled  to  its  schedules.  I  think  the  interest  of 
the  public  would  be  sufficiently  secured.  I  would  suggest  a  modification  somewhat 
as  indicated  by  the  changes  proposed  in  the  copy. 

As  to  the  provision  in  section  10(a)  that  all  orders  of  the  Commission  in  the 
matters  specified  be  promulgated  by  the  companies,  I  doubt  the  power  of  the  Com- 
mission to  order  such  publication. 

I  have  suggested  an  amendment  to  section  11(g)  in  line  with  the  proposed 
changes  in  section  7(a)   and  section  71. 

Respectfully  yours, 
See  page  67.  (Signed)  GEO.   S.  COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 

ORDER  FOR  HEARING  No.    822. 
November  6.   1908. 

Ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  held  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District  on  Frldnv,  November  i;j,  1908,  at  2  :30  p.  m.,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Com- 
mission. 154  Nassau  street.  Now  York  city,  for  the  purpose  of  determining 
whether,  in  order  to  prevent  discrimination  and  unreasonable  preference  by  elec- 
trical corporations,  an  order  should  be  issued  by  the  Commission,  containing  sub- 
stantially the  provisions  against  discrimination  and  unreasonable  preference  set 
out  in  the  draft  herrto  annexed. 

'Ordered f  Further,  that  a  copy  of  this  order,  with  the  draft  annexed,  be  served 
on  all  the  electrical  corporations  within  this  district  at  least  four  days  before  the 
date  fixed  for  hearing. 

IlE^lKINC  OKUKII   t)X    Dl.SCKIMIXATION   ASD    UNRE.V.SONAHI.K    PREFEREXI'K   BY    ELECTBICAL 

('<IRl'OUATJ()NS. 

Section  1.  No  electrical  corporation  shall  directly  or  Indirectly,  by  any  special 
rate,  rebate,  or  other  device  or  method,  charge,  demand,  collect  or  receive  from 
any  person  or  corporation  a  greater  or  less  compensation  for  any  service  rendered 
or  to  be  rendered  in  the  supplying  of  electricity  for  light,  heat  or  power,  than  It 
charges,  demands,  collects  or  receives  from  any  other  person  or  corporation  for 
doine  a  like  and  contemporaneous  service  in  the  supplying  of  electricity  under 
the  same  or  substantially  similar  circumstances  and  conditions. 

Section  2.  No  electrical  corporation  shall  make  or  give  any  undue  or  unreason- 
able preference  or  advantage  to  any  person  or  corporation  or  to  any  locality  or  to 
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any  particular  description  of  traffic  in  any  respect  whatsoever  or  subject  any 
particular  person  or  corporation  or  locality  or  any  particular  description  of  ser- 
vice to  any  prejudice  or  advantage  in  any  respect  whatsoever. 

Section  3.  (a)  No  electrical  corporation  shall  charge,  demand,  collect  or  receive 
a  greater  or  less  or  diCFerent  compensation  for  supplying  electricity  for  light,  heat 
or  power  than  the  rates  and  charges  applicable  to  such  service  as  specified  in  its 
schedules  filed  with  the  Public  Service  Commission  and  in  effect  at  the  time ;  (b) 
nor  shall  any  electrical  corporation  refund  or  remit  in  any  manner  or  by  any  de^ce 
any  portion  of  the  rates  or  charges  so  specified ;  (c)  nor  extend  to  any  person  or 
corporation  any  privileges  or  faculties  in  connection  with  such  service,  except  such 
as  are  regularly  and  uniformly  extended  to  all  persons  and  corporations  under  like 
circumstances. 

Section  4.  No  electrical  corporation,  or  any  officer  or  agent  thereof,  or  any  person 
acting  for  or  employed  by  it  shall  assist  any  person  or  corporation  to  obtain  elec- 
tricity for  light,  heat  or  power  at  less  than  the  rates  then  established  and  in  force 
in  accordance  with  the  schedules  filed  with  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  and  published  in  accordance  with  the  order  of  the  said  Commission. 

Hearing  held  November  13th. 

Opinion  op  Commission. 
(Adopted  December  18,  1908.) 
Commissioner  Maltbib  : — 

I  beg  to  submit  the  following  report  of  progress  upon  a  group  of  matters  con- 
sidered in  the  general  investigation  into  electric  lighting  matters  now  being  coa- 
ducted : 

Following  the  adjustment  of  the  breakdown-service  question,  I  took  up  the 
matters  relating  to  contracts,  rates,  discrimination,  regulations  of  supply,  etc. 
EtLch  of  these  subjects  is  closely  related  to  the  others  and  they  were  considered 
together  because  of  their  close  relationship.  As  the  purpose  of  the  investigation 
has  been  not  only  to  obtain  information  regarding  existing  conditions  upon  which 
orders  might  be  issued  by  the  Commission,  but  also  to  remove  the  cause  of  com- 
plaints made  by  consumers  to  the  Commission,  I  have  discussed  with  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  various  companies  different  methods  for  improving  the  situation, 
and  urged  upon  them  the  advisability  of  voluntarily  changing  their  practices  where 
their  practices  have  been  the  cause  of  dissatisfaction  to  the  public.  In  a  number 
of  instances  changes  which  have  greatly  benefited  the  consumer  have  already  been 
made  and  others  are  under  consideration. 

RoTAiL  Lighting  Contract. 

One  of  the  first  subjects  considered  was  the  form  and  contents  of  the  retail 
lighting  contract.  Consumers  have  objected  to  the  requirement  of  certain  companies 
that  the  contract  should  be  made  for  a  minimum  term  of  a  year,  to  the  insistence 
upon  minimum  charges  or  guarantees,  to  the  complicated  form  of  the  contract  and 
to  the  regulations  imposed,  some  of  which  were  not  in  the  contract  so  that  in 
certain  instances  the  company  could  change,  amend  or  extend  them  without  notice 
to  the  consumer ;  but  he  was  supposed  to  obey  them  nevertheless. 

After  the  actual  facts  had  been  developed  and  it  had  appeared  that  the  consumers 
had  in  many  Instances  reasonable  ground  for  complaint,  the  companies  were  urged, 
(1)  to  simplify  their  form  of  contract,  (2)  to  make  it  more  like  an  application, 
(3)  to  standardize  this  form  so  that  every  company  would  be  using  the  same  form 
so  far  as  possible,  (4)  to  omit  the  minimum  term  of  one  year  and  allow  the  con- 
tract to  be  cancelled  by  either  party  upon  a  short  notice,  (5)  to  reduce  to  a 
minimum  the  regulations  regarding  the  use  of  service  and  the  relationship  of  the 
consumer  to  the  company,  and  (6)  to  omit  the  requirement  of  a  guarantee  or  the 
collection  of  a  minimum  charge  in  case  the  amount  of  current  used  by  the  con- 
sumer did  not  equal  the  guaranteed  use.  « 

All  of  these  suggestions,  with  the  exception  of  the  last,  were  accepted  by  all  of 
the  companies  and  are  now  in  operation.  The  ordinary  consumer  of  current,  com- 
monly known  as  the  retail  lighting  consumer,  now  has  merely  to  sign  an  applica- 
tion for  service  which,  when  finally  approved,   becomes  a  contract.     It  is  in  the 
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form  of  a  Bmall  card  and  ie  substantially  the  same  for  every  one  of  the  companies 
distributing  current  within  the  First  District.  The  contract  may  be  terminated 
and  the  use  of  electricity  discontinued  by  any  consumer  upon  three  days*  notice. 
The  regulations  covering  the  relationship  of  the  consumer  to  the  company,  so  far 
as  they  are  a  matter  of  contract,  appear  in  full  upon  the  back  of  the  application 
and  are  simpler  than  those  which  formerly  existed  in  many  instances. 

Not  all  of  the  companies  have  accepted  the  suggestion  that  guarantees  and 
minimum  charges  be  done  away  with,  but  at  the  present  moment  five  companies 
out  of  the  nine  have  done  so.  The  results  of  the  removal  of  guarantees  have  been 
so  satisfactory  in  the  cases  where  they  have  been  tried  since  this  investigation 
began,  that  I  am  still  hoping  the  other  companies  will  voluntarily  accede  to  the 
suggestion  and  thus  do  away  with  the  necessity  of  taking  the  matter  up  formally. 
Experience  seems  to  show  that  the  income  from  minimum  charges  over  and  above 
the  value  of  the  current  supplied  is  more  than  offset  by  the  increased  consumption 
of  current  due  to  the  increase  in  the  number  of  consumers  where  minimum  charges 
have  been  eliminated.  Many  persons  seriously  object  to  the  minimum  charge  and 
are  deterred  from  introducing  electricity  because  of  the  fear  that  the  guarantees 
will  be  so  much  greater  than  their  use  and  because  of  the  natural  dislike  of  every 
person  to  pay  for  something  he  has  no  tangible  evidence  of  receiving.  Mr. 
McGowan  of  the  Flatbush  Gas  Company  has  testified  that  he  is  greatly  pleased 
with  the  results  following  the  elimination  of  their  minimum  charge  for  retail  users, 
and  asserts  that  the  company  has  been  financially  benefited  by  adopting  the  sug- 
gestions of  the  Commission. 

One  of  the  companies  —  the  Brooklyn  Edison  Company  —  has  one  form  of  con- 
tract for  retail  lighting,  but  has  so  many  different  schedules  for  guarantees  that 
there  are  practically  eight  different  contracts  from  which  the  small  consumer  may 
select  one.  If  these  guarantees  wore  done  away  with,  the  situation  would  be  very 
greatly  simplified,  and  it  is  my  opinion  that  the  interests  of  the  consumer,  and 
probably  those  of  the  company,  would  be  benefited  by  their  removal. 

Wholesale  Contbacts. 

Besides  the  retail  lighting  contract,  each  company  has  from  one  to  nine  classes 
of  contracts  or  rates  which  are  in  general  use.  The  smaller  companies  usually  have 
few  In  number,  ordinarily  from  one  to  four,  according  to  the  kind  of  service  de- 
sired; such  as,  for  example,  are  lamp  lighting  contract,  hotel  or  store  contract, 
electric  sign  contract  and  power  contract,  as  In  the  case  of  the  Bronx  Gas  and 
Electric  Company.  Two  companies  —  the  Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company 
and  the  Queens  Borough  Gas  and  Electric  Company  —  have  but  two  general  forms 
of  contract  one  for  retail  lighting  and  one  for  power.  The  New  -York  and  Queens 
Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  has  four,  the  Flatbush  Gas  Company  three, 
(power,  sign  lighting  and  battery  charging),  and  the  Westchester  Lighting  Com- 
pany, two  forms  besides  the  retail  lighting  contract.  The  /)ther  three  companies  — 
large  companies  —  have  several. 

The  variety  of  contracts,  rates  and  conditions  which  obtain  where  the  large 
companies  are  supplying  current  Is  due  largely  to  the  attempt  upon  the  part  of 
these  companlA  to  secure  all  classes  of  business  and  to  secure  It  at  a  rate  and 
upon  such  conditions  as  will  Induce  the  various  classes  of  consumers  to  use 
electricity  instead  of  some  other  method  of  lighting  or  power  generation,  or  to  take 
current  from  a  central  station  In  preference  to  operating  their  own  private  plant. 
Naturally,  if  a  company  Is  to  offer  a  rate  or  method  of  supply  which  will  /««* 
bring  to  it,  and  no  more,  a  certain  class  of  business.  It  must  have  a  contract 
adapted  to  this  class  of  consumers.  As  each  class  will  have  its  own  peculiar  needs 
and  conditions,  this  will  lead  In  a  large  city  to  a  multiplicity  of  rates  and  con- 
tracts, if  the  idea  is  carried  to  Its  logical  conclusion. 
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Objectionable  Features. 

At  first  glance  it  would  seem  that  such  a  variety  would  l>e  beneficial  and  satis- 
factory to  the  consumers  generally,  but  it  Inevitably  develops  certain  objections 
which  are  apt  to  become  serious  In  a  considerable  number  of  cases.  The  first  Is 
that  under  such  conditions  rates  are  likely  to  be  valued  upon  the  principle  of 
charging  what  the  traffic  will  bear  and  often  without  due  regard  to  the  cost  of 
furnishing  the  service.  This  may  lead,  and  does  in  some  cases,  to  a  fixing  of 
price  to  certain  consumers  at  a  point  below  the  cost  of  supply  and  to  other  con- 
sumers much  above  the  cost  of  the  service.  Of  course,  in  practically  every  private 
business,  certain  consumers  are  supplied  at  less  than  cost  to  some  extent;  but  It 
l>ecomes  a  serious  matter  when  the  number  of  rate  schedules  is  large  and  each  one 
is  fixed  at  a  point  which  will  Just  secure  the  business.   . 

An  instance  of  such  condition  is  furnished  by  the  contract  of  the  New  York 
Edison  Company.  In  the  borough  of  Manhattan  a  consumer  who  wishes  to  secure 
a  lower  rate  than  the  flat  ten-cent  rate  per  k.  w.  h.  must  guarantee,  and  pay  for 
if  he  does  not  use,  an  average  of  2000  k.  w.  h.  per  month  for  ten  months  out  of 
every  year  and  also  a  use  equivalent  to  two  hours'  average  daily  use  of  his  con- 
nected installation.  If  he  will  do  this,  he  will  pay  ten  cents  per  k.  w.  h.  for  the 
first  four  hours'  average  daily  use  of  connected  installation  and  five  cents  for  all 
current  above  such  average  use.  In  the  borough  of  the  Bronx,  the  consumer  who 
wishes  to  get  a  lower  rate  than  ten  cents  is  required  to  guarantee  a  use  of  only 
1250  k.  w.  h.  per  month  for  ten  months  of  each  year  and  one  hour's  average  dally 
use.  If  he  gives  this  guarantee,  which  is  much  lower  than  is  required  of  consumers 
living  in  Manhattan,  he  secures  a  lower  rate  than  In  Manhattan,  as  he  pays  ten 
cents  per  k.  w.  h.  for  the  first  two  hours'  average  daily  use,  seven  and  one-half 
cents  per  unit  for  from  three  to  four  hours'  average  daily  use  and  five  cents  per 
unit  for  all  beyond  this  amount;  and  yet,  owing  to  the  difference  in  conditions  of 
supply,  it  probably  costs  the  company  less  to  supply  current  in  Manhattan  than  in 
the  Bronx. 

A  similar  condition  exists  when  one  compares  the  special  wholesale  contract  In 
use  in  Manhattan  with  the  Bronx  special  wholesale  contract,  the  guarantee  In  the 
Bronx  being  one-half  the  guarantee  in  Manhattan. 

The  second  feature,  which  has  been  the  cause  of  many  complaints  and  of 
considerable  annoyance.  Judging  from  the  complaints  made  to  the  Commission,  is 
that  a  variety  of  contracts  and  schedules  of  rates  makes  it  extremely  difficult  for 
many  consumers  to  tell  what  form  of  contract  or  schedule  would  be  most  advan- 
tageous to  them.  Indeed,  it  usually  happens  that  the  consumers  who  are  upon  the 
border  line  between  any  two  or  more  contracts  are  not  only  unable  to  tell  which 
is  most  advantageous  to  them  without  secur.ing  the  services  of  an  expert  engineer, 
but  find  that  for  certain  months  it  would  be  more  advantageous  for  them  to  have 
one  form  of  contract  and  for  other  months  to  have  another  form.  But  where  a 
contract  must  be  made  for  a  period  of  years  (ordinarily  the  requirement  is  from 
one  to  five),  it  is  not  only  difficult  to  determine  which  is  best  but  impossible  to 
change  when  11  becomes  desirable.  Consequently  such  consumers  are  obliged  to  pay 
more  than  they  should  be  required  to  pay.  ^ 

B\)r  example,  the  United  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  which  supplies  cur- 
rent in  Manhattan,  has  two  forms  of  contract,  known  as  "  Wholesale  A"  and 
"  Wholesale  B."  These  contracts  differ,  first.  In  respect  to  the  guarantees  required  ^ 
and  second  as  to  rates.  The  consumer  who  signs  •'  Wholesale  A"  contract  must 
guarantee  2000  k.  w.  h.  per  month  for  ten  months.  The  consumer  .who  signs 
**  Wholesale  B  "  contract  must  guarantee  2500  k.  w.  h. ;  otherwise  the  guarantees 
are  the  same.  By  so  doing,  the  second  consumer  gets  a  somewhat  lower  rate. 
Experience  has  shown  that  owing  to  the  slight  difference  between  the  guarantees 
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a  consumer  may  find  it  to  his  advantage  to  be  upon  "  Wholesale  A"  contract  for 
a  part  of  the  time  and  for  another  portion  to  be  on  "  Wholesale  B,**  but  as  the 
contract  runs  for  a  year,  It  is  impossible  for  him  to  change  in  the  meantime  or  to 
make  a  contract  for  a  shorter  period  than  one  year.  Similar  instances  might  be 
selected  from  the  schedules  of  the  Brooklyn  Edison  Company. 

These  difficulties  would  be  removed  if  the  schedules  were  simplified  and  if  one 
form  of  contract  and  one  schedule  of  rates  were  in  force.  This  was  brought  out  in 
the  investigation  by  the  experience  of  the  Westchester  Lighting  Company,  which 
has  but  one  contract  for  all  power  users.  This  contract  contains  a  schedule  of 
prices  with  a  base  rate  of  10  cents.  As  the  use  increases,  the  discount  from  this 
base  rate  increases,  so  that  a  consumer  who  averages  for  a  month  1.73  hours'  daily 
aae  pays  0  cents  per  k.  w.  h.  for  the  current  consumed.  If  he  doubles  his  average 
daily  use  of  his  connected  installations  he  pays  0  cents  per  k.  w.  h.,  and  so  on, 
with  the  result  that  the  actual  amount  paid  per  k.  w.  h.  ranges  from  10  cents 
to  ,4  cents,  according  to  use.  Under  such  a  schedule  the  consumer  pays  in  each 
month  according  to  the  use  of  that  month,  and  is  not  confronted  with  the  prob- 
lem of  changing  his  contract  with  every  fluctuation  in  the  amount  of  current 
consumed. 

Upon  the  other  hand,  a  difficulty  arises  if  the  contracts  are  few  in  number  and 
if  the.  guaranitees  are  so  large  or  vary  so  greatly  as  to  place  large  gaps  between 
the  classes  of  contracts.  If,  for  example,  there  is  no  intermediate  schedule  between 
the  retail  lighting  schedule  and  the  wholesale  contract  requiring  the  smallest  use, 
the  person  who  uses  merely  a  small  amount  of  current  for  lighting  his  apartment 
will  pay  the  same  rate  per  k.  w.  h.  as  the  business  man  who  consumes  a  large 
amount  of  current  but  who  Is  unable  to  make  the  guarantee  to  advantage  because 
his  use  falls  Just  short  of*  the  guarantees. 

In  other  cases  the  consumer  is  at  loss  to  know  what  to  do,  and  is  often  unable 
to  make  a  selection  which  is  wise  because  diCFerent  schedules  have  different  methods 
of  computing  the  charge  or  have  varying  scales  of  guarantees. 

Changes  Recommended. 

While  appreciating  the  reasons  which  make  it  desirable  to  have  contracts  and 
schedules  which  will  meet  the  demands  of  the  public,  it  is  quite  necessary  that  the 
forms  of  contracts  should  be  as  simple  as  possible,  as  few  in  number  as  possible, 
and  so  adjusted  that  the  actual  amounts  paid  per  k.  w.  h.  will  gradually  change 
from  the  highest  rate  for  small  consumption  to  the  lowest  rate  for  large  users, 
while  at  the  same  time  providing  that  every  class  of  persons  shall  be  charged  an 
equitable  amount  and  that  every  person  in  the  same  class  shall  pay  at  the  same 
rate. 

These  matters  were  discussed  with  the  representatives  of  the  companies  at  some 
length  at  the  hearings,  and  some  efforts  are  now  being  made  to  reach  the  condition 
Just  outlined  and  to  remove  the  features  objectionable  to  the  public.  The  New  York 
Edison  Company  and  the  United  Company  will  put  into  force  at  the  beginning  of 
the  year  a  new  form  of  contract  combining  contracts  "  Wholesale  A"  and  "  Whole- 
sale B."  This  new  form  will  remove  some  of  the  objections  now  existing  and  will 
lower  certain  rates,  but  It  is  not  entirely  satisfactory ;  there  are  certain  objection- 
able features  which  must  still  be  remedied.  I  have  refrained  from  suggesting  the 
fundamental  principle  that  should  be  adopted  in  preparing  such  schedules  of  rates, 
believing  that  this  privilege,  as  well  as  the  duty,  belongs  to  the  companies  and  that 
the  Commission  should  only  take  such  steps  as  may  be  necessary  to  change  condi- 
tions after  complaint  has  been  made  and  hearings  held. 

Special  Contracts. 
Thus  far  in  this  report  1  have  been  speaking  only  of  the  forms  of  contract  that 
are  in  general  use.  The  investigation  has  shown,  however,  that  besides  these  gen- 


284       Public  Service  Commission  —  First  District. 

eral  forms  there  had  been  In  force  a  considerable  number  of  special  contracts 
which  proTide  for  special  rates  or  contain  special  clauses.  Two  of  the  smaller 
companies  had  no  special  contracts  of  any  sort,  but  the  other  seven  did  have  at 
the  time  of  the  investigation.  The  vast  majority  of  these  special  contracts  did 
not  contain  rates  which  differed  essentially  from  the  standard  forms,  the  prin- 
cipal difference  in  most  cases  being  in  the  form  of  a  special  rider  or  clause 
which  gives  the  consumer  a  privilege  not  generally  given  to  others.  One  of  the 
companies  had  fourteen  types  of  riders,  another  fifteen,  and  another  eight. 

It  should  not  be  inferred  that  all  of  these  riders  contained  provisions  which  con- 
sumers generally  could  not  have  secured.  Many  of  them  are  inapplicable  to  the 
vast  majority  of  cases;  but  not  infrequently  the  existence  of  these  riders  la 
unknown  to  the  public  generally,  and  they  were  made  a  part  of  the  contract  only 
when  the  consumer  insisted  upon  some  special  condition  or  had  dickered  with  the 
company  so  long  that  the  company  had  been  obliged  to  attach  the  rider  to 
secure  the  business.  The  companies  which  have  these  special  riders  or  clauses 
have  expressed  a  willingness,  if  it  were  insisted  upon,  to  give  them  to  any 
consumer  who  would  be  benefited ;  but  they  have  argued  that  in  the  process  of 
bargaining  it  is  of  advantage  to  the  company  to  hold  these  riders  in  reserve  as 
special  inducements  in  case  they  are  needed.  Whatever  may  have  been  the 
Justification  for  the  initiation  of  riders  that  are  not  made  known^  generally,  the 
practical  result  is  mat  many  contracts  are  in  existence  which  contain  provisions 
not  to  be  found  in  all  contracts,  and  many  of  these  provisions  would  be  of 
advantage  to  the  consumers  who  do  not  now  have  them. 

Uniformity  op  Tbeatmbnt. 

Opinions  may  differ  as  to  whether  the  existence  of  contracts  having  such  special 
clauses,  not  to  be  found  in  all  contracts  where  applicable,  produces  discrimination 
and,  therefore,  renders  such  contracts  voidable  on  the  ground  that  they  are 
discriminatory'  and  in  violation  of  the  principle  that  all  public  service  corpora- 
tions must  treat  all  consumers  in  a  class  equally.  But  it  is  undoubtedly  true 
that  the  existence  of  such  special  riders  has  been  a  cause  of  some  feeling 
against  the  companies  and  of  the  Ctaim  that  every  consumer  is  not  treated 
equally.  In  my  opinion  such  special  provisions  should  not  exist,  except  as 
between  clatses  of  consumers,  and  every  person  should  be  fully  advised  of  all 
schedules  of  rates,  forms  of  contracts,  regulations  as  to  supply  and  all  other 
important  terms,  so  that  he  may  make  his  own  selection  of  contract  and  not  be 
forced  or  induced  to  adopt  a  system  of  bargaining  or  dickering  in  order  to 
secure  what   some  other  consumer   may    have  obtained   by   such   means. 

Considerable  discussion  was  given  to  this  subject  in  the  course  of  the  investi- 
gation and  at  special  hearings  upon  a  proposed  form  of  order.  It  will  undoubt- 
edly be  beneficial  to  the  companies  and  to  the  consumer  to  make  public  all  forms 
of  contracts,  rates,  etc.,  and  to  adhere  to  thetn  strictly  until  experience  shall  have 
shown  necessity  for  a  change,  and  then  to  make  public  all  changes  and  to  apply 
them  to  every  one  without  exception.  An  order  is  transmitted  herewith  for  adop- 
tion requiring  all  electrical  corporations  to  file  with  the  Commission  and  post  for 
public  inspection  schedules  showing  all  rates  of  charge,  forms  of  contract  and  riders 
applicable  thereto.  This  is  practically  the  same  requirement  that  has  been 
productive  of  such  good  results  in  the  field  of  transportation. 

DiSCBIMINATION. 

Besides  the  contracts  which  contain  special  clauses  or  riders  but  which  do  not 
provide  for  special  rates,  the  Investigation  developed  that  six  of  the  operating  com- 
panies had  contracts  in  force  under  which  current  was  being  supplied-  at  lower 
rates   than   to   consumers   generally.     Some    of   these   contracts   were   Justified  by 
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the  companies  on  the  ground  that  they  were  experimental  and  that  the  special 
Inducements  had  been  oCFered  to  persuade  certain  consumers  to  take  current 
under  special  circumstances  or  for  special  uses  in  order  that  the  company  might 
determine  by  such  experiments  whether  it  would  be  advisable  to  establish  a  general 
rAte  for  such  service.  As  to  another  class  of  cases,  the  companies  stated  that 
they  would  be  willing  to  give  the  same  rates  to  all  other  applicants  who  would 
meet  the  conditions  of  the  special  contract.  In  still  other  cases,  however,  the 
companies  stated  that  they  would  not  make  the  contract  with  others  or  allow  Its 
general  use. 

It  may  be  open  to  question  whether  the  practice  of  making  experimental  con- 
tracts with  a  few  consumers  is  proper  or  improper,  and  probably  this  practice  has 
not  so  far  been  abused,  but  it  is  possible  of  abuse  and  ought  to  be  very  carefully 
guarded  if  It  is  to  be  permitted  in  any  case. 

As  to  the  second  class,  It  is  true  that  a  contract  which  a  company  will  make 
with  any  applicant  who  meets  the  conditions  cannot  ordinarily  be  considered  a 
discriminatory  contract,  unless  the  conditions  which  separate  this  class  of  con- 
sumers from  others  are  unreasonable  and  without  Justification.  In  my  opinion, 
the  companies  should  be  allowed  considerable  leeway  in  arranging  their  rates  and 
In  classifying  their  consumers,  but  there  is  a  limit  beyond  which  this  cannot  be 
carried  without  injustice,  and  the  observations  made  In  the  preceding  pages 
regarding  general  contracts  apply  with  equal  toroe  here.  The  principal  objec- 
tion, however,  to  the  few  contracts  of  which  I  em  now  speaking  is  that  the 
failure  to  make  them  public  has  prevented  consumers  generally  from  being  aware 
of  their  existence,  and  probably  has  prevented  persons  from  taking  advantage  of 
them  who  would  have  found  it  advantageous  to  do  so,  if  they  had  known  of  their 
existence. 

The  third  class  of  contracts  is,  of  course,  purely  discriminatory  and  in  violation 
of  the  principle  of  equal  treatment.  Such  contracts  ought  not  to  exist,  and  it  is 
probable  that  any  consumer  of  that  class  who  does  not  have  thS  special  rates 
could  go  into  court  and  make  it  impossible  for  the  company  to  collect  the  higher 
rate  called  for  in  his  contract.  Fortunately,  the  number  of  these  contracts  is 
not  large  and  has  been  steadily  decreasing  during  recent  years.  In  fact,  many 
contracts  that  were  in  force  when  the  Commission  was  created  have  since  been 
voluntarily  cancelled  by  the  companies;  others  are  now  being  cancelled,  and  it  is 
probable  that  within  a  few  weeks  they  will  have  been  eliminated  entirely.  In 
order  that  the  position  of  the  Commission  may  be  defined  and  well  understood, 
another  order  is  transmitted  for  adoption  which  will  make  Illegal  all  discrimina- 
tion,   undue   preference,    rebating   and   special   rates. 

In  this  connection,  it  should  be  stated  that  conditions  have  greatly  improved 
within  the  last  decade.  In  the  early  years  of  the  electric  lighting  Industry,  the 
principle  was  quite  generally  followed  in  many  cities  of  establishing  any  rate 
which  the  consumer  would  pay,  and  if  he  were  a  desirable  consumer  and  could 
not  be  induced  to  use  current  at  one  rate,  another  was  made.  This  was  virtually 
carrying  to  an  absurd  limit  the  principle  of  charging  what  the  traffic  will  bear, 
with  the  result  that  consumers  in  the  same  class  were  paying  widely  varying 
rates.  This  system  reached  Its  highest  development  where  there  were  competitive 
companies  and  where  the  scramble  for  business  brought  about  absurd  and  unjust 
conditions.  Whatever  may  have  been  the  results  in  other  directions  of  the  elimi- 
nation of  competition,  it  certainly  has  resulted  in  this  case  in  the  removal  of 
discrimination  to  a  considerable  degree.  ■  The  principle  is  more  and  more  being 
recognised  that  all  terms  and  conditions  of  supply  should  be  public,  that  equality 
of  treatment  should  everywhere  apply,  and  that  methods  and  practices  should  be 
standardised  so  that  each  consumer  will  be  on  an  equal  footing  with  every  other 
consumer  In  the  same  class. 
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Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 


In   the    Matter 
of 
Au    investigation    for    the    purpose    of   determining 
whether  an  order  shouAj  be  issued  by  the  Com- 
mission against  discriminations  and  unreasonable 
preference  by  electrical  corporations. 


CASE  No.  822,   FINAL 
ORDER. 
December  18.  1906. 


A  hearing  having  been  held  In  the  above-entitled  matter  before  Mllo  R.  Maltbie, 
Commissioner,  on  November  13,  1908,  pursuant  to  Hearing  Order  No.  822;  and 
Albert  H.  Walker,  Esq.,  having  appeared  for  the  Public  Service  Commission; 
Messrs.  Beardsley  &  Hemmens,  by  Henry  J.  Hemmens,  Esq.,  for  the  New  York 
Edison  Company,  the  United  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  the  Brush  Elec- 
tric Illuminating  Company  and  the  Consolidated  Telegraph  and  Electrical  Subway 
Company;  Mr.  J.  W.  Lieb,  Jr.,  and  Mr.  Edwards  for  the  New  York  Edison  Com- 
pany; Mr.  W.  W.  Freeman  for  the  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Company  of  Brook- 
lyn, the  Kings  County  ISlectric  Light  and  Power  Company  and  the  Amsterdam 
Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company ;  Mr.  E.  H.  Rosenquest  for  The  Bronx  Gas  and 
Electric  Company ;  Charles  F.  Mathewson,  Esq.,  Edward  J.  Paterson,  Esq.,  and  Mr. 
Charles  A.  Thomas  for  the  New  York  and  Queens  Electric  Light  and  Power  Com- 
pany;  Mr.  Carleton  Macy  for  the  Queens  Borough  Gas  and  Electric  Company;  Mr. 
E.  S.  Bellows  for  the  Westchester  Lighting  Company;  Mr.  Frank  W.  Smith  for 
the  United  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company ;  and  Mr.  Fremont  Wilson  and  Mr. 
Schreiber  having  appeared  personally;  and  arguments  having  been  heard,  it  is 
Ordered: 

Section  1.  No  electrical  corporation  shall  directly  or  indirectly,  by  any  special 
rate,  rebate,  drawback,  or  other  device  or  method,  charge,  demand,  collect  or 
receive  from  any  person  or  corporation  a  greater  or  less  compensation  for  elec- 
tricity or  any  service  rendered  or  to  be  rendered,  than  it  charges,  demands,  collects 
or  receives  from  any  other  person  or  corporation  for  doing  a  like  and  contempo- 
raneous service  with  respect  thereto  under  the  same  or  substantially  similar  cir- 
cumstances or  conditions. 

Section  2.  No  electrical  corporation  shall  make  or  give  any  undue  or  unreason- 
able preference  or  advantage  to  any  person  or  corporation,  or  to  any  locality,  or 
to  any  particular  description  of  service  in  any  respect  whatsoever ;  or  subject  any 
particular  person  or  corporation  or  locality  or  any  particular  description  of  service 
to  any  prejudice  or  disadvantage  In  any  respect  whatsoever ;  but  nothing  In  this 
section  shall  be  construed  as  applicable  to  contracts  with  or  service  rendered  to 
the  city  or  State  of  New  York. 

Section  3.  No  electrical  corporation  shall  charge,  demand,  collect  or  receive 
a  greater  or  less  or  dlCTerent  compensation  for  supplying  electricity  for  light,  heat 
or  power,  or  for  any  service  rendered,  than  the  rates  and  charges  applicable  to 
such  service  as  specified  In  Its  schedules  filed  with  the  Public  Service  Commission 
and  posted  and  In  effect  at  the  time;  nor  shall  any  electrical  corporation  refund 
or  remit  in  any  manner  or  by  any  device  any  portion  of  the  rates  or  charges  so 
specified;  nor  extend  to  any  person  or  corporation  any  privileges  or  facilities  In 
connection  with  such  service,  except  such  as  are  regularly  and  uniformly  extended 
to  all  persons  and  corporations  under  the  same  or  substantially  similar  circum- 
stances or  conditions. 

"Section  4.  No  electrical  corporation,  or  any  officer  or  agent  thereof  or  any 
person  acting  for  or  employed  by  It,  shall  assist  any  person  or  corporation  to 
obtain  electricity  for  light,  heat  or  power  or  to  obtain  any  service  at  less  than 
the  rates  then  established  and  In  force  in  accordance  with  the  schedules  filed  with 
the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  and  published  in  accordance 
with  the  order  of  the  said  Commission. 

Section  5.  This  order  shall  take  effect  at  once  and  shall  continue  In  force  antU 
abrogated  or  modified  by  the  Commission. 

Section  6.  Every  electrical  corporation  hereby  affected  shall  notify  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  on  or  before  December  26,  1908,  whether 
the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


Electrical  Corporations. —  Kegulations  prescribing  the  form  and 
governing  the  construction  and  filing  of  schedules  of  rates 
and  forms  of  contracts. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 
Hearing  Order  No.  823. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie. 
Final  OrdfiT  Case  823. 
Opinion  op  CorNSBL. 

Hon.  MiLO  R.  Maltbib,  Commissioner.  October  SO,  1008. 

Sir. —  In  your  letter  of  October  10,  1908.  Inciosln^r  provisions  desired  to  be  In- 
corporated In  two  orders,  one  relating  to  discrimination  and  unreasonable  prefer- 
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ences  by  electrical  corporations,  and  the  other  to  the  filing  of  schedules  by  electrical 
corporations,  you  ask  to  be  advised : 

••  First.  WTiether  the  inclosures  could  properly  be  incorporated  into  orders  by  the 
Commission  ;  and 

"  Secondly.  Whether  these  are  in  proper  form." 

As  to  the  first  inclosure,  a  copy  of  which  is  herewith  transmitted,  marked  1,  I 
am  of  the  opinion  that  the  provisions  marked  sections  1,  2  and  3  (c)  which  relate 
specifically  to  discrimination  and  unreasonable  preference,  may  properly  be  Incor- 
porated in  an  order,  since  they  are  within  the  principle  that  electrical  lighting 
corporations  are  subject  generally  to  the  rules  which  govern  common  carriers  and 
may  not  discriminate  between  their  customers. 

Armour    Packing    Company    vs.    Edison    Electrical    Illuminaiing 
Company  of  Brooklyn,  115  App.   Div.  51. 

The  headnote  in  that  case  reads  (51)  : 

"An  electrical  lighting  company  which  uses  the  public  streets  and  highways 
is  a  public  sarvfce  corporation  and  ia  subject  generally  to  the  rules  which 
govern  common  carriers  and  may  not  discriminate  between  its  customers." 

The  court  stated  the  principle  as  follows,  page  54  : 

"It  is  said  in  10  American  and  English  Encyclopedia  of  Law  (2d  edition), 
869 :  '  Electrical  lighting  companies  being  given  the  use  of  the  streets  and 
public  ways  for  the  erection  of  such  appliances  as  are  necessary  for  the  main- 
tenance of  their  works,  and  having  the  right  to  acquire  the  use  of  lands  for 
their  business  by  write  ad  quod  damnum,  are  quasi  public  corporations,  and  it 
Is,  therefore,  their  duty  to  furnish  the  city's  inhaoitants  with  electric  light 
and  to  do  so  upon  the  terms  and  conditions  common  to  all  and  without  dis- 
crimination. They  cannot  fix  a  variety  of  prices  or  impose  different  terms  and 
conditions  according  to  their  caprice  or  whim.* 
"The  Justice  of  this  rule  cannot  well  be  doubted." 

As  to  the  provisions  in  the  first  inclosure  marked*  section  3  (a)  and  (b)  and  sec- 
tion 4,  which  declare  specifically  that  the  companies  shall  not  deviate  from  the 
rates  filed  with  the  Commission,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  these  provisions  may  be 
incorporated  In  an  order  by  virtue«of  the  powers  over  electrical  corporations  con- 
ferred by  section  06  of  the  act,  subdivisions  1,  5  and  9,  and  by  section  4  of  the 
act,  and  because  of  the  law  as  to  discrimination  established  in  the  Armour  Packing 
Company  case  above  cited. 

By  section  66  of  the  act.  subdivision  1,  the  Commission  has  'J  general  super- 
vision "  over  electrical  companies. 

By  section  66,  subdivision  5,  the  Commission  is  authorized  to 

(a)  Examine  all  persons,  corporations  and  municipalities  under  its  supervision; 

(b)  Keep  informed  as  to  the  methods  employed  hy  them  in  the  transaction  of 
their  business;  and 

(c)  See  that  their  property  is  maintained  and  operated  for  the  security  and 
accommodation  of  the  public  and  in  compliance  with  the  provisions  of  law. 

Section  66,  subdivision  9,  confers  power  on  the  Commission 

To  examine  the  books  and  affairs  of  any  such  corporation,  persons  or  munici- 
palities, and  to  compel  the  production  before  it  of  books  and  papers  pertaining  to 
the  matters  being  investigated  by  it. 

Section  4  confers  on  each  Commission 

"All  powers  necessary  or  proper  to  enable  it  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this 
act." 

With  regard  to  the  second  inclosure,  a  copy  of  which  is  herewith  transmitted, 
marked  II,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  Commission  has  power  to  incorporate  in 
an  order  the  provisions  checked  thus  V.  but  that  the  provisions  inclosed  In  paren- 
theses are  of  doubtful  propriety  in  their  present  form. 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  seetion  7  (a),  first  sentence  Is  to  insure  to  the  Com- 
mission and  the  public  thirty  days'  notice  of  all  schedules.  I  would  suggest  elimi- 
nating this  negative  provision  and  Incorporating  the  affirmative  provision  for  thirty 
days'  notice  In  section  1,  as  interlined  in  the  accompanying  draft.  The  Commis- 
sion having  incorporated  section  1  in  an  order,  Its  remedy  in  case  of  failure  by  the 
corporation  to  obey  such  order  Is  provided  for  by  proceedings  to  collect  penalties 
nnder  section  73  of  the  act.  ,        ^ 

In  section  6  (a)  and  (b)  I  suggest  the  insertion  of  the  words  "for  each  specific 
class  of  business."  .  -    ,      ^         .    .       .     xw 

As  to  the  provision  in  section  10  (a)  that  all  orders  of  the  Commission  In  the 
applicants  copies  of  all  schedules,  I  think  that  such  free  distribution  might  be 
properly  required  if  necessary  to  promote  the  security  and  accommodation  of  the 
public,  and  If  not  unduly  expensive.  The  requirement  in  its  present  form  might 
subject  a  corporation  to  unnecessary  expense  and  annoyance.  If  the  purpose  of  the 
provision  could  be  effected  and  at  the  same  time  a  reasonable  discretion  left  to  the 
company  as  to  the  persons  entitled  to  its  schedules,  I  think  the  Interest  of  the 
pnblic  would  be  sufficiently  secured.  I  would  suggest  a  modification  somewhat  as 
indicated  by  the  changes  proposed  In  the  copy.  ^  .^     ^         .    ,       .     *u^ 

As  to  the  provision  In  section  10(a)  that  all  orders  of  the  Commission  in  the 
matters  specified  be  promulgated  by  the  companies,  I  doubt  the  power  of  the  Com- 
misRion  to  order  such  publication. 

I  have  suggested  an  amendment  to  section  11(g)  in  line  with  the  proposed 
changes  In  section  7  (a)  and  )8ection  71. 

Respectfully  yours, 

(Signed)  GEO.   S.   COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 
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November  6,  1908. 

Ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  held  bj  the  Public  Serrlce  Commission  for  the  First 
District  on  Friday,  November  13,  1908,  at  2  :30  p.  m.,  at  the  office  of  the  Commis- 
sion, 164  Nassau  street.  New  York  city,  for  the  purpose  of  determining  whether,  in 
order  to  insure  uniform  and  adequate  dissemination  of  information  as  to  the  rates, 
contracts  and  practices  relating  to  service  furnished  by  electrical  corporations,  and 
to  prevent  discrimination  and  unreasonable  preference  by  electrical  corporations 
and  also  deviation  from  their  rates,  an  order  should  be  issued  by  the  Commission, 
containing  substantially  the  provisions  in  regard  to  publication  of  rates  and  devia- 
tion therefrom  in  the  draft  hereto  annexed. 

Ordered  further.  That  a  copy  of  this  order,  with  the  draft  annexed,  be  served 
upon  all  the  electrical  corporations  within  this  district  at  least  four  days  before 
the  date  fixed  for  hearing. 

ORDER  ISSUED  BY  THE  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION  FOR 
THE  FIRST  DISTRICT,  STATE  OF  NEW  YORK,  PRESCRIBING 
THE  FORM  AND  GOVERNING  THE  FILING  OF  SCHEDULES 
OF  ALL  RATES  AND  CONTRACTS  IN  USE  BY  ELECTRICAL 
CORPORATIONS. 


Issued  under  order  of  the  Commission,  No. 


,  1908. 


SchedttlM 
must    be    filed 
thirty    days 
before    Uklng 
effect. 


Schedules 
must  be 
printed. 

Title  page. 


SCHEDULES  OF  RATES  AND  CONTRACTS. 

Sec.  1.  Every  electrical  corporation  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  shall,  at  least  thirty 
days  before  any  schedules  go  into  effect,  file  with  the  Commission,  and 
shall,  for  the  same  length  of  time,  keep  open  to  public  inspection 
printed  schedules  of  all  rates,  contracts,  conditions  of  suppiv  and  reg- 
ulations relating  to  the  service  of  such  electrical  corporation  in  the 
manner  prescribed  by  the  following  rules . 

Sec.  2.  All  such  schedules  and  supplements  shall  be  printed  on  hard 
calendared  paper  of  good  quality  in  sheet  or  pamphlet  form  of  8V^ 
by  11  Inches  in  size.  Stereotype,  planograph  or  other  printing  press 
process  mav  be  used. 

""..  The   title   page   of   every   schedule   and   supplement   thereto 


Sec.  3, 
shall  show  in  full : 


(a)   Name  of  issuing  corporation. 


Rul 


(a)  N  _^         

(b)  The  serial  number  of  that  schedule  with  proper  prefix, 
lie  11_  (c).) 


(See 


(c)  The  area  to  which  that  schedule  applies. 

(d)  Date  of  issue,  date  of  posting,  and  date  effective. 


(See  Rule 


_  _  .  _  (See  Rules 

1.  7  and  9.) 

(6)  Name,  title  and  address  of  officer  by  whom  issued. 
12.) 

(/)  On  upper  left-hand  corner  of  every  schedule  the  words  "  Only 
one  supplement  to  this  schedule  may  be  in  effect  at  any  time."  (See 
Rule  6  (a).) 

(g)  On  every  schedule  or  supplement  cancelling  a  schedule  or  sup- 
plement, a  notice  of  such  cancellation,  giving  the  P.  S.  C.  number  of 
such  schedule.     (See  Rule  5  (a).) 

ih)  On  every  schedule  or  supplement  issued  on  less  than  thirty 
days*  notice  by  permission  from  or  order  or  regulation  of  the  Com- 
mission, the  following  notation :     **  Issued  on days'  notice   to 

the  public  and  Commission,  under  special  permission  or  order  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  State  of  New  York, 
No ,  of  date  

Contents  of  Schedulb. 

Sec.  4.  Each  schedule  shall  contain  in  the  order  named : 

(a)  Title  page. 

(h)  Table  of  contents. 

(c)  Explanation  of  reference  marks  and  technical  abbreviations 
used  in  the  schedule  or  supplement. 

id)  Such  explanatory  statement  in  clear  and  explicit  terms  regard- 
ing the  matter  contained  in  the  schedule  as  may  be  necessary  to 
remove  all  doubt  as  to  its  proper  application. 

(e)  General  rules  and  regulations  relating  to  rates,  contracts  and 
the  use  of  electricity  by  the  public  or  any  apparatus  furnished  by  the 
corporation. 

if)  An  exact  copy  of  every  form  of  contract  or  schedule  of  rates, 
each  to  be  followed  by  an  exact  copy  of  the  conditions,  terms,  regu- 
lations and  riders  apnllcable  thereto,  and  by  an  exact  copy  of  the 
form  of  bill  to  be  rendered  under  each  contract  showing  how  bills  are 
computed. 
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Sec.  5.   (a)    A   schedule    may   be    cancelled    only    by   a    superseding  Cancellation, 
schedule. 

ib)  If  a  schedule  is  cancelled  by  the  Issuance  of  a  superseding 
scheaule.  cancellation  notice  must  not  be  given  by  supplement  but. by 
notice  printed  In  the  new  schedule,  making  specific  reference  to  the 
P.   S.  C  number  of  the  schedule  cancelled. 

(c)  (\incellatlon  of  the  schedule  also  cancels  supplement  to  such 
schedule,  if  any  be  in  effect. 

a^ec.  6.  ia)  Only  one  schedule  Includinfi:  one  supnlement  for  each 
corporation  may  be  in  effect  at  any  one  time. 

(b)  A  schedule   may  be  amended  or  altered  by   a   supplement,  but  Amen dmenu 
ohlv  one  supplement  may  be  in  effect  at  any  one  time,  and  every  sup-  and    suppie- 
plement    shall    state  what   schedule   it   modifies,    giving   the   P.    S.    C.  ments. 
number. 

u)  Any  supplement  may  be  cancelled  or  superseded  by  another 
supplement. 

id)  Supplements  to  a  schedule  shall  be  numbered  as  consecutive 
Ruppiements  to  that  schedule  and  shall  not  be  given  new  or  separate 
P.  S.  C.  numbers. 

Sec.  7.  (a)  The  title  page  of  every  schedule  and  supplement  must 
show  full  30  days'  notice,  or  bear  a  plain  notation  of  the  number  and 
date  of  the  permission,  or  the  rule,  or  the  decision  of  the  Commissioa 
under  which  it  is  effective  on  less  than  the  regular  notice. 

(6)   Changes    of    schedules   and    supplements   may    be    permitted    by  Thirty   days* 
the   Commission   on   less  than   the   regular  30   days'   notice,   but   this  notice   of 
authority  will  be  exercised  only  in   cases  where  actual  emergency  or  change   la 
real    merit    is   shown.     Applications,    duly   verified,    for   permission    to  neceaaary. 
put   in  force  a  schedule  or  supplement  on  less   than  30  days'  notice.  Changes 
shall    be   addressed   to    the    Public   Service   Commission    for    the    First  allowed  on 
District,  State  of  New  York,  N.  Y.,  in  the  form  described  by  Uule  11,  short    notice, 
and  must  be  over  the  signature  of  the  ofllcer  charged  with  the  prepa- 
ration,  posting  and  filing  of  schedules,    specifying   title.     Action   will 
be  taken  only   on   receipt  of   the   verified  application.      (See   Rule   12 
ib).  Form  No.  2.) 

Sec.  8.  After  notice  of  a  change  In  a  schedule  or  a  supplement  has  Schedules    flied 
been  filed  and  published,  the  new  schedule  must  be  allowea  to  go  into  and    published 
effect   and    cannot   be    withdrawn,    cancelled,    superseded   or   amended,  must   become 
except  upon  notice  filed  and  published  for  at  least  30  days  .after  the  effective, 
date  when  the  schedule   has  become  effective,  or  upon  shorter  notice 
allowed  by  the  Commission. 

Sec.  9.  (a)  Printed  copies  of  all  schedules  and  suiiplements  In  Posting, 
force  or  to  be  placed  In  force  for  the  use  of  the  public  shall  be  kept 
posted  for  at  least  30  days  before  put  into  effect,  in  two  public  and 
conspicuous  places  in  every  office  or  place  where  aDplications  for 
service  are  received  in  such  manner  as  to  be  readily  accessible  to  and 
conveniently  Inspected  by  the  puolic. 

ib)  Each  corporation  shall  provide  and  maintain  a  sufllcient  sup- 
ply of  the  current  schedules  and  supplements  at  every  such  oflUce  or 
place  to  meet  promptly  any  reasonable  demand  therefor  by  a  cus- 
tomer or  prospective  applicant  for  service. 

Sec.  10.  Unless  otherwise  specified  In  the  order  In  the  case,  such  Duration  of 
schedule  or  supplement  may  be  made  effective  upon  five  days'  notice  aotlce. 
to  the  Commission  and  to  the  public,  and  If  made  effective  on  less 
than  statutory  notice,  either  under  this  rule  or  under  special  author- 
ity granted  Id  the  order  In  the  case,  shall  bear  on  its  title  page  no- 
tation "  In  compliance  with  order  of  the  Public  Service  Commission, 
First  District,  In  Proceeding  No "  »,  ♦k^ 

Sec.  11.    (a)   Every  schedule  and  supplement  shall  be  filed  with  the  J*,    **^   **' 
Commission  by  the  proper  oflUcer  of  the  electrical  corporation.  nung. 

(h)  Schedules  and  supplements  sent  for  filing  must  be-  addressed 
to  Secretary,  Public  Service  Commission,  First  District,  No.  154  Nas 
sau  street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

(c)  Every  schedule  and  supplement  filed  with  the  C!ommIsslon  shall 
be  accompanied  by  a  letter  of  transmittal  In  duplicate.  (See  Rule 
12  (a)  for  form.)  The  original  will  be  retained  by  the  Commission 
and  the  duplicate  will  be  stamped  and  returned  to  the  filing  corpo- 
ration as  its  receipt  for  the  schedule  or  supplement  covered  thereby. 

(d)  All    schedules    filed    with    the    Commission    must    bear    consecu- 
tive   serial    numbers,    commencing   with    No.    1    for    each    corporation,  »     o     p 
with    the    following    prefix   thereto :    "  P.S.C. — 1    N.Y."     For    example.  ;.'    kI^T' 
the  first  schedule  shall  be  "  P.S.C—  1  N.Y.— No.  1.'      Such  prefix  and  ^""*»«" 
rumb<»r  must  be  printed   In  bold  type.   In   the   unper  right   corner  at 

lop  of  page,  and  Immediately  thereunder,  in  smaller  tyoe.  the  P.  S.  C. 
number  of  every   schedule  and  supplement  cancelled   therebv. 

(r\  The  schedule  filed  with  a  P.  S.  C.  number,  which  Is  not  con- 
secutive with  the  last  number  filed,  must  be  accompanied  by  a  mem- 
orandum  explaining  omission  of  the  missing  number  or  numbers.  n  *    *  a 

(/)   When  a  schedule  or  supplement  is  rejected  by   the  Commission     t  i  , 
ns   unlawful,    the    records   so    show    and,    therefore,    such    schedule    or  ■cneo""" 
supplement  should  not  thereafter  be  referred  to  as  cancelled,  amended 
or    otherwise    except   to    note   on    publication    issued    In    lieu    of    such 
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rejected  schedule  *' In  lieu  of rejected  by  Commission/*  nor 

shall  the  number  which  it  bears  be  again  used. 

ig)  No  schedule  or  supplement  will  be  accepted  for  filing  unless 
it  is  delivered  to  the  Commission,  free  from  all  charges  or  claims 
for  postage,  the  full  30  days  before  the  date  upon  which  such  sched- 
ule is  stated  to  be  effective.  No  consideration  will  be  given  to  or  for 
the  time  during  which  a  schedule  or  supplement  may  be  held  by  the 
Post-Offlce  authorities  because  of  insufficient  postage.  Schedules  or 
supplements  filed  and  issued  without  proper  notice  to  the  Commission 
will  be  returned  to  the  sender.  Full  statutory  notice  must  be  given 
of  any  reissue  thereof,  and  correction  of  the  neglect  or  omission  can- 
not be  mudo  which  takes  into  account  any  time  elapsing  between  the 
date  upon  which  such  schedule  or  supplement  was  received  and  the 
date  of  attempted  correction. 

(h)  No  consideration  will  be  given  to  telegraphic  notices  in  com- 
puting the  30   davs  required. 

(i)  If  public  at  ion  is  not  according  to  these  regulations  this  may 
bo  considered  by  the  Commission  sufficient  cause  for  rejection  of 
schedule  or  supplement  when  tendered  for  filing. 

Sec.  12.  The  following  forms  are  prescribed  for  use  by  corporations 
■  on  paper  of  8^^x11  size: 

(o)   Letter  op  Transmittal.     Fosm  No.   1. 


[Name  of  Corporation.] 
(Date)  ,  


idvlce  No. . 

To  the  Public  Service  Commission, 
First  District,  State  of  New  York, 
New  York,  N.   Y.: 

Accompanying  schedule  or  supplement  is  sent  to  you  for  filing  in 
compliance  with  Order  No.  of  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion for  the   First  District,  issued  by  bearing 

P.S.C— 1   N.Y.— No.-^; 

Supp.  No.  ,  to  P.S.C— 1  NY.— No.  ; 

Effective  ,   190 ; 


[Signature  of  Filing  Agent.] 


(ft)   Application   to  Change  a  Schedule  to   Supplement  on  Less 
THAN  Thirty  Days'  Notice.     Form  No.  2. 


[Name  of  Corporation.] 
.  190 


[Place  and  Date.] 

To  the  Public  Service  Commlssion, 

First  District,  State  of  New  York, 
New   York^   N.    Y.: 

The    by 


[Nanio  of  corporation.]  [Name  of  officer.] 

Its 

[Title  of  officer.] 
hereby  applies    under  Order  No of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission   for    tho   First   District  for   an   order   granting  permission   to 

put  In  effect   :  days  after  publication  at  offices  and  filing  with 

the  Commission   the  following  schedule  supplement. 

The  proposed  change  Is  intended  to  be  published  In  schedule  P.S.C. 

— 1    N.Y. — No.   ,    Supplement   No.    ,   and    will    affect   the 

schedule  P.S.C. —  1   N.  Y. — No.  ,  Supplement  No.  ,  attach(H3. 

This  application   Is  based  upon  the  following  special   circumstances 
nnd  conditions : 


[Name  of  Corporation.] 

By 

[Officer]  [Title] 
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STATE  OF  NEW  YORK, 
County  .of , 


Affidavit. 


being  duly  sworn,  says  that  he  Is  the  officer  named  in  the  foregoing 
application,  that  he  has  read  said  application  and  knows  the  con- 
tents thereof,  and  that  the  same  is  true  of  his  own  knowledge,  except 
as  to  the  matters  therein  specifically  stated  as  on  information  and 
belief,  and  as  to  such  matters  he  beiieyes  it  to  be  true. 

[Name  of  affiant.] 
Subscribed  and  sworn   to  before  me 
.this day   of 190.. . 

NoUrJ  Public. 

Hearings  held  November  13th,  24th,  December  Ist  and  3d. 

See  opinion  in  preceding  case  (No.  822)  upon  which  the  following  order  was 
issued : 


In  the  Matter 

of 

An  investigation  for  the  purpose  of  deter- 
mining whether,  in  order  to  Insure  uni- 
form and  adequate  dissemination  of  in- 
formation as  to  the  rates,  contracts  and 
practices  relating  to  service  furnished 
by  Electrical  Corporations,  and  to  pre- 
vent discrimination  and  unreasonable 
preference  by  electrical  corporations 
and  also  deviation  from  their  rates,  an 
order  should  be  Issued  by  the  Commis- 
sion with  respect  thereto. 


CASE  No.  823 

FILING  ORDER. 

December  18,  1908 


This  matter  coming  on  to  be  heard  on  November  13,  1908.  pur- 
suant to  Hearing  Order  No.  823,  and  sessions  having  been  held  before 
Hon.  Mllo  R.  Maltbie.  Commissioner,  on  November  13,  1908,  and 
thereafter  by  adjournment  on  November  24,  December  1  and  3,  1908, 
and  Albert  H.  Walker,  Esq.,  having  appeared  for  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  First  District ;  Messrs.  Beardsley  &  Hemmens,  by 
Henry  J,  Hemmens,  Esq.,  for  the  New  York  Edison  Company,  the 
United  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  the  Brush  Electric  Illumi- 
nating Company  and  the  Consolidated  Telegraph  and  Electrical  Sub- 
way Company;  Mr.  J.  W.  Lleb,  Jr.,  and  Mr.  H.  M.  Edwards,  for  the 
New  York  E^dison  Company:  Charles  F.  Mathewson,  Esq.,  Edward  J. 
Patterson,  Esq.,  and  Mr.  C.  G.  M.  Thomas  for  the  New  York  and 
Queens  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company ;  Mr.  W.  W.  Freeman,  for 
the  ESdison  Electric  Illuminating  Company  of  Brooklyn,  the  Kings 
County  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  and  the  Amsterdam  Light. 
Heat  and  Power  Company ;  E.  D.  Hawkins,  Esq.,  and  Mr.  Carleton 
Macy.  for  the  Queens  Borough  Gas  and  Electric  Company ;  Adrian  H. 
Larkin,  Esq.,  and  Mr.  J.  E.  Phillips,  for  the  Richmond  Light  and 
Railroad  Company:  Mr.  Frank  W.  Smith,  for  the  United  Electric 
Light  and  Power  Company;  Mr,  E.  H.  Rosenquest.  for  The  Bronx 
Gas  and  Electric  Company ;  Mr.  E.  S.  Bellows,  for  the  Westchester 
Lighting  Company ;  and  Mr.  Fremont  Wilson  and  Mr.  Schreiber 
having  appeared  personally ;  and  arguments  having  been  heard,  it  is 

Ordered: 

Section    1.  Every   electrical   corporation    subject   to   the   Jurisdiction  Schedules 
of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  shall,  at  least  mutit   be 
thirty  days  before  any  schedules  go  into  effect,  file  with  the  Commls-  filed    thirty 
■ion.  and  shall,  for  the  same  length  of  time,  keep  open   to  public  in-  days    before 
spection  printed  schedules  of  all  rates  and  forms  of  contracts  relating  uking    effect, 
to  the  service  of  such  electrical  corporation  in  the  manner  prescribed 
by  the  following  sections  of  this  order. 

I  2.  All  such   schedules  and  supplements  shall  be  printed  on   hard  schedules 
calendered   paper  of  good  quality  in  sheet  or  pamphlet  form   of  8Vj  xnust  be 
by  11   inches  in  size.     Stereotype,  planograph  or  other  printing  press  printed, 
process  may  be  used. 

I  3.  The  title  page  of  every  schedule  and  supplement  thereto  shall  Title  page, 
show  in  full : 

(a)   Name  of  issuing  corporation. 
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(b)  The  serial  number  of  that  schedule  with  proper  prefix.  (See 
I  10  ((f).) 

(c)  The  area  to  which  that  schedule  applies. 

(d)  Date  of  issue,  date  of  posting,  and  date  effectiye.  (See  ||  1, 
7  and  0.) 

(6)   Name,  title  and  address  of  officer  by  whom  issued.     (See  |  11.) 

if)  On  upper  left-hand  corner  of  every  schedule  the  words  "Only 
one  supplement  to  this  schedule  may  be  in  effect  at  any  time. ' 
(See  I  6  (o).) 

ig)  On  every  schedule  or  supplement  cancelling  a  schedule  or  sup- 
plement, a  notice  of  such  cancellation,  giving  the  P.  S.  C  number  of 
such  schedule.      (See  |  5   (a).) 

(h)  On  every  schedule  or  supplement  issued  on  less  than  thirty 
days'  notice  by  permission  from  or  order  or  regulation  of  the  Com- 
mission,  the  following  notation :   *'  Issued  on  days'   notice  to 

the  public  and  Commission,  under  special  permission  or  order  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  State  of  New  York, 
No. ,  of  date  . 


Contexts  of  Scuedule. 


{  4.  Each  schedule  shall  contain  in  the  order  named: 


la)  Title  page. 


Cancellation. 


Amendments 
and  supple- 
ments. 


Thirty    days* 
notice   of 
change    Is 
necec«ary. 
Changes 
allowed    on 
short   notice. 


Schedules 
filed    and 
published 
become 
elTectlve. 


Posting. 


,_,   Table  of  contents. 

(c)  Explanation  of  reference  marks  and  technical  abbreviations 
used  in  the  schedule  or  supplement. 

id)  Such  explanatory  statement  in  clear  and  explicit  terms  regard- 
ing the  matter  contained  in  the  schedule  as  may  he  necessary  to  re- 
move all  doubt  as  to  its  proper  application. 

(e)  General  rules  and  regulations  relating  to  rates,  contracts  and 
the  use  of  electricity  by  the  public  or  any  apparatus  furnished  by 
the  corporation. 

if)  An  exact  copy  of  every  form  of  contract  and  schedule  of  rates, 
each  to  be  followed  by  an  exact  copy  of  every  form  of  rider  applicable 
thereto. 

15.  (a)  A  schedule  may  be  cancelled  only  by  a  superseding 
schedule. 

(b)  If  a  schedule  is  cancelled  by  the  issuance  of  a  superseding 
schedule,  cancellation  notice  must  not  be  given  by  supplement  but  by 
notice  printed  in  the  new  schedule,  making  specific  reference  to  the 
P.  S.  C.  number  of  the  schedule  cancelled. 

(r)  Cancellation  of  the  schedule  also  cancels  supplement  to  such 
schedule.  If  any  be  in  effect. 

S  6.  (a)  Only  one  schedule  Including  one  supplement  for  each 
corporation  may  be  in  effect  at  any  one  time. 

ib)  A  schedule  may  be  amended  or  altered  by  a  supplement,  but 
only  one  supplement  may  be  in  effect  at  any  one  time,  and  every 
supplement  shall  state  what  schedule  it  modifies,  giving  the  P.  S.  C. 
number. 

(c)  Any  supplement  may  be  cancelled  or  superseded  by  another 
supplement. 

id)  Supplements  to  a  schedule  shall  be  numbered  as  consecutive 
supplements  to  that  schedule  and  shall  not  be  given  new  or  separate 
P.  S.  C.  numl>ers. 

8  7.  ^o)  The  title  page  of  every  schedule  and  supplement  must 
show  full  thirty  days'  notice,  or  bear  a  plain  notation  of  the  number 
and  date  of  the  permission,  or  the  rule,  or  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mission under  which  it  is  effective  on  less  than  the  regular  notice. 

ib)  Changes  of  schedules  and  supplements  may  be  permitted  bv 
the  Commission  on  less  than  the  regular  thirty  days'  notice,  but  such 
permission  wlll.be  granted  only  in  cases  where  actual  emergency  or 
substantial  merit  Is  shown,  or  where  the  change  reduces  a  rate. 
Applications,  duly  verified,  for- permission  to  put  in  force  a  schedule 
or  supplement  on  less  than  thirty  days'  notice,  shall  be  addressed  to 
the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  State  of  New 
York.  N.  Y..  In  the  form  prescribed  by  section  11,  and  must  be  over 
the  signature  of  the  officer  charged  with  the  preparation,  posting  and 
flllncr  of  schedules,  specifying  title.  Action  will  be  taken  only  on 
receipt  of  the  verified  application.      (See  f  11    ib),  Form  No.  2.) 

S  8.  After  notice  of  a  change  in  a  schedule  or  a  supplement  has 
been  filed  and  published,  the  new  schedule  must  be  allowed  to  go  Into 
L  effect  and  cannot  be  withdrawn*  cancelled,  superseded  or  amended, 
except  upon  notice  filed  and  published  for  at  least  thirty  days  after 
the  date  when  the  schedule  has  become  effective,  or  upon  shorter 
notice  allowed  by  the  Commission. 

S  0.  Printed  copies  of  all  schedules  and  supplements  In  force  or  to 
be  placed  in  force  shall,  except  as  herein  provided,  be  kept  posted 
for  at  least  thirty  days  before  put  Into  effect.  In  two  public  and  con- 
.  spicuous  places  In  every  office  or  place  where  applications  for  service 
are  received  in  such  nianner  as  to  be  readily  accessible  to  and  con- 
veniently Inspected  by  the  public. 
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f  10.   (a)   Every  schedule  and   supplement   shall  be  filed   with   the  Method 
Commission  by  the  proper  officer  of  the  electrical  corporation.  of  filing. 

(b)  Schedules  and  supplements  sent  for  filing  must  be  addressed 
to  Secietary,  Public  Service  Commission,  First  District,  No.  154 
NaKMuu  street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

(c>  Every  schedule  and  supplement  filed  with  the  Commission  shall 
he  accompanied  by  a  letter  of  transmittal  in  duplicate.  (See  f  11 
(<i>  for  form.)  The  original  will  be  retained  by  the  Commission  and 
the  duplicate  will  be  stamped  and  returned  to  the  filing  corporation 
as  its  receipt  for  the  schedule  or  supplement  covered  thereby. 

id)  All  schedules  filed  with  the  Commission  must  bear  consecutive  P.  S.  c. 
serial  numbers,  commencing  with  No.  1  for  each  corporation,  with  numbers, 
the  following  pi-eflx  thereto :  *'  P.  S.  C. —  1  N.  Y."  For  example,  the 
first  schedule  shall  be  "  P.  S.  C. —  1  N.  Y. —  No.  1."  Such  prefix  and 
number  must  be  printed  in  bold  type,  in  the  upper  right  comer  at 
the  top  of  page,  and  immediately  thereunder,  in  smaller  tyoe,  the 
P.  S.  C.   number  of  every  schedule  and  supplement  cancelled  tnereby. 

(e)  The  schedule  filed  with  a  P.  S.  C.  number,  which  is  not  con- 
secutive with  the  last  number  filed,  must  be  accompanied  by  a  memo- 
randum explaining  the  omission  of  the  missing  number  or  numbers. 

(f)  When  a  schedule  or  supplement  is  rejected  by  the  Commission  '**^®J^~ 
as  unlawful,  the  records  so  show  and,  therefore,  such  schedule  or  ■<*«««««• 
supplement  should  not  thereafter  be  referred  to  as  cancelled,  amended 

or  otherwise  except  to  note  on  publication  issued  in  lieu  of  such  re- 
jected schedule  *'  In  lieu   of  ,  rejected  by  Commission," 

nor  shall  the  number  which  it  bears  be  again  used. 

(g)  No  schedule  or  supplement  will  be  accepted  for  filing  unless 
It  is  delivered  to  the  Commission,  free  from  all  charges  or  claims  for 

f postage,  the  necessary  time  before  the  date  upon  which  such  schedule 
«  stated  to  be  eflPectlve.  No  consideration  will  be  given  to  or  for  the 
time  during  which  a  schedule  or  supplement  may  be  held  by  the 
post-office  authorities  because  of  insufficient  postage.  Schedules  or 
supplements  filed  and  Issued  without  proper  notice  to  the  Commis- 
sion will  be  returned  to  the  sender.  Full  notice  must  be  given  of 
any  reissue  thereof,  and  correction  of  the  neglect  or  omission  cannot 
be  made  w^htch  takes  into  account  any  time  elapsing  between  the  date 
UDon  which  such  schedule  or  supplement  was  received  and  the  date 
of  attempted  correction. 

(h)  No  consideration  will  be  given  to  telegraphic  notices  In  com- 
pntluff  the  thirty  days  required. 

(t^  If  Dubllcatlon  is  not  according  to  these  regulations  this  may 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  sufficient  cause  for  rejection  of 
8che<!*iile  or  sunnlement  when  tendered  for  filing. 

f  11.  The  following  forms  are  prescribed  for  use  by  corporations 
on  paper  of  8%  by  11  size : 

(a)   liBTTBB  OF  Transmittal.     Form  No.  1. 


[Nome  of  corporation.] 


[Date 

Advice  No. , 

To  the  Public  Service  Commission, 

First  District,  State  of  Vevo  York, 

yew  York,  N.  Y.: 
Accompanying  schedule  or  supplement  is  sent  to  you  for  filing  in 
compliance  with  Filing  Order  in  Case  No.  of  the  Public  Ser- 
vice Commission  for  the  First  District,  Issued  by  

bearing  

P.  S.  C -1  N.  Y.-No.  — ; 

Rnop.  No.  — ,  to  P  S.  C.-l  N.  Y.-No.  —  : 

Effective  ,  190 — . 

[Signature  of  filing  agent.] 
(ft)    Application  to  Chanob  a   Schedule  or  Supplement  on   Less 
THAN  Thirty  Days'  Notice.     Form  No.  2. 

[Name  of  Corporation.] 

.  190—. 

[Place  and  date.] 

To  the  Puflic  SeRVicb  Commission, 

First  District,  State  of  Xew  York, 

New  York,  N.  Y.: 

The  by 

[Name  of  corporation.]  [Name  of  officer.] 

Its    

[Title  of  officer.] 
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hereby  applies  under  Filing  Order  in  Case  No. 


of  the  Public 


Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  for  an  order  granting  per- 
mission  to   put   in   effect  days   after   publication   at   offices 

and  filing  with  the  Commission  the  following  schedule  supplement: 


The    proposed    change    is    intended    to    be    published    in    schedule 
P.  S.  C.-l    N.    Y.-No.    — ,    Supplement    No.    — ,    and    will    affect    the 


schedule  P.  S.  C.-l  N.  Y.-No.  — ,   Supplement  No. 


attached. 


This  application  is  based  upon  the  following  special  circumstances 
and  conditions: 


[Name  of  corporation.] 


By- 


[  Officer.] 
Affidavit. 


[Title.] 


State  of  New  York, 


County  of  - 


,  being  duly  sworn,   says  that  he 

Is  the  officer  above  named,  and  that  he  has  read  the  foregoing  appli- 
cation and  knows  the  contents  thereof,  and  that  the  same  is  true  of 
his  own  knowledge,  except  as  to  the  matters  therein  specifically 
stated  as  on  information  and  belief,  and  as  to  such  matters  he  be- 
lieves it  to  be  true. 


Subscribed  and  sworn   to  before   me 
this  day  of  190—. 


[Name  of  affiant.] 


Notary  Public. 

State  and  City        S  12.  Nothing  herein  shall  be  construed  as  applicable  to  schedules 
conti-acta  ^^  rates  and  forms  of  contratrts  relating  to  service  rendered   to  the 

city    or    State   of   New   York,    save   that   every    electrical    corporation 
shall  file  with  the  Commission  a  copy  of  every  contract  relating  to 
such   service   made  with  the  city  or  State  of  New  York   within  ten 
days  from  date  of  contract. 
Time  of  UkiitK       '  ^^'  '^^^^  order  shall  take  effect  on  January  15,  1909.  and  shall 
effect  of  ord^     continue    in    force   until   abrogated   or   modified    by    the  Commission ; 
'    and  on  or  before  January  15,  1909,  every  electrical  corporation  within 
the   Jurisdiction    of    the   Commission    shall,   as   hereinbefore   provided, 
file  and   post  printed  schedules  of  all   rates  and  every  form  of  con- 
tract,  with   every  form  of  rider  applicable   thereto,   thereafter  to  be 
In   lorce ;  provided,  however,   that   all   such   schedules,   contracts   and 
riders  filed  and  posted  before  January  15,  1909,  shall  go  into  effect 
on  January  15,  1909. 

S  14.  Every  electrical  corporation  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  shall  notify  the 
Commission  on  or  before  January  2,  1909,  whether  the  terms  of  this 
order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


Consolidated  Telegraph  and  Electrical  Company  —  Empire  City 
Subway  Company. —  Certain  corporate  docum€iits  required 
to  be  filed. 


In  the  Matter 
of 
Certified  copies  of  Corporate  Documents  to  be  fur- 
nished   by     the     CONSOLIDATED    TEI^EGRAPH 
AND  BLBCTRICAL  SUBWAY  COMPANY  and  the 
EMPIRE  CITY  SUBWAY  COMPANY. 


ORDER  No.  247. 

February  7,  1908. 


R€80lv€d,  That  the  Consolidated  Telegraph  &  Electrical  Subway  Company  and  the 
Empire  City  Subway  Company,  Limited,  be  and  each  of  them  hereby  is  required  to 
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furnish  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  and  file  with  the 
secretarj  of  said  commission  within  fifteen  days  after  service  upon  each  company 
of  a  certified  copy  of  this  resolution,  copies  of  each  of  the  documents  specified  below, 
sworn  or  certified  to  be  true  copies  of  the  originals  thereof,  by  an  official  of  the 
company,  and  If  any  of  such  documents  are  on  file  or  of  record  in  any  public  office, 
stating  that  fact  and  the  date  and  place  of  such  fl41ng  or  record : 

1.  Certificate  of  Incorporation ; 

2.  Supplemental  or  amended  certificate  of  incorporation ; 

3.  Certificates  relative  to  capital  stock,  whether  increase  or  decrease; 

4.  Consents  of  local  authorities; 

5.  Contracts  with,  local  or  city  authorities; 

6.  Leases  of  real  estate ; 

7.  All  agreements  with  companies  operating  or  leasing  duct  space  in  any  portion 
of  your  subways ; 

8.  Copies  of  all  agreements  with  public  service  corporations  not  set  forth  in  (7). 
above ; 

0.  All  agreements  with  and  consents  of  municipal  departments  and  officials  or 
State  and  Federal  authorities; 

10.  A  map  drawn  to  a  scale  not  exceeding  500  feet  to  the  Inch  showing  all  ducts 
laid  by  it  and  Indicating  thereon  the  size  and  number  of  such  ducts  as  of  January 
1,  1909. 

11.  A  reference  to  all  court  decisions  affecting  its  franchises; 

12.  A  copy  of  any  other  documents  constituting  a  link  in  the  chain  of  muniments 
of  title  to  franchise. 


Gas  and  Electrical  Corporations. —  Certain  corporate  documents 
rennired  to  be  filed. 


In   the  Matter 

of 

Corporate    documents   to   be   furnished    by    gas    and 

electrical  companies  in  the  First  District. 


ORDER  No.  22A. 

January  14.  1908. 


Resolved,  That  the  following  be  adopted  and  that  It  be  served  upon  the  various 
gas  and  electrical  companies  In  this  district : 

Tou  are  herehy  required  to  furnish  within  thirty  days  from  the  date  of  service 
of  this  order,  copies  of  the  following  documents  relative  to  eacl^  and  every  com- 
pany operated  or  controlled  by  you,  whether  by  lease  or  sublease,  by  stock  owner- 
ship or  by  joint  agreement.  These  documents  called  for  may  be  sworn  conies  or 
verified  copies  of  the  orlplnnls,  and  if  filed  In  a  public  office,  that  fact  should  be  so 
Indicated  with  the  date  of  filing : 

1.  Certificate  of  incorporation. 

2.  Supplemental  or  amended  certificate  of  Incorporation. 

3.  Any  act  of  the  Legislature,  granting,  confirming  or  limiting  any  right  or 
franchise  of  the  corporation,  or  affecting  the  right  of  the  corporation  to  use  or 
exercise  any  franchise. 

4.  Certificates  relative   to  changes  In   the  capital  stock. 

5.  Any  consolidation  or  merger  agreement  between  companies  now  operating  In 
connection  with  your  plant. 

6.  Consents  of  local  authorities  constituting  franchise  rights. 

7.  Certificates  from  the  State  or  municipal  authorities,  Including  departments, 
affecting  your  franchises. 

8.  Copies  of  all  mortgages  executed  by  you  or  by  companies  in  your  system. 

9.  Copy  of  all  leases,  deeds,  contracts  or  other  documents  in  the  chain  of  your 
title. 

10.  Tx>catIon  of  all  real  estate  owned  In  fee.  described  by  metes  and  bounds. 

11.  liocatlon  of  all  real  estate  leased,  described  by  motes  and  bounds. 

12.  Copy  of  any  contracts  executed  between  companies  in  your  system  or  other 
companies'  as  to  the  purchase  or  sale  of  gas  or  electricity. 

13.  Reference  to  court  decisions,  affecting  the  validity  of  your  franchises. 

14.  As  of  July  1.  1907,  the  location  of  your  plant  or  plants,  and  system,  with 
a  full  description  of  ^our  property  and  franchises,  stating  in  detail  how  each  fran- 
chise stated  to  be  owned  was  acquired. 

15.  A  map  drawn  to  a  scale  of  not  more  than  2„500  feet  to  the  Inch,  showing 
all  pipes,  conduits,  and  otlier  str:"^tures  constructed  oi  now  maintained  by  you  In 
the  public  streets. 

The  foregoing  refers  in  each  case  to  each  company  in  your  system,  except  where 
otherwise  noted. 
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Stockholding  in  Railroad   Corporations,    Street   Railroad    Cor- 
porations and  other  Common  Carriers. 


In  the  Matter 

of 

Information  with  respect  to  Stockholding  of  Rail- 
road Corporntious,  Street  Railroad  Corporations  and 
Common  Carriers  in  the  First  District. 


1^  ORDER  No.  136A. 

January  28,  1908, 


Resolved: 

First :  That  every  railroad  corporation,  street  railroad  corporation,  common 
carrier  and  every  stock  corporation  holding  any  shares  of  the  capital  stock  - 
of  any  railroad  corporation,  street  railroad  corporation  or  common  carrier,  be 
and  they  hereby  are  severally  required  to  file  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  at  its  office.  No.  154  Nassau  street, 
borough  of  Manhattan.  New  York  City,  within  fifteen  days  from  the  date  of  ser- 
vice of  this  order,  specific  answers,  verified  by  an  oath  of  an  officer  of  each  such 
corporation,  to  the  following  question  which  is  hereby  now  addressed  to  each  of 
them,  to  wit: 

Give  the  name  of  every  railroad  corporation,  street  railroad  corporation  or 
comn'on  carrier  organized  or  existing  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  New  York, 
of  which,  on  July  1,  1907.  you  held  any  shares  of  the  capital  stock;  the  number 
of  shares  of  capital  stock  then  so  held  by  you,  and  the  par  value  of  each  such 
share. 

Second :  That  every  railroad  corporation,  street  railroad  corporation  and  common 
carrier  organized  or  existing  under  or  by  virtue  of  the  laws  of  the  State  of  New 
York,  be  au'l  they  hereby  are  severally  required  to  file  with  the  said  Secretary, 
at  said  office,  on  or  before  said  date,  specific  answers,  verified  by  an  oath  of  an 
officer  of  each  such  cori>oratIon.  to  the  following  question  which  is  hereby  now  ad- 
dressed  to  each  of  them,  to  wit: 

Give  the  name  of  every  stock  corporation,  railroad  corporation,  street  railroad 
corporation  or  common  carrier,  whicn,  on  July  1,  1907.  held  any  shares  of  your 
capital  stock  either  as  legal  or  as  beneficial  owner;  the  number  of  such  shares 
then   held  by  it,  and  the  par  value  of  each   share. 


Stockholding  in  Gas  and  Electrical  Corporations. 


In  the  Matter 

of 

Information  with  respect  to  Stockholding  of  Gas  and 
Electrical    Corporations    In    the    First    District. 


ORDER  No.   137A, 
January  14. 


190S. 


Resolved: 

First :  That  every  gas  corporation,  electrical  corporation  and  every  stock  cor- 
poration holding  any  shares  of  the  capital  stock  of  any  gas  corporation  or 
electrical  corporation,  be  and  thev  hereby  are  severally  required  to  file  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  at  its  office. 
No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan.  New  York  city,  within  fifteen  days 
from  the  date  of  service  of  this  order,  specific  answers,  verified  by  an  oath  of 
an  oflicer  of  each  such  corporation  to  the  following  question  which  Is  hereby  now 
nddn-sscd  to  each  of  them,  to  wit: 

Give  the  name  of  every  gas  corporation  or  electrical  corporation  organized  or 
existing  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  New  York,  of  which,  on  July  1.  1907, 
you  held  any  shares  of  the  capital  stock;  the  number  of  shares  of  such  capital 
stock  then  so  held  by  you  In  each  such  corporation,  and  the  par  value  of  each 
such  share.  * 

Second :  That  every  gas  corporation  and  electrical  corporation  organized  or  exist 
Ing  under  or  by  virtue  of  the  laws  of  the  State  of  New-  York  be  and  they  hereby 
are  severally  required  to  file  with  the  said  Secretary,  at  said  office  within  said 
time,  specltic  answers,  verified  by  an  oath  of  an  officer  of  each  such  corpora- 
tion, to  the  following  question  which  is  hereby  now  addressed  to  each  of  them, 
to  wit: 
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Give  the  name  of  every  stock  corporation,  g&s  corporation  or  electrical  corpo- 
ration, which,  on  July  1,  1007,  held  any  shares  of  your  capital  stock  either  as 
legal  or  as  beneficial  owner;  the  number  of  such  shares  then  held  by  It,  and 
the  par  value  of  each  such  share. 


New  York  City  Railway  Company. —  Form  to  be  used  in  report- 
ing cars  repaired  and  ready  for  inspection. 

ORDER  No.  225. 
January  28,   1908. 

Resolved,  That  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or  Its  receivers,  shall  use 
the  following  form  in  reporting  the  cars  repaired  and  ready  for  inspection,  as  pro- 
vided by  Order  No.  179. 


New  York  City, 


To  the  Public   Sebvicb  Commission   for  the  First  District,  Bureau  of  Trans- 
portation, 154  Nassau  Street,  New  York  City. 
Sirs. —  We  hereby  notify  you  that  the  following  cars  have  been  overhauled  and  re- 
paired at car  bam,  as  provided  in  Order  No.  179  of 

your  Commission,   and   may  be  tested  at    on 


(Date) 

Cars  numbered   

"" (Si'gned) 

Third  Avenue  Railroad  Compsuiy  —  Forty-second  Street,  Man- 
hattanville  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railroad  Company  — 
Dry  Dock,  East  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company. 
—  Form  to  be  used  in  reporting  cars  r^'paired  and  ready  for 
inspection. 

ORDER  No.  261. 
February  14,  1908. 

Resolved,  That  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  the  Forty-second  Street, 
Manhattan vllle  &  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  and  the  Dry  Dock.  East 
Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company,  or  their  receiver,  shall  use  the  following 
form  in  reporting  the  cars  repaired  and  ready  for  inspection,  as  provided  by  Order 
260. 


New  York  city, 


To  the  Public   Service  Commission  Ft)R  the  B^rst  District,  Bureau  of  Trans- 
,portation,  164  Nassau  Street,  New  York  City. 
Sirs. —  We  hereby  notify  you  that  the  following  cars  have  been  overhauled  and 

repaired  at car  barn,  as  provided 

in  Order  No.  260  of  your  Commission,  and  may  be  tested  at  » 

on   

(Date) 
Cars  numbered   


(Signed) 


Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. —  Despatchers  and 

"  trouble  "  reports. 

ORDER  FOR  ANSWER  No.  228. 
January  31,  1908. 

Resolved,  That  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  be  required  to 
make  answer  to  the  following  questions  and  to  furnish  information  called  for  herein, 
within  one  week  after  the  receipt  of  this  resolution  : 
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1.  At  what  points  od  the  elevated  lines  are  train  despatchers  stationed? 

2.  Do  these  despatchers  make  a  record  of  the  actual  time  of  the  train  movement 
past  such  points,  covering  any  or  all  the  twenty-four  hours? 

3.  If  the  train  despatchers  do  not  make  such  a  record,  what  are  their  functions, 
and  are  such  records  obtained  by  any  other  employees  of  the  railroad  company? 

4.  Are  any  of  the  general  officers  of  the  operating  company  supplied  each  day 
with  "  Trouble "  reports,  or  any  reports  which  would  indicate  whether  the  trains 
on  the  various  lines  were  Or  were  not  being  operated  In  accordance  with  the  sched- 
ules, and  the  causes  of  such  variations  therefrom  as  might  occur? 


Interborough     Rapid     Transit     Company. —  Despatchers     and 
"  trouble "  reports  on  subway  and  elevated  lines. 

order   for   answer   No.  227. 

January  31,  1908. 

Resolved,  That  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  required  to  make 
answer  to  the  following  questions  and  to  furnish  information  called  for  herein, 
within  one  week  after  the  receipt  of  this  resolution : 

1.  At  what  points  on  the  subway  and  elevated  lines  are  train  despatchers 
stationed? 

2.  Do  these  despatchers  make  a  record  of  the  actual  time  of  the  train  movement 
past  such  points,  tjovering  any  or  all  of  the  twenty-four  hours? 

3.  If  the  train  despatchers  do  not  make  such  a  record,  what  are  their  functions, 
and  are  such  records  obtained  by  any  other  employees  of  the  railroad  company? 

4.  Furnish  the  Commission  with  a  certified  copy  of  such  records  as  were  made 
on  January  21,  1908,  covering  the  subway  and  elevated  train  movement  on  that 
day. 

5.  Are  any  of  the  general  officers  of  the  operating  company  supplied  each  day 
with  **  Trouble  "  reports,  or  any  reports  which  would  indicate  whether  the  trains 
on  the  various  lines  were  or  were  not  being  operated  in  accordance  with  the  sched- 
ules, and  the  causes  of  such  variations  therefrom  as  might  occur? 

6.  Furnish  the  Commission  with  a  certified  copy  of  such  "  Trouble  **  reports  or 
reports  as  referred  to  In  paragraph  No.  5,  for  January  21,  1908. 


Railroad   and   Street   Railroad    Corporations. —  Number   of   car 
motors,  car  bodies  and  car  trucks  operated. 


Order  No.  437. 
Order   No.   437a. 


In    the   Matter 

of 

Information  to  be  supplied  by  RAILROAD  CORPO- 
RATIONS and  STRfJET  RAILROAD  CORPORA- 
TIONS within  the  First  District  as  to  number 
of  car  motors,  car  bodies  and  car  trucks  operated 
by  them. 


^  ORDER  No.  437. 

April  28, 1908. 


Resolved,  That  every  railroad  corporation  and  street  railroad  corporation  under 
the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  be.  and  it 
hereby  Is  required  to  make  and  file  with  the  Secretary  of  the  said  Commission  : 

1.  Specific  answer,  semi-annually,  to  each  of  the  questions  shown  on  the  attached 
form  entitled  "  Table  of  Car  Motors  "  as  to  any  car  motors  owned,  used  or  operated 
by  such  company,  said  answers  to  be  made  as  of  July  1st  and  January  1st  in  each 
year,  and  to  be  filed  on  or  before  July  20th  and  January  20th,  respectively,  there- 
after; except  that  the  first  answer  under  this  section  shall  be  made  as  of  May  1, 
1008.  and  shall  be  filed  on  or  before  May  20.  1908.  instead  of  being  made  as  of  July 
1,   1009.  and  filed  on  or  before  July  20.  1008. 

2.  Specific  answer,  monthly,  to  each  of  the  questions  shown  on  the  attached  form 
entitled  "  Table  of  Car  Motors  "  as  to  any  additional  car  motors  owned,  used  or 
operated  by  such  comrany,  after  the  making  and  filing  of  the  information  required 
by  and  under  the  foresrolng  requisition  (1),  the  said  answers  to  be  made  as  of  the 
first  day  of  each  month,  and  to  be  filed  on  or  before  the  tenth  day  of  such  month 
and  to  cover  such  additional  car  motors  for  the  preceding  month. 
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3.  Specific  answer,  semi-annually,  to  each  of  the  questions  shown  on  the  attached 
form  entitled  "  Table  of  Car  Bodies  "  as  to  any  car  bodies  owned,  used  or  operated 
by  such  company,  the  answers  to  be  made  as  of  July  1st,  and  January  1st  in  each 
year,  and  to  be  filed  on  or  before  July  20th  and  January  20th,  respectively,  there- 
after ;  except  that  the  first  answer  under  this  section  shall  be  made  as  of  May 
J,  1908,  and  shall  be  filed  on  or  before  May  20,  1908,  iustead  of  being  made  as  of 
July  1,  1908,  and  filed  on  or  be^rc  July  20,  1908. 

4.  Specific  answer,  monthly,  to  each  of  the  questions  shown  on  the  attached 
form  entitled  "  Table  of  Car  Bodies  "  as  to  any  additional  car  bodies  owned,  used 
or  operated  by  such  company  after  the  making  and  tiling  of  the  information  re- 
quired by  and  under  the  foregoing  requisition  (3),  tbe  said  answers  to  be  made 
as  of  the  first  day  of  each  month,  and  to  be  filed  on  or  before  the  tenth  day  of 
such  month  and  to  cover  such  additional  car  bodies  for  the  preceding  month. 

5.  Specific  answer,  semi-annually,  to  each  of  the  questions  shown  on  the  attached 
form  entitled  "  Table  of  Car  Trucks  "  as  to  any  car  trucks  owned,  used  or  operated 
by  such  company,  the  answers  to  be  made  as  of  July  1st  and  January  1st  in  each 
year  and  to  be  filed  on  or  before  July  20th  and  January  20th,  respectively  there- 
after ;  except  that  the  first  answer  under  this  section  shall  be  made  as  of  May  1, 
1908,  and  shall  be  filed  on  or  before  May  20,  190S,  instead  of  being  made  as  of 
July  1,  1908,  and  filed  on  or  before  July  20,  1908. 

6.  Specific  answer,  monthly,  to  each  of  the  questions  shown  on  the  attached  form 
entitled  *'  Table  of  Car  Trucks "  as  to  any  additional  car  trucks  owned,  used  or 
operated  by  such  company  after  the  making  and  filing  of  the  information  required 
by  and  under  the  foregoing  requisition  (5),  the  said  answers  to  be  made  as  of  the 
first  day  of  each  month  and  to  be  filed  on  or  before  the  tenth  day  of  such  month, 
and  to  cover  such  additional  car  trucks  for  the  preceding  month.     And  it  is  furthei 

Resolved,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  the  28th  day  of  April,  1908,  and 
shall  continue  in  force  until  and  including  January  20,  1910,  unless  earlier  modi- 
fled  or  abrogated  by  the  Commission. 
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The  following  final  order  supplementing  Order  No.  437  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.  437a. 
June   19,  1908. 

Resolved,  That  every  railroad  corporation  and  street  railroad  corporation  under 
the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  be,  and  it 
hereby  is  required  to  make  and  file  with  the  Secretary  of  the  said  Commission  : 

1.  Specific  answer,  semi-annually,  to  each  of  the  questions  shown  on  the  attached 
form  entitled  "  Table  of  Car  Motors  "  as  to  any  car  motors  owned,  used  or  operated 
by  such  company,  said  answers  to  be  made  as  of  July  1st  and  January  Ist  In  each 
year,  and  to  be  filed  on  or  before  July  20th  and  January  20th,  respectively, 
thereafter. 

2.  Specific  answer,  monthly,  to  each  of  the  questions  shown  on  the  attached  form 
entitled  "  Table  of  Car  Motors  "  as  to  any  additional  car  motors  owned,  used  or 
operated  by  such  company,  after  the  making  and  fllinar  of  the  information  required 
by  and  under  the  fore^rolng  requisition  {D,  the  said  answers  to  be  made  as  of 
the  first  day  of  each  month,  and  to  be  filed  on  or  before  the  tenth  day  of  such 
month  and  to  cover  such  additional  car  motors  for  the  preceding  month. 

3.  Specific  answer,  semi-annually,  to  each  of  the  questions  shown  on  the  attached 
form  entitled  "  Table  of  Car  Bodies  "  as  to  any  car  bodies  owned,  used,  or  operated 
by  such  company,  the  answers  to  be  made  as  of  July  1st  and  January  1st  in  each 
year,  and  to  be  filed  on  or  before  July  20th  and  January  20th,  respectively, 
thereafter. 

4.  Specific  answer,  monthly,  to  each  of  the  questions  shown  on  the  attached  form 
entitled  **  Table  of  Car  Bodies "  as  to  any  additional  car  bodies  owned,  used  or 
operated  by  such  company  after  the  making  and  filing  of  the  information  required 
by  and  under  the  foregoing  requisition  (3),  the  said  answers  to  be  made  as  of  the 
first  day  of  each  month,  and  to  be  filed  on  or  before  the  tenth  day  of  such  month 
and  to  cover  such  additional  car  bodies  for  the  preceding  month. 

5.  Specific  answer,  semi-annually,  to  each  of  the  questions  shown  on  the  attached 
form  entitled  "Table  of  Car  Trucks"  as  to  any  ciir  trucks  owned,  used  or  operated 
by  such  company,  the  answers  to  be  made  as  of  July  1st  and  January  1st  In  each 
year  and  to  bo  filed  on  or  before  July  20th  and  January  20th.  respectively,  thereafter. 

6.  "Specific  answer,  monthly,  to  each  of  the  questions  shown  on  the  attached  form 
entitled  "  Table  of  Car  Trucks "  as  to  any  additional  car  trucks  owned,  used  or 
operated  by  such  company  after  the  making  and  filing  of  the  information  required 
by  and  under  the  foregoing  requisition  (5),  the  said  answers  to  be  made  as  of  tb«* 
first  day  of  each  month  and  to  be  filed  on  or  before  the  tenth  day  of  such  month, 
and  to  cover  such  additional  car  trucks  for  the  preceding  month.     And  It  is  further 

Resolved,  That  this  order  shall  takp  effect  on  the  19th  day  of  June,  1908.  and 
shall  continue  in  force  until  and  including  January  20,  1910,  unless  earlier  modified 
or  abrogated  by  the  Commission. 
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Orders  extending  the  time  within  which  the  information  required  to  be 
supplied  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  by  certain 
railroad  and  street  railroad  corporations  within  the  First  District  by  Order 
No.  437,  were  issued  in  substantially  the  following  form,  to  which  reference 
will  be  hereinafter  made: 

(Blank  Form.) 


In  the  Matter 
of 
Information  to  be  Supplied  by  RAILROAD 
CORPORATIONS  and  STREET  RAILROAD 
CORPORATIONS  within  the  First  District 
as  to  Number  of  Gar  Motors,  Car  Bodies  and 
Car  Trucks  Operated  by  Them. 


EXTENSION  ORDER  No. 


An  order,  No.  437,  having  been  made  herein,  on  or  about  the  28th  day  of 
April,  1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  railroad  corporations  and  street  rail- 
road corporations  within  the  First  District  to  file  with  the  Concunission 
certain  reports  therein  specified  on  or  before  May  20,  1908,  and  the  said  order 

having  been  served  upon  i^ie on  the  28th  day  of 

April,  1908,  and  the  said  company  having,  on  the day  of 

1908,  applied  in  writing  for  an  extension  of  such  time, 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  that  the  time  within  which  the  said  company  shall  submit  the 
reports  herein  mentioned  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  extended  to  and  including 
the day  of ,  1908. 

Extension  Order  No.  483  (see  blank  form)  Issued  May  12,  1908,  extended  the 
time  of  the  Union  Railway  Company  of  New  York,  or  its  Receiver,  Frederick  W. 
Whltridge,  to  and  Including  June  1,  1908. 

Extension  Order  No.  484  (see  blank  form),  issued  May  12,  1908,  extended  the 
time  of  the  Dry  Dock,  East  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company,  or  its  He- 
cetver,  Frederick  W.    Whltridge,   to  and  Including  June  1,  1908. 

Extension  Order  No.  485  (see  blank  form).  Issued  May  12,  1908,  extended  the 
time  of  the  Southern  Boulevard  Railroad  Company  to  and  Including  June  1,  1908. 

Extension  Order  No.  519  (see  blank  form),  issued  May  12,  1908.  extended  the 
time  of  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  to  and  including  June 
16,   1906.     . 

Extension  Order  No.  540  (see  blank  form),  issued  May  29,  1908,  extended  the 
time  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  to  and  including  June  15,  1908. 

Extension  Order  No.  579  (see  blank  form),  issued  June  18,  1908,  extended  the 
time  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  to  and  including  June  25,  1908. 

Extension  Order  No.  621  (see  blank  form),  issued  July  7,  1908,  extended  the 
time  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  to  and  including  July  21,  1908. 
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Street  Railroad  Corporations.—  Number  of  cars  owned  and  oper- 
ated and  kinds  of  fenders,  wheel  guards  and  brakes  with 
which  they  are  equipped. 


In  the  Matter 

of 

Information  to  be  supplied  by  every  Railroad  Corpo- 
ration under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Public  Ser- 
vice Commission  for  the  First  District,  with  respect 
to  the  number  of  cars  owned  and  operated  and  the 
kinds  of  Fenders,  Wheel  Guards  and  Brakes  with 
which  they  are  equipped. 


.ORDER  No.  443. 

April  28,  1908. 


Resolved,  That  every  street  railroad  corporation  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  be  and  hereby  Is  required  to 
file  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission,  on  or  before  May  10,  1908,  a  full  and 
complete  answer  to  each  of  the  questions  In  the  following  form,  such  answers  to 
be  as  of  May  1,  1908. 

To  the  Public  Service  Commiasion  for  the  First  District: 

Sirs  :  This  Company  owns   cars  and  operates  upon  Its  lines 

cars,  of  which   cars  are  owned  by 

These  cars  are  equipped  with  fenders,  wheel  guards  and  brakes,  as  set  forth 
below. 


Class  of  Cab. 

Style  of 
fender. 

Manu- 
facturer 
of  fender. 

Number  of  Cars. 

Open  or 
closed. 

Trucks. 

Weight 
loaded. 

T^ength 
over  all. 

Owned  by  company. . . 
Owned  by  others 

Style  of 
guard. 

Manu- 
facturer 
of  guard. 

Owned  by  company. . . 
Owned  by  others 





Style  of 
brake. 

Type  of 
power 
brake. 

brake. 

Owned  by  company. . . 
Owned  by  others 

Remarks: 


Respectfully. 


Orders  extending  the  time  within  which  the  information  required  to  be 
furnished  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  by  railroad 
corporations  within  the  First  District  by  Order  No.  443,  were  issued  in 
substantially  the  following  form  to  which  reference  will  be  hereinafter  made: 


Obdebs  of  the  Commission  Issued  is  1908. 
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(Blank  Form.) 


In  the  Matter 
of 
Information  to  be  suppied  by  every  RAIL- 
ROAD CORPORATION  under  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for 
the  First  District  with  respect  to  the  Num- 
ber of  Cars  Owned  and  Operated  and  the 
Kinds  of  Fenders,  Wheelguards  and  Brakes 
with  which  they  are  equipped. 


S.LXTENSIOX  ORDER 
No.  . 


An  order,  No.  443,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  29th  day  of 
April,  1008,  ordering  and  directing  every  railroad  corporation  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  to  file 
with  the  Commission  on  or  before  May  1(K  1008,  certain  reports  therein 
specified,  said  order  having  been  served  upon  the  Railroad  Com- 
pany on   the   29th    day   of   April,    1908,    and   the   said    Railroad 

Company   having   on   the    day   of    ,    1908,.  applied   in 

writing  for  an  extension  of  such  time. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within 'which  the  said  Railroad  Com- 
pany shall  submit  the  reports  herein  mentioned  be  and  the  same  hereby  is 
extended   to   and   including   the    day   of   June,    1908. 

Extension  Order  No.  486  (see  blank  form).  Issued  May  12,  1908.  extended  the 
time  of  the  Union  Railway  Company  of  New  York  City,  or  its  Receiver,  Frederick 
W.   Whitrldge,   to  and  including  June  1,  1906. 

Extension  Order  No.  487  (see  blank  form).  Issued  May  12,  1906,  extended  the 
time  of  the  Dry  Dock,  Bast  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Oompaay,  or  its  Re- 
ceiver,  Frederick  W.  Whltridge,   to  and  including  June  1,  1906. 

Extension  Order  No.  488  (see  blank  form),  issued  May  12,  1908,  extended  the 
time  of  the  Southern  Boulevard  Railroad  Company  to  and  including  June  1,  1908. 

Extension  Order  No.  509  (see  blank  form),  issued  May  19,  1908,  extended  the 
time  of  the  Pelham  Park  Railroad  Company  to  and  Including  June  1,  1908. 

Extension  Order  No.  610  (see  blank  form).  Issued  May  19,  1906,  extended  the 
time  of  the  Staten  Island  Railway  Company  to  and  Including  the  1st  day  of 
June,  1908. 

Extension  Order  No.  520  (see  blank  form).  Issued  May  22,  1908,  extended  the 
time  of  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  to  and  Including  June 
15.  1906. 


New  York  City  Railway  Company  —  Third  Avenue  Railroad 
Company. —  Number  and  type  of  cars  owned  or  operated  on 
July  1,  1907,  and  number  since  purchased. 


In  the  Matter 

of 

Information  to  be  furnished  by  the  Receivers  of  the 
NRW  YORK  CITY  RAILWAY  (U^MPANY  and  the 
THIRD  AVENUE  RAILROAD  COMPANY  with  re- 
spect to  the  number  and  type  of  cars  owned  or 
operated  by  said  companies  as  of  July  1,  1907.  to- 
gether with  the  number  of  cars  under  order  at 
that  time  or  delivered  since  that  time,   etc. 


BORDER  No.  611. 

June    26,    1908. 


Resolved,  That  the  receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  and  the 
Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  be  requested  to  furnish  the   Commission,  on  or 
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before  the  9th  day  of  July,  1906,  with  a  list  showing  the  number  and  type  of 
cars  owned  or  operated  by  the  companies,  which  they  now  represent,  as  of  July 
1,  1907.  and  the  number  of  cars  destroyed  or  discarded  from  July  1,  1907,  to  the 
present  date;  also  showing  what  cars  were  under  order  July  1,  1907,  or  delivered 
since  that  time,  and  what  orders  for  cars  remain  unfilled  at  the  present  time. 


Street  Railroad  Corporations. —  Notice  of  proposed  purchases  of 

cars,  brakes,  fenders  or  other  equipment. 

Hearing  Order  No.  465. 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie. 

Final  Order  No.  584. 


In  the  Matter 

of 

The  hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  whether  NEW  YORK  CITY  RAILWAY 
COMPANY  and  METROPOLITAN  STRF3ET  RAIL-. 
WAY  COMPANY,  or  ADRIAN  H.  JOLINR  and 
DOUGLAS  ROBINSON,  their  Receivers;  THIRD 
AVENUE  RAILROAD  COMPANY.  DRY  DOCK. 
EAST  BROADWAY  AND  BATTERY  RAILROAD 
COMPANY  and  the  FORTY-SECOND  STREET. 
MANHATTANVILLE  AND  ST.  NICHOLAS  AVE- 
NUE RAILWAY  COMPANY,  or  FREDERICK 
W.  WHITRID(;e.  their  Receiver:  THE  UNION 
RAILWAY  COMPANY,  or  FREDERICK  W.  W^HIT- 
RIDGE,  its  Receiver;  NEW  YORK  CITY  INTER- 
BOROUGH  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  SOUTHERN 
BOULEVARD  RAILROAD  COMPANY.  YONKERS 
RAILROAD  COMPANY,  or  LESLIE  SUTHER- 
LAND, its  Receiver:  WESTCHESTER  ELECTRIC 
RAILROAD  COMPANY,"  or  .1.  ADDISON  YOT'NG. 
its  Receiver;  INTERBOROTTGH  RAPID  TRAN^ilT 
COMPANY.  CITY  ISI^ND  RAILROAD  COM- 
PANY, PELIIAM  PARK  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 
NEW  YORK  AND  QUERNS  COI^NTY  RAILWAY 
COMPANY,  LONG  ISLAND  ELECTRIC  RAII.- 
WAY  COMPANY.  NEW  YORK  AND  LONG 
ISLAND  TRACTION  COMPANY,  OCEAN  ELEC- 
TRIC RAILWAY  COMPANY.  CONEY  ISLAND 
AND  BROOKLYN  RAILROAD  COMPANY,  VAN 
BRUNT  STREET  AND  ERIE  BASIN  RAILROAD 
COMPANY,  BROOKLYN  RAPID  TRANSIT  COM- 
PANY, BROOKLYN  HEIGHTS  RAILROAD  COM- 
PANY, BROOKLYN  UNION  ELEVATED  RAIL- 
ROAD COMPANY,  NASSAU  ELECTRIC 
RAILROAD  COMPANY.  BROOKLYN.  QUEENS 
COUNTY  AND  SURITKBAN  RAILROAD  COM- 
PANY, CONEY  ISLAND  AND  GRAVESEND 
RAILWAY  COMPANY,  SEA  BEACH  RAILW^AY 
COMPANY.  SOUTH  BROOKLYN  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANY, BI'SH  TERMINAL  RAILROAD  COM- 
PANY, RICHMOND  LIGHT  AND  RAILROAD 
COMPANY.  STATEN  INLAND  MIDLAND  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY',  BRIDGE  OPERATING  COM- 
PANY. MARINE  RAILWAY  COMPANY  iind 
SOUTHFIELD  BEACH  RAILWAY  COMPANY 
should  not  be  required  to  give  the  Commission  a 
reasonable  notice  in  writlnp  of  any  proposed  pur- 
chase of  cars,  brakes,  fenders  or  other  equipment. 


HEARING  ORDER  No.  465. 
May  8, 1908. 


It  is  hereby  ordered  that  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  22d  day  of  May,  1908,  "at 
2  :,S0  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  an.\  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Man- 
hattan. City  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether,  in  order  to  enable  the 
Commission  properly  to  perform  Its  duty  of  having  general  supervision  of  all  street 
railroads  in  the  city  of  New  York  and  of  keeping  informed  as  to  their  general  con- 
dition and  the  manner  in  which  they  are  operated,  as  respects  adequacy,  security 
and  accommodation  and  to  determine  whether  their  equipment,  appliances  and  de- 
vices used  or  intended  to  bo  used  In  connection  with  the  transportation  of  passen- 
gers,   freight    or    property    are    safe,    proper    and    adequate,    said    street    railroad 
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carporatlong  or  their  receivers,  If  any,  should  not  be  required  to  give  reasonable 
notice  in  writing  to  the  Commission  of  any  proposed  purchase  by  them,  or  any  of 
them,  of  any  cars,  brakes,  fenders  or  other  equipment  and  submit  the  plans  and 
specifications  pertaining  to  such  proposed  purchase. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  premises 
as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  and  Metropolitan 
Street  Railway  Company,  or  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  their  re- 
Tcelvers;  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  Dry  Dock,  East  Broadway  and  Battery 
Railroad  Company  and  the  Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanville  and  St.  Nicholas 
Avenue  Railway  Company,  or  Frederick  W.  Whltridge,  their  receiver ;  The  Union 
Railway  Company,  or  Frederick  W.  Whltridge,  its  receiver;  New  York  City 
Interborough  Railway  Company.  Southern  Boulevard  Railroad  Company,  Yonkers 
Railroad  Company,  or  I^esHe  Sutherland,  its  receiver;  Westchester  Electric  Rail- 
road Company,  or  J.  Addison  Young,  it  receiver;  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany, City  Island  Railroad  Company,  Pelham  Park  Railroad  Company,  New  York 
and  Queens  County  Railway  Company,  I»ng  Island  Electric  Railway  Company, 
New  York  and  Long  Island  Traction  Company,  Ocean  Electric  Railway  Company, 
Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company,  Van  Brunt  "Street  and  Erie  Basin 
Railroad  Company,  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  Company,  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad 
Company,  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company,  Nassau  Electric  Railroad 
Company,  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad  Company,  Coney  Island 
and  Gravosend  Railway  Company,  Sea  Beach  Railway  Company,  South  Brooklyn 
Railway  Company,  Bush  Terminal  Railroad  Company,  Richmond  Light  and  Railroad 
Company,  Staten  Island  Midland  Railway  Company,  Bridge  Operating  Company. 
Marine  Railway  Company  and  "Southfleld  Beach  Railway  Company  be  given  at  least 
ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  them,  either  personally  or  by  mail, 
of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  companies  be 
afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining  witnesses  as  'to  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  were  held  May  2 2d  and  June  2d. 

•  [Street  railway  companies  should  be  required  to  file  with  the  Commission  the 
general  plans  of  cars,  brakes,  fenders  or  other  car  equipment  which  they  propose 
to  purchase.] 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  June  16,   1908.) 
Commissioner  Maltbib  : — 

As  the  Commissioner  to  whom  was  referred  the  taking  of  testimony  under  Order 
No.  465  to  determine  whether  the  street  railway  companies  should  be  required  to  file 
with  the  Commission  the  general  plans  of  cars,  brakes,  fenders  or  other  car  equip 
ment  which  they  propose  to  purchase,  I  beg  to  submit  the  following  report : 

The  fundamental  problem  in  this  matter  is  the  time-worn  question  whether  pre- 
vention is  preferable  to  cure.  To  state  the  question  Is  to  answer  It,  but  as  two 
corporation  representatives  raised  several  objections  to  its  adoption  at  the  hearings, 
I  consider  it  necessary  that  the  Commission  be  advised  thereof. 

The  adoption  of  the  hearing  order  grew  out  of  certain  facts  which  were  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  Commission  by  the  Transportation  Bureau.  Since  the  Com- 
mission has  been  In  existence  cars  have  been  purchased  and  put  in  opratlon  upon 
certain  lines  which  had  no  fenders  to  prevent  persons  from  being  run  over  in 
case  they  were  knocked  down  by  the  cars.  In  other  cases  the  steps  have  been  so 
high  as  seriously  to  inconvenience  passengers  and  possibly  to  injure  persons  in 
delicate  health.  In  others  headlights  have  been  omitted  and  no  arrangements 
made  for  their  installation.  Hand  brakes  have  been  put  in  use  upon  which  there 
were  no  safety  chains.  If  the  single  chain  should  break  upon  a  steep  hill,  there 
would  be  no  adequate  way  of  stopping  the  car  before  it  raced  to  the  bottom  and 
injured  or  killed  possibly  a  number  of  passengers.  Defective  wiring  has  been  found, 
and  this  may  have  been  the  cause  of  some  of  the  car  barn  fires  which  have  taken 
place  in  New  York  within  the  last  few  years. 

All  these  objectionable  features  and  others  which  might  be  mentioned,  could  have 
been  prevented  If  the  engineers  of  the  Commission  had  had  an  opportunity  of 
examining  the  plans  before  tho  cars  were  ordered  or  immediately  thereafter."  Of 
course  the  Commission  has  the  power  to  require  that  the  cars  operated  shall  bo 
put  in  a  safe  and  proper  condition,  but  to  remedy  defects  after  the  cars  have  been 
delivered  and  put  in  operation  means  not  only  that  the  companies  will  be  put  to 
considerable  expense  which  might  have  been  avoided,  but  that  the  public  will  be 
seriously  inconvenienced  until  the  cars  are  ordered  off  for  repair,  and  it  is  quite 

•  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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possible  that  their  temporary  use  may  result  in  loss  of  life  and  injury  to  property. 
The  principal  reasons,  therefore,  why,  in  my  opinion,  plans  of  ears,  brakes,  fenders 
and  other  car  equipment  should  be  submitted  to  the  Commission  prior  to  or  at 
the  time  they  are  ordered,  are  that  the  public  will  be  saved  srreat  inconvenience, 
injury  and  damage  thereby;  that  necessary  expense  by  companies  will  be  avoided; 
and  that  indirectly,  as  the  public  must  ultimately  pay  the  bill,  those  who  use  the^ 
road  will  be  benefited  financially. 

A  representative  of  one  of  the  companies  stated, —  "  Now,  as  far  as  the  companies 
that  I  represent  are  concerned,  we  distinctly  do  not  wish  to  have  you  try  to  save 
us  that  amount  of  money.  We  prefer  to  take  the  chances."  Only  one  other 
representative  echoed  this  opinion  and  I  believe  that  the  majority  of  the  com- 
panies will  welcome  anything  that  will  save  them  money  and  lessen  any  incon- 
venience or  injury  to  the  public.  But  if  the  above  quotation  represents  the  opinion 
of  the  directors  of  any  company,  I  believe  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Commission, 
as  well  as  its  power,  to  say  that  if  the  company  voluntarily  does  not  wish  to  save 
money  in  this  way,  the  Commission  will  so  act  as  to  oblige  it  to  do  so. 

Most  of  the  companies  to  be  affected  by  such  an  order  have  expressed  their 
willingness  to  comply  with  it  and  their  belief  that  it  will  result  in  good  to  the 
companies  and  to  the  public,  but  representatives  of  three  companies  opposed  It  at 
the  hearings  upon  the  grounds  that  the  filing  of  plans  with  the  Commission  would 
limit  the  selection  of  the  companies  to  a  few  standard  designs,  would  increase 
the  cost  of  purchases  and  interfere  with  the  work  of  the  companies.  As  to  the 
first  objection  there  is,  in  my  opinion,  nothing  in  the  order  which  would  bring 
about  such  a  result.  Of  course  the  Commission  will  call  the  attention  of  the 
companies  to  unsafe  or  Improper  devices,  and  naturally  these  will  be  eliminated ; 
but  among  the  many  devices  and  designs  that  have  been  evolved  by  car  companies 
that  are  safe,  adequate  and  proper,  the  companies  will  have  an  unlimited  oppor- 
tunity for  selection. 

I  do  not  believe  also  that  the  filing  of  plans  will  increase  the  cost.  The  com- 
pany is  not  obliged  to  submit  them  until  after  the  contract  has  been  made,  and 
how  such  a  requirement  will  produce  the  result  asserted  was  not  explained  at  the 
hearings  and  I  cannot  imagine. 

Of  course,  naturally,  there  will  be  some  little  inconvenience,  but  as  many  copies 
of  each  plan  for  cars  and  car  equipment  are  made  and  are  quite  generously  dis- 
tributed, the  additional  work  of  filing  one  set  with  the  Commission  will  be 
insignificant. 

In  my  opinion  the  case  is  very  similar  to  that  of  the  requirement  of  the  city 
for  the  filing  with  the  building  department  the  plans  for  all  structures.  This 
procedure  has  been  in  operation  for  years  and  has  worked  no  harm,  but  great  good. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  has  not  limited  the  variety  of  designs  except  so  far  as  the 
safety  and  welfare  of  the  community  has  demanded.  It  has  not  increased  the 
cost  of  good  buildings,  nor  has  It  Inconvenienced  the  builders,  except  in  cases 
where  something  Improper  was  proposed.  I  have  directed  therefore  that  an  order 
be  prepared,  which  I  transmit  herewith. 

1  hereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL    ORDER    No.    584. 
June  16,  1908. 

An  order  known  as  Order  No.  465  having  been  duly  made  on  the  8th  day  of 
May,  1908,  that  a  hearing  be  had  to  inquire  whether,  in  order  to  enable  the  Com- 
mission properly  to  perform  Its  duty  of  having  general  supervision  of  all  street 
railroa(Ts  in  the  city  of  New  York  and  of  keeping  informed  as  to  their  general 
condition  and  the  manner  in  which  they  are  operated,  they  should  not  be  re- 
quired to  give  reasonable  notice  in  writing  to  the  Commission  of  any  proposed 
purchase  by  them  of  any  cars,  brakes,  fenders  or  other  equipment  and  submit 
the  plans  and  specifications  pertalnlut:  to  such  purchase,  and  the  said  order  hav- 
ing been  duly  served  on  New  York  City  Railway  Company  ana  Metropolitan 
Street  Rallwav  Company,  and  Adrian  H.  Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  their 
Receivers;  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  Dry  Dock,  Bast  Broadway  and  Bat- 
tery Railroad  Company  and  the  Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanvllle  and  St. 
Nicholas  Avenue  Railway  Company,  and  Frederick  W.  Whitrldge,  their  receiver; 
The  Union  Railway  Company,  and  Frederick  W.  Whitrldge,  Its  receiver;  New 
York    City    Interborough    Railway    Company,    Southern    Boulevard    Railroad    Com- 
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pany,  Yonkera  Railroad  Company,  and  Leslie  Sutherland,  Its  receiver;  Westchester 
Electric  Railroad  Company,  and  J.  Addison  loung,  its  receiver;  Interborough 
Rapid  Transit  Company,  Olty  Island  Railroad  Company,  Pelham  Park  Railroad 
Company,  New  York  and  Queens  County  Railway  Company,  Long  Island  Electric 
Railway  Company,  New  York  and  Long  Island  Traction  Company,  Ocean  Electric 
Railway  Company,  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company,  Van  Brunt 
Street  and  Erie  Basin  Railroad  Company,  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  Company,  Brook- 
lyn Heights  Railroad  Company.  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company,  Nassau 
Electric  Railroad  Company,  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad 
Company,  Coney  Island  and  Gravesend  Railway  Company,  Sea  Beach  Railway 
Company.'  South  Brooklyn  Railway  Company.  Bush  Terminal  Railroad  Company. 
Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company,  Staten  Island  Midland  Railway  Com- 
pany, Bridge  Operating  Company,  Marine  Railway  Company  and  Southfleld  Beach 
Railway  Company,  and  said  hearing  having  been  duly  held  on  the  22d  day  of 
May.  1908,  and  the  2d  day  of  June.  1908,  before  Hon.  Mllo  R.  Maltble,  Com- 
missioner, Mr.  Alfred  A.  Gardner  appearing  for  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit 
Comnanv  and  the  New  York  and  Queens  County  Railway  Company,  Mr.  Adrian 
H.  Larkin  appearing  for  the  Staten  Island  Midland  Railway  Company  and  the 
Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company,  Mr.  Arthur  A.  Dutton  representing  the 
Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  Company,  Mr.  C.  L.  Addison  representing  the  Ocean 
Electric  Railway  Company,  and  Mr.  Henry  H.  Whitman,  Assistant  Counsel  to 
the  Commission,  attending,  and  the  Commission  being  of  the  opinion,  after  said 
hearing,  that  the  statements  and  drawings  hereinafter  directed  to  be  furnished 
ought  reasonably  to  be  furnished  In  order  to  enable  the  Commission  properly  to 
perform  Its  duty  and  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sions Law,  it  is 

Ordered.  That  each  of  said  street  railroad  companies,  or  its  receiver  or  re- 
ceivers, if  any,  be  and  they  hereby  are  directed  before  or  within  five  days,  after 
the  day  on  which  any  contract  for  the  purchase  of  any  new  car  equipment  (mean- 
ing thereby  new  car  bodies,  new  trucks,  new  electrical  car  equipment,  new  brakes, 
new  fenders,  new  wheel  guards,  new  headlights  and  new  gates),  is  entered  into 
by  it,  or  by  its  receiver  or  receivers.  If  any,  to  furnish  to  the  Electrical  Engineer 
of  the  Commission  a  memorandum,  including  general  drawings  showing  the  char- 
acter  and  type  of  said  new  car  equipment  so  contracted  for  or  about  to  be  con- 
tracted for.  This  order  shall  not  be  construed  as  covering  purchases  of  materials 
required  for  makln&r  ordinary  repairs  to  car  equipment,  as  above  defined,  nor  as 
requiring  Information  as  to  prices  to  be  paid  for  said  new  car  equipment,  nor  the 
names  of  the  manufacturers  or  dealers  with  whom  such  contracts  are  made  or 
about  to  be  made,  nor  as  requiring  detailed  working  drawings:  but  this  order  shall 
be  coustrued  as  requiring  such  memoranda  Including  general  drawings  as  are 
necessary  to  enable  the  Commission  to  determine  whether  said  new  car  equip- 
ment, so  contracted  for,  or  about  to  be  contracted  for.  will  be.  in  Its  opinion, 
safe,  proper  and  adequate  for  the  transportation  of  persons  or  property;  and  it 
is  further 

Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  June  30,  1906,  and  shall  continue 
In  force  for  a  period  of  two  years;  and  It  is  further 

Ordered,  That  each  of  said  street  railroad  corporations,  or  its  receiver  or  receiv- 
ers, if  any,  notify  the  Commission  In  writing  within  five  days  after  the  service  of 
this  order  whether  Its  terms  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


Street  Railroad  Corporations. —  Number  of  cash  fares  and  num- 
ber of  "transfers  collected. 


In  the  Matter 
of 

Information  to  be  furnished  bv  every  STREET 
RAILROAD  OORPORATION  under  the  Jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  as  to  number  of  cash  fares  and 
number  of  transfers  collected,  etc.,  for  the  twelve 
months  ending  June  30.   1908. 


ORDER    No.   603. 

June   20.    1908. 


It  is  herebu  ordered.  That  every  Street  Railroad  Corporation  under  the  Jurisdic- 
tion of  this  Commission  shall,  on  or  before  July  15.  1008.  file  a  return  with  the 
Commission  showing  for  the  twelve  months  ended  June  30.  1908,  as  to  each  route 
(1)  the  number- of  cash  passenger  fares,  and  (2)  number  of  transfers  collected  In 
that  period;  (3)  the  number  of  passengers  transported  In  chartered  cars,  and  (4) 
the  number  of  employees  and  other  persons  carried  free;  also  (5)  the  total  num- 
ber of  miles  run  by  regular  passenger  cars,  and  (6)  by  special  or  chartered  cars. 
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Central  Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company. — 
Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company  —  Receipts  and  ex- 
penses for  a  thirty-day  period. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Filing  with  this  Commission 
PARK,  NORTH  AND  EAST 
COMPANY,  and  ADRIAN 
DOUGLrAS  ROBINSON,  as 
METR01»0L1TAN      STREET 

PANY,  of  a  sworn  statement  of  the  receipts 
and  expenses  of  lines  operated  by  said  companies, 
for  thirty  days  from  midnight  of  August  6,  1908. 


RfvEB  RAILROAD 
H.  JOLINE  and 
Receivers  of  the 
RAILWAY      COM 


r ORDER  No.  6<)0. 

August  7,    1906. 


Reaolvcfl.  That  Adrian  H.  Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  Receivers  of  the 
Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company,  and  the  Central  Park,  North  and  East 
River  Railroad  Company  be,  and  they  hereby  are,  each  of  them,  required  to  Iceep 
for  a  period  of  thirty  days  from  and  after  midnight  of  August  6,  1908,  when  the 
separate  operation  of  the  last  named  railroad  company  began,  a  separate  record 
of  their  receipts  and  expenses  as  follows,   to  wit: 

To  be  kept  by  the  said  receivers,  a  record  of  the  said  earnings  and  expenses 
upon  each  separate  line  operated  by  them; 

To  be  kept  by  the  said  Central  Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company 
a  separate  record  of  the  receipts  and  expenses  upon  each. separate  line  operated 
by  it ;  and  that  said  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson  as  such  receivers,  and 
that  said  Central  Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company  file  with  the 
the  Secretary  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  within  ten 
days  after  the  expiration  of  the  said  period  of  thirty  days  from  midnight  of 
August  6,  1908,  a  sworn  statement  showing  the  receipts  and  expenses  upon' every 
separate  line  operated  by   them  respectively  as  aforesaid. 


Central    Park,    North    and    East    River    Railroad    Company. — 

Receipts  and  expenses  of  lines  and  number  of  car  miles 
operated. 


In  the  Matter 

of    the 

Filing  by  the  CENTRAL  PARK,  NORTH  &  KAST 
RIVER  RAILROAD  COMPANY  of  a  sworn  state- 
ment of  the  receipts  and  expenses  of  lines  opcr 
atod  and  of  the  car  miles  operated  by  snld 
Comnanv  for  the  thirty  days  ending  PoptemlHT 
30,   1008. 


ORDER   No.   804. 

October  27,   IOCS. 


Ordered,  That  the  Central  Park.  North  and  Kast  River  Railroad  Company  be 
and  if  hereby  Is  required  to  file  with  tho  Socrctarv  of  the  Public  Service  I'ommts- 
slon  for  the  month  endinir  September  ,30,  lOOS,  oh  or  before  Octol)er  29.  1908.  a 
sworn  statement  showlntr  the  receipts  and  detailed  expenses  upon  every  separate 
llpo  operntod  by  the  said  rompnnv  and  the  car  miles  operated  for  each  day  of 
said  month  and  for  the  entire  month. 
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Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Ticket  sales  at  Fulton 
Street,  Wall  Street,  Bowling  Green  and  Borough  Hall  Sub- 
way stations  from  January  2  to  16,  1908. 


In  the  Matter 
of 

OUGII  RArU>  TRANSIT  COMPANY,  with  ro- 
spect  to  ticket  sales  at  Fulton  Street.  Wall 
Street.  BowIInp  Green  and  Borough  Hall  Sub- 
way Stations,  from  January  2  to  ItJ,  1908. 
inclusive. 


OUDEK  No.  208. 

January  17.  1908. 


Resojved,  That  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  requested  to  furnish 
this  Commission  the  ticket  sales  on  the  south-bound  platforms  of  the  F;'ltoi>  and 
Wall  street  stations,  and  at  the  Bowling  (ireen  station  and  the  Brooklyn  bridge 
station,  from  .January  2  to  January  16.  1908,  inclusive :  and  the  ticket  sales  at 
the  Borough   Hall  station   in   Brooklyn  from   the  opening  to  date. 


Staten    Island    Railway    Company. —  Earnings    and    operating 

expenses. 


In  the  Matter 
of 
Information   to  be  supplied  by  the  STATEN    IST.AND 
RAILWAY   COMPANY    in   answer   to    the   quest  ions 
set  forth  herein. 


^ORDER  No.   799. 

October  23,  1908. 


R€8f.lred,  That  the  Staten  Island  Itailway  Compnny  be  and  it  hereby  is  required 
to  make  and  file  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  specific  answers  to  epch  of  the  following:  questions,  said  answers  to 
be.  filed  on  or  before  October  28.   10O8  : 

1.  What  were  the  total  cross  earnings  from  operation  of  all  ferry  properties 
owned  or  onerated  by  the  Staten  Island  Railway  Company  for  each  of  the  years 
1900  to  1907.  inclusive? 

2.  Of  the  total  gross  earnings  asked  for  In  question  one  above,  how  much  repre- 
sented gross  earnings  from  pas.senger  business  for  each  of  the  years  1900  to  1907, 
inclusive? 

3.  Of  the  total  gross  earnings  asked  for  In  question  one  above,  how  much  renre- 
sented  gross  enrnings  other  thin  those  derived  from  passenger  business  in  each 
of  the  vears  1900  to  1907.  inclusive? 

4.  What  were  the  total  operntlng  expenses  of  all  ferry  properties  owned  or 
operated  by  the  Staten  Island  Railway  Company  for  each  of  the  years  1900  to 
1907,  inclusive? 

5.  Of  the  total  operating  expenses  asked  for  in  qnestlon  four  above,  how  much 
represented  chargeg  for  repairs  and  maintenance  of  all  ferry  nropertles  owned  or 
oneratod  by  the  Staten  Island  Railway  Company  for  each  of  the  year.^  1900  to 
liV)7.  inclusive? 

6.  Of  the  total  opera fln^  exnensos  asked  for  in  nuestlon  four  above,  how  much 
represented  charges  for  renewals  of  all  ferry  nropertles  owned  or  onerated  bv  the 
Staten  Island  Railway  Company  for  each  of"  the  years  1900  to  1907,  inclusive? 

7.  Of  the  total  operatintr  expenses  asked  for  In  question  four  nbove,  how  much 
represented  charges  for  all  operatlner  ex{)enses  other  than  renairs.  renewals  and 
maintenance  of  all  ferrv  propertlos  owned  or  onerated  by  the  State  Island  Railway 
Company  for  each  of  the  years  1900  to  1907.  Inclusive? 

8.  What  WRS  the  total  of  all  sums  paid  to  the  Staten  Island  Railway  Company 
from  June  30.  1904.  to  .Tune  30,  1907.  as  a  result  of  the  sale  of  ferry  properties 
in  which  the  Staten   Island   Railway  Company  had  an   Interest? 

9.  Was  the  Staten  Island  Railway-  Comofiny  entitled  to  any  other  sums  as  a 
result  of  the  sale  of  ferry  properties" from  June  30.   1904.  to  June  30.  1907? 

10-  What  was  the  nature  of  the  interest  of  the  Staten  Island  Railway  Company 
In  ferrv  Iwats  acouired  bv  tho  citv  of  New  York  or  otherwise  dlspo.sed  of  betwe?n 
June  30.  1904.  and  June  30.  1907? 

11.  Did  your  report  for  the  years  ending  June  30.  1900,  and  June  30.  1901, 
correctly  state  the  train  miles  rim  by  the  Staten   Island  Railway  Company? 

12.  What  "was  the  total  number  of  passenger  train  miles  run  by  the  Staten 
Island  Railway  Company  for  the  years  ending  June  30,  1900,  and  June  30,  1001? 
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13.  Whnt  was  the  total  number  of  freight  train  miles  run  by  the  Staten  Island 
Railway  Company  for  the  years  endiofi;  June  30,  1900,  and  June  30,  1901? 

14.  What    was    the    total    number   of    all   other   train    miles   run   by    the    Staten 
Island  Railway  Company  for  the  years  ending  June  30,  1900,  and  June  SO,  1901? 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Progress  in  construc- 
tion of  additional  stairways  at  Cortlandt  and  Greenwich 
streets. 


order  No.  209. 
January  17,  1908. 


Resolved,  That  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  required  to  make 
ar.swer  as  to  the  progress  l)elnf;  made  towards  building  the  additional  stairways 
ut  Cortlandt  and  Greenwich  streets. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Progress  in  making 
changes  at  the  One  Huiiiired  and  Thirty-eighth  and  One 
Hundred  and  Forty-ninth  Streets  stations  of  the  Third 
Avenue  elevated  line. 

ORDER  No.   218. 
January  24,  1908. 

ReaoUed.  That  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  required  to  inform 
this  (Commission  in  one  week  from  the  receipt  of  this  ri'solution  as  to  the  present 
condition  of  the  changes  at  the  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-eighth  and  One  Hundred 
and  Forty-Ninth  Street  s^^atlons  of  the  Third  Avenue  Elevated  heretofore  author- 
ized, and  to  give  the  earliest  probable  date  when  such  changes  will  be  completed. 


New  York  and  Portchester  Railroad  Company. —  Progress  made 
in  constructing  line. 


Hearing  Order  No.  521. 
Extension  Order  No.  546. 


In  the  Matter 
of 
Information  to  be  supplied  bv  the  NEW  YORK 
AND  PORTCHESTKR  RAILROAD  OOMrANY 
with  respect  to  (ompliance  by  said  company  with 
the  Covenants  and  Agreements  contained  in  a 
contract  entered  Into  by  said  company  with  the 
City  of  New  York  May  :J1,  1906. 


ORDER    No.   ril»l. 

May  22,  190S. 


Whereas  tlie  Cltv  of  New  York  by  a  contract  entered  into  with  the  New  York 
nnd  Poitchester  Railroad  Company  May  31.  1006.  granted  to  said  company  a 
franchise  to  construct  and  operate  a  railroad  in  the  Iwrough  of  The  Bronx  from 
ot*  nrn;-  the  Intersection  of  Southern  Boulevard  and  Willis  avenue  northerly  to 
thf  rlly  line  :  and 

Wbercjm  It  vas  one  of  the  conditions  of  the  grant  that  within  two  years  from 
the  «lnte  thereof  tbe  companv  should  expend  or  cause  to  l)e  expended  the  sum  of 
at  least  eleht  hundred  thousand  dollars  ($800,000),  upon  the  actual  construction 
of  said  ml  I  road  between  Westchester  avenue  at  or  near  One  Tlimdred  and  Sixty- 
seventh  street  and  the  city  line;  and 

Whereas  said  two  years'  period  will  expire  on  May  31,  1908,  therefore 

Renulvcd,  That  New  York  and  Portchester  Railroad  Company  be  requested  to 
Inform  this  (  ommlssion  In  writing,  within  ten  (10)  days  after  receipt  of  this  reso- 
lution, to  what  extent  and  in  what  manner  it  has  complied  with  the  covenants, 
conditions  and  agreements  In  the  above  mentioned  contract  contained,  and  by  the 
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said  couipaiij  performed,  and  in  particular  with  the  covenants  regarding?  the  ex- 
penditure of  said  eight  hundred  thousand  dollars  ($800,000)  upon  construction 
within  two  yeai*8. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  extension  order  was  issued: 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  546. 
June  2,  1908. 

An  order,  No.  521,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  22d  day  of  May, 
1908,  requesting  the  New  York  and  Portchester  Railroad  Company  to  inform 
the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  within  ten  (10)  days  after 
receipt  of  said  order,  to  what  extent  and  in  what  manner  it  has  complied  with 
the  covenants  and  agreements  In  the  above-mentioned  contract  contained  and  the 
said  New  York  and  Portchester  Railroad  Company  having,  on  Jane  1,  1908, 
applied  in  writing  for  an  extension  of  such  time. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered.  That  the  time  within  which  the  New  York  and  Portchester  Railroad 
Company  shall  comply  with  the  terms  of  Order  No.  521  be,  and  the  same  hereby 
Is,  extended  to  and  including  June  12,   1908. 


New  York,  Westchester  and  Boston  Railway  Company. —  Fail- 
ure to  (construct  the  Westchester  road. 

ORDER   FOR   ANSWER  No.   274. 
February  21,  1008. 

Whereas  it  appears  that  the  city  of  New  York,  on  August  2,  1904,  granted  a 
franchise  to  the  New  York,  Westchester  and  Boston "  Rafiway  Company  for  the 
construction  of  a  four  track  electric  railway  from  the  Harlem  river  to  the  city 
line,   and 

Whereas  it  was  one  of  the  conditions  of  said  grant  that  the  road  should  be 
completed  from  the  northerly  line  of  the  city  as  fai  south  as  the  Intersection  of 
the  Southern  Boulevard  and  Westchester  avenue,  within  five  years  from  said 
date,   and 

Whereas  It  appears  that  after  this  work  was  undertaken,  construction  has  been 
Uiscontinucd  since   11KX5,   and 

Whereas  said  live  yeacs  limitation  will  expire  on  August  2.  1909,  and 

Whereas  It  appears  thnt  control  of  the  said  Westchester  Railway  is  now  held 
by  the  New  York,  New  Haven  and  Hartford  Railway  Company, 

'i htreinre  resolved.  That  the  New  York,  New  Haven  and  Hartford  Railroad  Com- 
pany be  requested  to  Inform  this  I'ommlsslon  In  writing  within  ten  days  from 
receipt  of  this  resolution  as  to  the  following  points: 

'First — Why  has  the  work  of  constructing  the  Westchester  road  been  discon- 
tinued since  1906? 

Second  —  When  will  the  work  of  construction  be  resumed? 

Third  —  When  will  the  section  from  One  Hundred  and  Seventy-seventh  street 
lo  iiie  city  line  be  completed? 

Fourth. —  When  will  tho  road  bo  put  in  operation  over  that  section  of  the  route? 

Fifth  —  When  will  the  section  of  the  road  from  One  Hundred  and  Seventy- 
seventh  street  to  the  Harlem  river  be  put  in  operation? 

Sixth  —  When  will  the  section  of  the  road  from  the  city  line  through  the  W'est- 
chester  localities  be  put  In  operation? 

The  company  answered  March  5th,  stating  tlkat  work  was  suspended  because 
of  litigation;  that  the  validity  of  the  Westchester  charter  was  in  question; 
that  the  work  of  construction  would  be  resumed  and  completed  and  operation 
begun  as  soon  as  the  litigation  was  closed. 
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Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanville  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue 
Railroad  Company. —  Certified  copies  of  conductors'  day 
cards  to  be  filed. 


In  the  Matter 

of 

Certified  copies  of  CONDUCTORS'  DAY  CARDS 
to  be  furnished  by  the  FORTY-SECOND 
STREET,  MANHATTANVILLE  AND  ST. 
NICHOLAS  AVENUE  RAILROAD  COMPANY, 
covering  movement  of  curs  on  Monday,  January 
6,    1908. 


•^ ORDER   No.  200. 

January   10,   1908. 


Resolved,  That  the  Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanville  and  St.  Nicholas  Ave- 
nue Railroad  Company  be  requested  %o  furnish  the  Commission  certified  copies  of 
their  conductors'  day  cards,  covering  the  complete  movement  of  the  cars  on  their 
line  on  Monday,  January  6,  1908. 


Brooklyn   Heights   Railroad   Company. —  Operation   of  care  on 

certain  Hues. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Filing  by  the  BROOKLYN  IIEIIGIITS  RAIL- 
ROAD COMPANY  of  certain  facts  relative  to 
the  operation  of  cars  on  the  routes  herein  men- 
tioned. 


FILING  ORDER  CASE  1018. 
December  11,  1908. 


Resolved,  That  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  be  required: 

1.  To  file  on  or  before  December  14,  1908,  the  operating  schedule  of  cars  as  of 
December  11,  1908,  on  the  Flushing  Avenue  Line  and  the  Putnam  Avenue  and 
Halsey  Street  Line  of  the  said  company,  and  a.  statement  of  the  exact  length  of 
the  routes  as  operated; 

2.  To  file  daily  for  a  period  of  one  month  from  December  14.  1908,  a  sworn  state- 
ment showing  for  the  preceding  day  the  following  facts  as  to  the  operation  of  the 
said  routes: 

(a)  Number  of  cars  in  use  on  the  routes, 

(b)  Number  of  full   trips  made, 

(c)  Number  of  car  miles  run, 

(d)  Number   of   passengers   carried, 

(e)  Seating  capacity  of  the  types  of  cars  in  use  on  the  routes. 


Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Discontinuance  of  the  Park 
Row  scrvifc  oil  the  St.  Johns  Place,  Third  Avenue  and 
Vanderbilt  Avenue  lines. 


In   the  Mntter 
of  the 

Discontinuance    of    the    PARK    ROW    SERVICE    on 
the  St.  .Johns  Place,  Third  Avenue  and  Vanderbilt 
.Avenue  lines. 


I- ORDER   No.   47r>. 

May  8, 


1908. 


Reaolved.    That    the    Brooklyn    Rapid    Transit    Company    be    required    to    make 
answer  on  or  Iwforo  May  14th  to  the  following: 

1.  The  reasons  for  the  discontinuance  of  the  Park  Row  service  on  the  St.  Johnp 
Place.  Third  Avenue  and  Vanderbilt  Avenue  lines. 

2.  Reasons  for  the   increasing  of  the  service   through   Fulton  street  and  the  ap» 
parent  decrea.se  of  service  through  Livingston  street. 
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Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. —  Number  of 
passengers,  running  time  and  headway  of  trains  upon  cer- 
tain lines. 


in  the  Matter 
of 
rnformatlon    from    the    BROOKLYN    UNION    ELE- 
VATED    RAILROAD    COMPANY     regarding    the 
number  of  passengers,  running  time  and  headway 
of  trains  upon  the  roads  herein  specified. 


ORDER  No.  187. 

January  4,  1008. 


Resolved,  That  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  be  requested  to 
furnish  the  •following  information  : 

1.  Statement  of  the  number  of  passengers  by  the  month  carried  on  the  Brighton 
Beach  line  during  the  year  ending  December  31,  1007. 

2.  Statement  as  to  whether  these  figures  ate  based  on  cash  fares,  or,  if  other- 
wise, on  what  basis. 

3.  Statement  of  the  number  of  passengers,  if  possible,  carried  between  New  York 
and  Kings  Highway,  and  also  between  Kings  Highway  and  Brighton  Beach  or 
points  beyond. 

4.  Statement  of  ininning  time  between  Culver  depot.  Kings  Highway,  Franklin 
avenue.  Sands  street  and  New  Y^ork,  as  well  as  trains  running  to  and  from  E\ilton 
Perry  for  the  full  twenty-four  hours  of  week  days  and  Sundays. 

5.  Schedule  of  headway  of  trains  and  number  of  cars  going  to  make  up  trains 
(If  not  shown  in  the  above)  as  operated  between  New  York  and  Kings  Highway; 
also  between  New  York  and  Brighton  Beach. 


Brooklyn    Union    Elevated    Railroad    Company. —  Number 
trains  operated  on  Brooklyn  Bridge  during  rush  hours. 


of 


In  the  Matter 
of 
Information  to  be  furnished  by  the  BROOKLYN 
UNION  ELEVATED  RAILROAD  COMPANY  as 
to  the  number  of  trains  operated  and  to  be 
operated  on  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  during  rush 
hours. 


ORDER  No.   108. 

January   10,  1008. 


Resolved,  That  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  be  required  to 
make  answers  by  Saturday,  January  11,  1008,  at  twelve  o'clock,  to  the  following 
questions : 

1.  Whether  the  number  of  trains  operated  on  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  during  rush 
hours  on  January  0,  10O8,  was  greater  or  less  than  usual  and  if  the  maximum  was 
not  operated,  the  reasons  therefor. 

2.  what  are  the  plans  of  the  company  as  to  the  number  of  local  trains  to  be 
operated  on  the  Brookl^Ti  Bridge  during  rush  hours,  until  such  time  as  the  com- 
pany will  begin  the  operation  of  through  trains. 


Coney  Island  and  Brookl3m  Railroad  Company. —  Operation  of 
DeKalb  avenue  line. 


In   the   Matter 
of  the 
Piling   by   the   CONEY    ISLAND   AND   BROOKLYN 
RAILROAD   COMl'ANY    of    certain   facts   relative 
to    the    operation    of    cars    on    the    routes    herein 
mentioned. 


CASE  No.    1017. 
FILIN<}   OKDER. 
December    11, 


1008. 


Resolved,  That  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  be  required 
1.  To  file  on  or  before  December  14,   1008.  the  operating  schedule  of  cars  as  of 

December  11,  1008,  on  the  DeKalb  Avenue  line  of  the  said  company,  and  a  stat- 

ment  of  the  exact  length  of  the  route  as  operated ; 
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2.  To  file  dally  for  a  period  of  one  month  from  December  14,  1908,  a  sworn 
statement  showing  for  the  precedinji:  day  the  following  facts  as  to  the  operation  of 
the  said  route: 

(a)  Number  of  cars  in  use  on  the  route. 

(b)  Number  of  full  trips  made. 

(c)  Number  of  car  miles  run. 

(d)  Number  of  passengers  carried. 

(e)  Seating  capacity  of  the  types  of  cars  In  use  on  the  route. 


Interborough    Rapid    Transit    Company. —  Operation   of   trains 
through  subway  at  Twentieth  street  on  January  11,  1908. 


In  tl.e  Matter 
of 

Information-  to  be  furnlslied  by  the  INTER- 
BOROUGH RAPID  TRANSIT  COMPANY  in  re- 
spect to  operation  of  trains  throtigh  the  Subway 
at  Twentieth  street  on  Saturday,  January  11, 
1008. 


K>Rl>ER  No.  109. 

Janciary  11,  1908. 


Resolved,  That  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  required  to  make 
answer  to  the  following  questions  by  Monday,  January  VA,  1908,  at  eleven  a.  m.  : 

1.  At  what  hour  did  the  company  or  any  of  its  officers  receive  orders  or  direc- 
tions from  the  fire,  police  or  other  city  departments,  not  to  operate  trains  through 
the  Subway  at  Twentieth  street  on  Saturday,  January   11? 

2.  What  plana  were  thereupon  made  to  give  notice  to  the  public  that  through 
service  was  not  to  be  rendered? 

3.  At  what  stations  was  the  public  given  notice  of  lack  of  through  service,  out- 
side of  the  stations,  or  before  members  of  the  public  had  bought  tickets  or  had  de- 
posited them  in  ticket  boxes ;  and  at  what  stations  was  notice  given  only  on  sta- 
tion  platforms,  of  the  limitation  of  service? 

4.  What  plans  were  made  for  Increasing  service  on  the  elevated  lines,  In  view 
of  the  lack  of  service  on  the  Subway? 


Street  Railroads. —  Inventory  of  property. 


ORDER  No.  618. 
June  29,  1908. 

Resolved,  That  each  street  railroad  in  the  boroughs  of  Manhattan  and  the 
Bronx  be  required  to  furnish  on  or  before  July  loth,  an  Inventory  of  all  property 
owned  by  It  as  of  June  30,  1908. 


Street  Railroad  Corporations. —  Filing  of  tariff  schedules. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Flliner  with  the  Public  Service  Commlsslou  for  tb'> 
First  District  of  tariff  Kchedulos  hv  STRKET 
RAILROAD  CORPORATIONS  in  pursuance  of  sec- 
tion  28  of   the   Public   Service  Commissions   Law. 


Order  No.  708. 
Extension  Order  No. 


ORDER  No.   708. 


722. 


Tt  is  herehit  ordered.  That  the  reeulatlons  contained  In  Tariff  Circular  No.  1  be 
adopted  by  this  Commission  prescrlblnjf.  from  and  after  September  1,  1908,  the 
form,  and  povemlnff  the  construction  and  filing  of  schedules  of  fares  for  passenger 
service  of  street  railroad  corporations  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Commission. 

Ordered,  That  such  street  railroad  corporations  file,  in  conformity  with  the  said 
circular   and    on    or   before    Septeml>er    15.    1908.    schedules,    effective    upon    filing. 
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showing  fares,  transfers,  and  all  regulations  relating  thereto  actually  in  effect  for 
thirty  days  prior  to  the  said  September  15,  1908,  changes  therefrom  to  be  filed 
in  accordance  with  the  regulations  with  full  notice  unless  otherwise  ordered. 

Ordered,  That  the  provisions  of  Order  No.  53  in  so  far  as  they  relate  to  street 
railroads  be  rescinded. 

BXTE3NSI0N   ORDBB  No.   722. 
^ptember  11,  1908. 

An  order  of  the  Commission,  No.  708,  havhig  been  made  herein  on  or  about 
the  28th  day  of  August,  1908,  ordering  and  directing  that  all  street  railroad 
corporations  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  this  Commission  file,  in  conformity  with 
tariff  circular  No.  1  adopted  by  this  Commission,  and  on  or  before  September  IC, 
1908,  schedules,  effective  on  filing,  showing  fares,  transfers,  and  all  regulations 
relating  thereto,  actually  in  effect  for  thirty  days  prior  to  said  September  15« 
1908;  and  application  in  writing  having  been  made  for  an  extension  of  such 
time  within  which  to  file  said  schedules. 

Now,  on  motion  mad^  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  for  filing  the  schedules  above  mentioned  be,  and  the 
hereby  is,  extended  to  and  including  the  1st  day  of  October,  1908. 


New    York,    Westchester    and    Boston    Railway    Company. — 
Inspection  and  examination  of  accounts,  records  and  memo- 
.     randa. 


In    the  Matter 

of  the 

^  ,     .,         *  *u  *  ^       ORDER  No.  58». 

Inspection  and  examination  of  the  accounts,  records  r  June  16    1908 

and  memoranda  of  the  NEW  YORK,  WEST- 
CHESTER AND  BOSTON  RAILWAY  COMPANY 
and  of  the  NEW  YORK  AND  PORTCHBSTER 
RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


It  is  ordered.  That  Elwood  T.  Baker,  who  is  employed  by  this  Commission  as  an 
accountant,  be  designated  and  is  hereby  directed  to  inspect  and  examine  the 
accounts,  records  and  memoranda  kept  by  the  New  York,  Westchester  and  Boston 
Railway  Company  and  the  New  York  and  Portchester  Railroad  Company,  and  all 
books   of   original   entry,   all   ledgers,   all   balance   sheets,   and   any   and   all   other 


books  showing  or  purporting  to  show  the  assets  and  liabilities  of  the  corporations. 

And   the   said   New   York,   Westchester   and   Boston   Railway   Company   and   the 

New   York   ana  Portchester   Railroad   Company   are   hereby   directed   and   required 


to   afford    to    said    Elwood   T.    Baker    access   to    all    such    accounts,    records   and 
memoranda. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  forthwith  and  continue 
in  force  for  a  period  of  six  months  from  the  date  hereof. 


SUBWAY  MATTERS. ' 
Opinions  of  Counskl. 


•  [Building  department  of  the  city  of  Now  York  has  no  Jurisdiction  over  subway 
work.] 

Opinion   op  Counsbl. 

June  15,  1908. 
PuhUc  Service  Commi98ion  for  the  First  District: 

SiBS : —  I  have  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  the  5th  Inst,  transmitting  a  copy 
of  the  letter  of  Chief  E)nglneer  Pegram  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Subway  Construction 
Company  to  the  Chief  Engineer  of  the  Commission  dated  May  20th,  and  Mr.  Rice's 
letter'  to  the  Chairman  of  June  4th.  From  Mr.  Pegram's  letter  it  appears  that  the 
building  department  of  the  borough  of  Brooklyn  refuses  to  allow  the  contractor 
for  the  construction  of  the  Brooklyn-Bfanhattan  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  to  carry 
oat  the  Commission's  plans  for  remodeling  building  No.  58  Joralemon  street,  in  the 
borough   of  Brooklyn,  to  answer  the   requirements  of  a   ventilating  shaft  for  the 

•  See  footnote,  page  0. 
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railroad  unless  detailed  drawings  are  filed  with  it,  and  my  opinion  is  asked  whether 
it  is  necessary  for  the  Commission  to  comply  with  this  requirement. 

This  is  simply  another  aspect  of  the  question  of  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  former 
Rapid  Transit  Board  and  of  the  Commission  which  has  arisen  so  frequently  in  the 
past.  The  Rapid  Transit  Board  has  been  consistently  advised  by  its  counsel,  and 
the  Counsel  to  the  Commission  has  several  times  advised  you  to  the  same  effect, 
that  in  all  matters  affecting  rapid  transit  railroad  construction,  except  where 
expressly  limited  by  the  Rapid  Transit  Act,  the  authority  of  the  Rapid  Transit 
Board  and  of  the  Commission,  as  its  successor,  was  supreme.  This  position  has 
also  been  taken  by  successive  corporation  counsel  and  was  last  year  upheld  by  the 
Appellate  Division  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  case  of  Rapid  Transit  Subway 
Construction  Co.  et  al.  against  Coler  et  al.,  121  App.  Div.  250. 

The  claim  of  the  building  department  in  regard  to  rapid  transit  railroad  con- 
struction was  dealt  with  in  an  opinion  of  counsel  to  the  Rapid  Transit  Board 
dated  April  23,  1906,  printed  at  page  4077  of  Volume  VII  of  the  Board's  minutes. 
There  the  building  superintendent  claimed  Jurisdiction  over  the  underpinning  of 
buildings  along  the  line  of  the  work,  and  that  the  contractors  would  have  to 
file  plans  and  specifications  with  the  building  department  and  obtain  its  permits 
to  do  the  work.  In  that  opinion  the  reason  for  the  complete  control  of  the  Rapid 
Transit  Board  over  Its  work  is  clearly  stated  as  follows : 

'*  It  is  quite  plain  that  if  the  various  city  departments  that  have  to  do  directly 
or  indirectly  with  the  control  of  the  city's  streots,  could  require  the  contractors 
to  obey  their  orders,  there  would  be  endless  and  intolerable  confusion  and  delay  in 
construction.  The  bureaus  of  highways,  of  sewers  and  of  buildings  in  the  borough 
president's  office,  and  the  department  of  wnter  supply,  gas  and  electricity,  might 
issue  orders  conflicting  entirely  with  those  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Commission,  thus 
possibly  paralyzing  the  work  of  construction.  No  danger  to  the  public  interest  need 
follow  from  the  fact  that  the  Rapid  Transit  (Commission  is  by  law  placed  in 
paramount  control  of  the  work,  for  if  the  building  superintendent  or  any  other 
officer  of  the  city  government  finds  improper  or  dangerous  conditions  existing,  he 
may  notify  the  Rapid  Transit  Commission,  who  will  doubtless  act  promptly  in 
every  proper  case." 

Although  this  matter  affects  a  building  and  not  the  streets  along  the  line  of 
the  work,  the  question  of  control  over  which  has  heretofore  occupied  the  attention 
of  counsel,  the  reasoning  of  the  opinion  referred  to  Is  conclusive  on  the  present 
case,  for  the  filing  of  plans  and  the  obtaining  of  a  permit  necessarily  presupposes 
the  right  of  the  building  superintendent  to  exercise  his  discretion  as  to  such  plans 
and  his  idea  of  the  proper  remodelling  of  a  building  for  the  ventilating  purposes 
of  the  railroad  might  differ  radically  from  that  of  the  Chief  Engineer  to  the 
Commission,  thus  producing  a  confusion  and  a  division  of  authority  which  it  was 
one  of  the  underlying  purposes  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Act  to  prevent. 

I  therefore  advise  the  Commission  that  in  my  opinion  the  building  superintendent 
is  without  Jurisdiction  over  this  matter. 

Respectfully  yours. 
(Signed)  GEO.  S.  COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Commistion. 

•  [Necessity  for  certiflcaticn  of  subway  contracts  by  comptroller.  Certificate  not 
necessary  where  requisition  is  made  for  less  than  full  amount.] 

Opinion   op   Counsel. 

May   11,   1908. 
Hon.  William  McCahboll,  Commissioner: 

Sir  : —  In  answer  to  your  oral  request  for  an  opinion  whether  the  comptroller 
of  the  city  is  required  to  certify  contracts  for  the  construction  of  rapid  transit 
railroads,  I  desire  to  advise  you  as  follows:  ^        ^    .  .     ^ 

Certification  of  contracts  entered  into  by  the  various  city  departments  is  required 
by  section  149  of  The  Greater  New  York  Charter,  which  in  part  provides : 

••  No  contract  hereafter  made,  the  expense  of  the  execution  of  which  is  not  by 
law  or  ordinance,  in  whole  or  in  part,  to  be  paid  by  assessments  upon  the  property 
benefited,  shall  be  binding  or  of  any  force,  unless  the  comptroller  shall  endorse 
thereon  his  certificate  that  there  remains  unexpended  and  unapplied,  as  herein 
provided,  a  balance  of  the  appropriation  or  fund  applicable  thereto,  sufficient  to 
pay  the  estimated  expense  of  executing  such  contract,  as  certified  by  the  officer 
making  the  same."  ,  .  ^  ^         ^w  x*         - 

Rapid  Transit  contracts  are,  however,  expressly  excepted  from  the  operation  of 
this  provision  by  virtue  of  amendments  to  section  149,  adopted  as  part  of  the 
revision  of  1901,  and  to  section  45  adopted  as  Cliapter  7  of  the  Laws  of  1900, 
and  any  duty  the  comptroller  may  be  under  to  certify  rapid  transit  contracts 
cannot  rest  upon  the  authority  given  him  by  section  149.  but  is  dependent  on 
section  45  of  The  Greater  New  York  Charter  and  section  37  of  the  Rapid  Transit 
Act.  The  history  of  these  provisions  throws  such  a  light  on  this  question  that  It 
is  necessary  to  review  It  at  some  length.  ..      .,       ^  .  .^  ^ 

Prior  to  1891  the  power  to  construct  rapid  transit  railroads  was  In  rapid  transit 
commissions  which  were  appointed  from  time  to  time  by  the  mavor,  but  this  was 
changed  as  regards  the  city  of  New  York  by  the  enactment  of  the  Rapid  Transit 
Act  of  that  year  which  contemplated  the  cr'^atlon  of  a  single  permanent  com- 
mission and  '^ven  more  radically  by  the  amendments  of  189^  to  that  act  which 
took  the  control  of  such  construction  out  of  the  hands  of  the  local  authorities  and 

•  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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lodged  it  in  a  board  appointed  by  the  Legislature.  To  make  the  board's  authority 
complete,  the  Legislature  gave  it  ample  power  to  carry  on  the  work  independently 
of  other  boards  or  officials,  and  itself  prescribed  the  limit  of  the  amount  of 
Indebtedness  which  the  board  could  incur  on  behalf  of  the  city  at  flfry-flve  million 
dollars.  The  only  province  therefore  of  the  municipal  authorities  after  the  form 
of  the  contract  had  been  approved  by  the  corporation  counsel  was  to  advance  the 
necessary  means  upon  the  requisition  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Board. 

Section  37  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Act,  as  amended  by  chapter  510  of  the  Laws  of 
1896,  provided  in  part: 

"  For  the  purpose  of  providing  the  necessary  means  for  such  construction  •  •  • 
the  board  of  estimate  •  *  •  from  time  to  time,  and  cts  the  tame  9haU  he 
necessary,  and  upon  the  requisition  of  said  board  of  rapid  transit  raUroad  com^ 
missioners  shcUl  direct  the  comptroller,  *  •  •  and  it  shall  thereupon  become 
his  duty,  to  issue  the  bonds  of  said  city  at  such  a  rate  of  interest,  not  exceeding 
three  and  one-half  per  centum  per  annum,  as  said  board  of  estimate  and  appor- 
tionment •  •  •  may  prescribe.  •  ♦  •  The  amount  of  bonds  authorized 
to  be  issued  and  sold  by  this  section  shall  not  exceed  fifty  millions  of  dollars,  par 
value,  without  the  consent  of  the  Legislature  first  had  and  obtained,  provided,  how- 
ever, that  such  amount  shall  be  increased  by  a  sum  not  exceeding  five  millions  of 
dollars,  if  the  board  of  rapid  transit  railroad  commissioners  'shall  certify  that  such 
Increase  is  made  necessary  by  payments  required  for  any  lands,  property,  rights, 
terms,  easements  or  privileges  which  shall  be  acquired  by  the  said  city  as  herein- 
after provided." 

This  was  the  financial  provision  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Act  as  it  existed  in  1000 
at  a  time  Immediately  prior  to  the  exectition  of  the  contract  with  Mr.  McDonald 
for  the  construction  of  the  present  Manhattan-Bronx  Rapid  Transit  Railroad.  It 
will  be  noted  that  the  maximum  amount  of  bonds  to  be  issued  was  fixed  by 
legislative  enactment,  and  the  only  duty  of  the  board  of  estimate  was  "  from  time 
to  time,  and  as  the  same  shall  be  necessary,"  to  *'  direct  the  comptroller  •  *  • 
to  issue  •  *  •  bonds,"  the  theory  of  the  act  evidently  being  that  the  maximum 
expenditure  being  fixed,  the  rapid  transit  board  should  call  on  the  board  of  estimate 
for  funds  as  they  were  needed,  the  intention  being  to  provide  for  carrying  on  the 
work  without  coming  into  conflict  with  the  debt  limit  provision  of  the  Constitution. 
The  provision  for  the .  construction  of  the  railroad  by  sections  was  drawn  with 
this  end  in  view,  and  it  seems  to  me  the  framers  of  the  act  contemplated  the 
requisitioning  of  funds  as  the  work  progressed  without  perhaps  embarasslng  the 
city  by  an  appropriation  at  the  outset  of  the  many  million  dollars  necessary  to 
complete  the  work. 

At  that  time  section  149  of  The  Greater  New  York  Charter  was  in  force  but 
without  the  proviso  excepting  the  rapid  transit  board  from  its  provisions,  and 
when  the  time  came  for  making  the  contract  with  Mr.  McDonald  the  question 
of  certification  proved  most  embarrassing.  To  obviate  this  difficulty  a  bill  was 
presented  to  and  passed  by  the  Legislature  which  was  explained  in  a  memorial 
addressed  to  Governor  Roosevelt,  printed  in  full  at  pages  876  to  880  of  Volume  II 
of  the  minutes  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Board.     On  page  878  it  is  stated : 

•*  On  looking  Into  the  statutes,  the  comptroller  saw  two  apparent  difficulties: 

(a)  The  Rapid  Transit  Act  plainly  provided  that* the  bonds  should  be  Issued  by 
the  board  of  estimate  and  apportionment  or  *  other  local  authority  '  so  that  it  was 
tolerably  apparent  that  the  vote  of  the  municipal  assembly  would  be  necessary  for 
the  issuance  of  the  bonds  required  to  pay  for  the  road. 

(b)  The  Greater  New  York  Charter  in  general  terms  provided  that  no  contract 
should  be  valid  unless  endorsed  with  a  certificate  which  the  comptroller  could  not 
truthfully  give  in  respect  to  the  Rapid  Transit  contract,  and  doubted  whether  the 
proviso  of  section  45  covered  this  point. 

Accordingly,  the  bill  recently  passed  by  both  houses  of  the  Legislature  was 
drafted.  To  meet  the  first  point  above  the  bill  provides  in  express  terms  that 
the  vote  of  the  municipal  assembly  shall  not  be  necessary  thus  doing  away  with 
this  objection. 

As  to  the  second  point,  the  comptroller  is  of  the  opinion  that  for  the  orderly 
conduct  of  the  business  of  his  office  it  is  very  important  that  the  system  established 
by  the  Greater  New  York  Charter  of  making  his  certificate  essential  to  the  validity 
of  each  contract,  and  of  keeping  a  record  of  each  contract,  shall  be  maintained. 
This  is  a  matter  of  the  routine  of  his  office.  In  order  to  meet  these  views,  in 
which  the  mayor  fully  concurs,  the-  bill  was  drawn  in  its  present  form,  so  as  to 
provide  that  the  Rapid  Transit  Commissioners  in  the  city  of  New  York  might  make 
one  requisition  for  the  entire  amount  of  bonds  necessary  to  the  completion  of  the 
contract.  This  they  could  not  do  under  the  existing  act  which  provides  (Laws 
of  1895.  chapter  510,  section  12)  that  the  Board  shall  make  requisition  for  bonds 
'  from  time  to  time  as  the  same  shall  be  necessary.'  It  is  further  provided  by  the 
bill  now  before  you  that  when  such  requisition  is  approved  by  the  board  of  estimate 
and  apportionment,  the  comptroller  shall  certify  the  contract,  and  that  no  further 
certificate  shall  be  necessary,  but  that  the  bonds  shall  only  be  disposed  of  from 
time  to  time  as  may  be  necessary  to  meet  the  payments  due  to  the  contrnctors." 

The  bill  which  was  enacted  into  law  as  chapter  7  of  the  Laws  of  1900  took  the 
form  of  an  amendment  to  section  45  of  the  charter,  which  although  changed  by 
later  amendments  Is,  in  so  far  as  it  affects  this  question,  the  same  as  originally 
drawn,  and  provided : 

"The  board  of  estimate  and  apportionment  and  the  comptroller  of  the  city  of 
New  York  shall,  anything  herein  contained  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding,  be 
subject   to   all   the  duties   and  obligations   prescribed   In  said  chapter   four  of  the 
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laws  of  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety-one  as  amended  for  the  board  of  estimate  and 
apportionment  and  comptroller  therein  mentioned.  Upon  the  ewecution  of  any 
contract  made  pursuant  to  chapter  four  of  the  laws  of  eighteen  hundred  and 
ninety-one  as  amended,  the  board  of.  rapUl  transit  railroad  commisaioners  may,  in 
its  discretion,  make  request  upon  the  board  of  estimate  and  apportionment  for  the 
authorization  of  such  corporate  istock,  either  for  such  amounts  from  time  to  time 
as  ttiey  shall  deem  the  progress  of  the  work  to  require,  or  for  the  full  amount 
sufficient  to  pay  the  entire  estimated  expense  of  executing  such  contract.  In  case 
they  shall  make  requsition  for  the  entire  amount,  the  comptroller  shall  endorse  on 
the  contract  his  certificate  that  funds  are  available  for  the  entire  contract  when- 
ever such  stock  shall  have  been  authorized  to  be  issued  by  said  board  of  estimate 
and  apportionment;  and  in  such  case  such  stock  may  be  issued  from  time  to  time 
thereafter  in  such  amounts  as  may  be  necessary  to  meet  the  requirements  of  such 
contract.  The  certificate  of  the  comptroller,  mentioned  in  section  one  hundred 
and  forty-nine  of  this  act,  shall  not  be  necessary  to  make  such  contract  binding 
on  the  city  of  New  York." 

It  will  therefore  be  seen  that  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  city  officials  the  Rapid 
Transit  Board  was  empowered  to  make  requisition  for  the  full  amount,  but  at  the 
same  time  retaining  the  right  given  both  by  section  37  and  by  the  amendment  to 
section  45  to  requisition  funds  as  they  were  needed.  If  the  full  amount  was  asked 
for,  a  certificate,  different  however  from  that  required  for  the  usual  city  contract, 
was  provided  for ;  but  if  the  full  amount  was  not  asked  for,  then  no  certificate 
was  necessary. 

Since  1900  section  37  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Act  has  been  the  subject  of  important 
amendments,  the  one  most  affecting  this  question  being  the  one  introduced  by 
chapter  562  of  the  Laws  of  1904,  which  removed  the  legislative  restriction  upon 
the  amount  of  bonds  to  be  issued,  and  left  the  matter  of  fixing  the  maximum 
amount  of  rapid  transit  expenditures  in  the  board  of  estimate.  Section  37  now 
provides  in  part: 

"  The  amount  of  bonds  authorized  to  be  issued  and  sold  by  this  section  shall  not 
exceed  the  limit  of  amount  which  shall  he  prescribed  by  the  board  of  estimate  and 
apportionment  or  such  other  local  authority  having  power  to  make  appropriations  of 
moneys  to  be  raisad  by  taxation  :  and  no  contract  •  •  *  shail  be  made  unless 
and  until  such  board  of  estimate  and  apportionment  or  such  other  local  authority 
shall  have  consented  thereto  and  prescribed  a  limit  to  the  amount  of  bonds  avail- 
able for  the  purposes  of  this  section  which  shall  be  sufficient  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  such  contract  in  addition  to  all  obligations  theretofore  incurred  and  to 
be  satisfied  from  such  bonds." 

Although  It  has  been  the  practise  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Board  to  make  requisi- 
tion for  the  full  amount  of  each  contract,  and  although  It  might  seem  from  a  first 
reading  of  this  provision  that  to  prescribe  a  limit  to  the  amount  to  be  expended 
required  such  a  course  to  be  followed.  I  deem  it  clear  from  the  history  of  this 
legislation  and  from  the  other  provisions  of  this  section,  requiring  the  board  of 
estimate  to  make  appropriations  from  time  to  time,  and  the  further  provision  that 
the  limit  prescribed  shall  be  sufficient  to  meet  the  requirements  of  such  contract 
in  addition  to  all  other  outstanding  oblig!ition.s,  that  the  intention  was  to  allow 
the  board  of  estimate  to  exercise  the  right  previously  exercised  by  the  Legislature 
and  put  a  limit  on  all  rapid  transit  expenditures  Irrespective  of  the  contract  or 
the  route  for  which  the  money  was  Intended.  My  conclusion  is  therefore,  that  the 
discretion  of  the  rapid  transit  board  as  to  the  character  of  their  requisitions  has 
remained  undisturbed  and  the  commission  may  now  make,  requisition  for  all  or 
any  part  of  the  money  necessary.  It  therefore  seems  to  me,  unless  there  are  some 
practical  objctions  to  such  a  course  to  which  my  attention  has  not  been  called, 
that  when  the  time  comes  for  submitting  the  Fourth  avenue  contracts  to  the 
board  of  estimate  the  Commission  can  ask  that  board  to  set  a  limit  to  rapid 
transit  expenditures,  and  under  section  45  ask  for  such  part  of  the  total  amount 
called  for  by  the  contract  as  may  be  presently  necessary.  If  less  than  the  full 
amount  Is  requisitioned  section  45  clearly  provides  that  the  comptroller's  certificate 
is  not  necessary. 

Respectfully  yours, 
(fjlgned)  GEO.  S.  COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 


Department  of  Water  Supply,  Gas  and  Electricity. —  Kepairs  in 

water  mains  —  Bills. 

The  Secretary  presented  the  following  opinion  dated  August  3.  1908,  from  the 
Counsel  to  the  Commission,  on  the  certain  claims  presented  by  the  Department  of 
Water  Supplv.  Gas  and  Electricity  for  exnonses  In  connection  with  the  repairing 
of  water  mains,  a  copy  of  which  was  ordered  sent-  to  the  Department  of  Water 
Supply,   Gas  and  Electricity: 
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Opinion   of  Counsel.  * 

August   3,    1906. 

Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District: 

Sirs  : —  I  am  In  receipt  of  the  communication  of  the  Secretary  dated  March 
25th,  transmitting  certain  bills  from  the  Department  of  Water  Supply,  Gas  and 
Electricity  for  expenses  alleged  to  have  been  Incurred  by  it  in  repairing  water  mains, 
which  expenditures  are  claimed  to  hav^  been  rendered  necessary  by  *'  defective 
work  on  the  part  of  the  contractors  for  the  Rapid  Transit  Commission."  In  reply 
to  the  request  for  my  opinion  on  the  claims  presented,  I  desire  to  advise  you  as 
follows: 

The  first  bill  is  for  the  sum  of  $245.27,  claimed  to  have  been  expended  In  repair- 
ing a  20-inch  main  at  the  southeast  corner  of  Lenox  avenue  and  One  Hundred  and 
Twenty -fifth  street.  This  bill  was  forwarded  by  the  Department  of  Water  Supply 
to  the  Rapid  Transit  Board  under  date  of  September  13,  1006,  and  was  then 
rejected  for  the  reason  that  the  injuries  to  the  main  which  were  complained  of  had 
not  resulted  from  the  work  of  subway  construction,  but  from  building  operations 
which  were  being  carried  on  at  that  point.  It  appears  that  in  the  summer  of 
1904,  the  owners  of  the  property  at  the  southeast  corner  of  Lenox  avenue  and  One 
Hundred  and  Twenty-fifth  street  began  excavating  for  a  building.  On  August  2d 
Chief  Engineer  Deyo  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Subway  Construction  Company  wrote 
to  Mr.  Hill,  Chief  Engineer  of  the  Water  Department,  informing  him  that  as  the 
work  of  excavation  was  going  to  be  carried  considerably  below  the  level  of  the 
main  as  it  was  replaced  and  readjusted  under  the  plans  of  the  Water  Department, 
there  was  danger  of  a  leak  unless  particular  caution  was  taken,  and  suggesting 
that  Mr.  Hill  look  into  the  matter.  Apparently  no  heed  was  given  to  this  warn- 
ing. Later,  under  date  of  March  29,  1906,  Mr.  De  Varona,  Acting  Chief  Engineer 
of   the   Department   of   Water   Supply,    wrote   to    the   Rapid   Transit   Board   com- 

f>laining  that  the  main  was  sunken  and  leaking  and  in  a  dangerous  condition.  This 
etter  was  referred  to  Acting  Chief  Engineer  Rice,  who  reported  under  date  of 
April  5,  1905,   as  follows: 

"  Last  summer  the  owners  of  the  property  at  the  southeast  corner  of  One 
Hundred  and  Twenty-fifth  street  and  Lenox  avenue  began  excavating  for  a  build- 
ing and  this  excavation  was  put  down  to  a  considerable  depth  below  the  eleva- 
tion of  the  main,  and  a  wall  (for  vault  space  under  sidewalk)  was  placed  within 
4  or  5  inches  of  the  sheeting  for  the  water  main  trench.  A  portion  of  this'  wall 
fell  down,  probablv  owing  to  the  pressure  of  the  main  and  backfill  in  the  pipe 
trench,  as  the  builders  had  excavated  to  the  sheeting.  *  *  *  In  my  opinion, 
therefore,  the  trouble  with  the  water  main  is  due  to  the  building  operations  on 
the  adjoining  property  and  under  the  sidewalk,  and  not  to  the  subcontractor  who 
laid  the  main." 

In  September,  1905,  the  bill  of  the  Department  of  Water  Supplv  was  submitted 
to  the  Rapid  Transit  Board,  and  on  September  16th,  Chief  Engineer  Rice  again 
reported  on  the  matter  to  the  same  effect  as  above,  stating  that  the  work  was 
not  chargeable  to  subway  construction.  A  copy  of  this  report,  it  appears,  was 
sent, to  the  Department  of  Water  Supply.  No  further  attention  was  paid  to  the 
matter  by  that  department,  however,  until  February  of  this  year,  when  the  bill 
was  again  submitted,  without  any  attempt  to  contravert  the  statements  of  the 
Chief  Engineer. 

The  second  bill  of  the  Department  of  Water  Supply  is  for  the  sum  of  $04.96 
claimed  to  have  been  expended  in  repairing  a  leak  In  a  1-lnch  pipe  over  the  sub- 
way at  the  southwest  corner  of  Lenox  avenue  and  One  Hundred  and  Twenty- 
fifth  street. 

It  appears  that,  during  the  construction  of  the  rapid  transit  railroad  at  this 
point,  four  24-Inch  water  mains  were  laid  across  Lenox  avenue  at  One  Hundred 
and  Twenty-fifth  street,  in  place  of  the  original  48-lnch  main.  The  work  of  chang- 
ing the  water  mains  was  completed  in  the  spring  of  1904.  Final  corrections  of  the 
new  24-inch  mains  with  the  old  4S-lnch  main  were  made  on  April  2  and  3,  1904, 
and  the  water  was  turned  on  In  the  mains  about  11 :30  p.  m.  of  April  3d.  Eleven 
months  later,  on  March  8.  1905,  a  leak  was  observed  which  was  traced  to  a  1-Inch 
pipe  which  had  been  put  in  the  by  the  contractor  for  use  in  connection  with  the  24- ' 
inch  mains  at  the  request  of  the  Department  of  Water  Supply.  The  report. of  the 
Acting  Chief  Engineer,  under  date  of  March  17,  1905,  states :  "  When  the  48-inch 
water  main  was  replaced  by  four  24-Inch  water  mains,  the  Water  Department 
Insisted  that  each  one  of  these  mains  should  have  attached  an  air  cock,  and  they 
were  so  provided.  A  1-inch  pipe  led  from  these  air  cocks  to  a  central  valve  and 
gate,  at  which  point  a  manhole  head  was  placed  in  the  street  so  as  to  afford 
access  to  the  same.  This  work  was  done  in  a  satisfactory  manner."  On  June  30, 
1906,  the  Chief  Engineer  reported:  "The  trouble,  as  stated  in  the  bill,  was  caused 
by  the  1-lnch  pipe  freezing  and  splitting,  and  which  is  ap't  to  occur  again  unless 
the  manhole  is  filled  with  manure,  or  some  other  protective  to  the  pipe,  during  the 
winter  months,"  and  concluded  that  the  Rapid  Transit  contractor  was  not  respon- 
sible for  the  repairs  to  the  pipe,  the  leak  having  been  caused  by  the  failure  of 
the  Department  of  Water  Supply  to  adopt  suitable  prcM'autlons  in  caring  for  the 
pipe,  after  it  had  been  In.stalled  in  a  satinfactory  manner,  and  not  by  the  negli- 
gence or  fault  of  the  contractor  in  Installing  It. 

The  third  bill  is  for  the  sum  of  $043.97  which,  it  is  alleged,  was  expended  in  repair- 
ing a  break  in  the  48-lnch  water  main  on  the  west  side  of  Park  avenue,  between 
Fortieth  and  Forty-second  streets,  which  occurred  on  .Tune  11,  1005.  This  bill  was 
submitted  to  the  Board  of  Rapid  Tran.sit   Railroad   Commissioners   in  September, 
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1D05,  and  rejected  by  them  upon  tbe  ground  that  there  was  no  evidence  to  indicate 
that  the  contractor  had  not  fully  complied  with  all  the  proYisions  of  his  contract. 
The  facts  of  the  case  are  set  forth  In  the  report  of  Mr.  Rice,  Chief  Engineer  of 
the  Board,  to  Mr.  Starin,  the  vice-president,  under  date  of  June  15,  1905  (Minutes 
of  Rapid  Transit  Board,  pp.  3527  to  3529). 

It  appears  that  the  main  In  question  was  an  old  main  which  was  not  removed 
during  the  course  of  construction,  but  was  supported  in  place;  that  the  work  of 
the  Rapid  Transit  contractor  on  this  water  main  was  done  under  the  constant 
supervision  of  competent  engineers  and  Inspectors;  that  the  main  was  thoroughly 
inspected  by  the  representatives  both  of  the  Board  and  of  the  Water  Department; 
that  '*  while  the  cause  of  the  accident  cannot  be  definitely  ascertained  the  pipe, 
being  old,  probably  yielded  at  some  point."  In  view  of  these  facts,  the  board  was 
advised  by  its  counsel  that  "  It  would  be  impossible  to  compel  the  contractor  to 
make  good  the  damages  caused  by  the  accident  "  (Minutes  of  Rapid  Transit  Board, 
p.  3659),  and  later,  when  the  matter  was  again  submitted  to  counsel,  this  opinion 
was  reaffirmed  by  him.  (Minutes  of  Rapid  Transit  Board,  p.  3694.)  The  Board 
finally  notified  the  Department  of  Water  Supply  that  it  had  no  evidence  on  which 
it  could  hold  the  contractor  to  responsibility  for  the  break  (Minutes  of  Rapid 
Transit  Board,   p.   3726). 

It  seems  to  me  that  this  question,  so  far  as  Its  legal  aspect  is  concerned,  nar- 
rows down  to  a  comparatively  narrow  scope.  Contract  No.  One  provides  that 
(p.    19): 

"  The  work  is  to  be  done  and  the  materials  are  to  be  furnished  subject  to 
the  direction  and  approval  of  the  engineer.  The  contractor  shall  promptly 
obey  and  follow  every  direction  within  the  general  purview  of  the  work  which 
shall  be  given  by  the  engineer,  including  any  direction  which  he  shall  give 
by  way  of  withrawal,  modification  or  reversal  of  any  previous  direction  given 
by   him." 

The  Chief  Engineer  has  examined  this  matter  and  has  reported  that  the  con- 
tractor Is  not  to  blame  and  It  seems  to  me  that  under  the  contract  his  decision 
is  final.  A  similar  question  was  the  subject  of  an  opinion  by  the  Counsel  to  the 
Rapid  Transit  Board,  printed  tit  p.  2430  of  Vol.  4  of  the  Minutes.  In  the  opinion 
it  is  stated   in   part: 

"At  its  meeting  on  the  10th  instant,  the  Board  referred  to  us  the  matter 
of  the  claim  of  the  Department  of  Water  Supply  that  the  leak  In  the  water 
main  at  the  southeast  comer  of  Elm  and  Houston  streets  was  due  to  Rapid 
Transit  work,  and  that,  therefore,  the  contractor  ought  to  be  required  by  the 
Board,  at  his  own  expense,  to  make  good  the  defect.  We  have  examined  the 
opinion  in  this  matter  rendered  by  the  Corporation  Counsel  to  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Water  Supply  on  the  5th  of  October  last  and  the  letters  of  the  Com- 
missioner of  Water  Supply  and  his  Chief  Engineer  to  our  Chief  Engineer,  the 
report  of  the  Engineer  of  the  First  Division  to  our  Chief  Engineer,  and  the 
communication  of  the  Chief  Engineer  of  the  Subway  Construction  Company 
to  our  Chief  Engineer.  So  far  as  the  law  of  this  matter  is  concerned,  we 
agree  in  substance  with  the  Corporation  Counsel  that,  where  fire  hydrants 
and  other  water  connections  were  disturbed  by  Rapid  Transit  work,  the  Rapid 
Transit  contractor  was  bound,  under  the  terms  of  the  contract,  to  make  good 
the  Injury  done  by  Rapid  Transit  work,  but  that  the  contractor's  obligation 
does  not  Include  the  duty  of  repair  or  to  make  good  defects  happening  since 
their  restoration  by  the  contractor  and  due  to  some  cause  other  than  the 
manner  In  which  the  work  of  restoration  was  done  by  him. 

"  There  remains  of  this  case,  therefore,  simply  the  question  of  fact  whether 
or  not  the  leak  is  due  to  the  imperfect  manner  in  which  the  contractor  did 
the  work,  or  Is  due  to  thlniirs  hapnenlng  since  he  did  the  work,  and  not  caused 
by  Rapid  Transit  construction.  Upon  this  question  of  fact  there  is  a  dispute 
between  the  Office  of  the  Commissioner  of  Water  Supply  and  the  contractor. 
It  seems  to  us  that  so  far  as  the  Board  is  concerned,  the  decision  of  our  own 
Chief  Engineer  on  this  disputed  question  must  be  final." 

I  think  this  reasoning  is  controlling  in  this  case.  The  entire  charge  of  this 
work  was  lodged  with  the  Rapid  Transit  Board  and  the  contract  provided  that 
work  was  to  be  done  In  accordance  with  the  direction  and  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Chief  Engineer.  The  contractor  has  complied  with  these  requirements  and  it 
seems  to  me  has  done  all  that  Is  required  to  do  by  his  contract.  I  do  not  see  that 
the  question  whether  the  work  has  been  accepted  by  the  City  Departments  is 
material,  because  If  the  work  was  unsatisfactorily  done  the  Chief  Engineer  could 
order  it  to  be  done  over  a?ain.  As  it  is,  the  Chief  Engineer  has  reported 
that  the  work  was  satisfactorily  done.  Aside  from  all  other  questions  it  seems  to 
me  that  it  Is  now  rather  late,  after  the  work  has  been  completed  several  years, 
to  attempt  to  Impose  additional  liability  on  the  contractor. 

Although  these  bills  are  made  out  against  the  Rapid  Transit  Board  I  do  not 
see  how  it  is  possible  that  any  recovery  should  be  had  against  the  Board  or  the 
members  or  against  this  Commission  or  Its  members,  as  successors.  The  Com- 
mission has  no  fund  for  the  purpose  of  paying  these  claims  and  even  if  it  had  it 
would  be  taking  the  money  out  of  one  account  in  the  city  treasurv  and  depositing 
it  under  another.  I  do  not  think  any  question  of  personal  liability  on  the  part 
of  members   of  the  late   Rapid   Transit  Board   or   of  the  Commissioners  can  be 
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seriously  considered.  It  Is.  of  course,  a  well-settled  rule  that  public  officers  to 
whom  a  large  discretion  is  entrusted  are  not  responsible  for  their  acts  within  the 
limits  of  their  authority. 

Respectfully   yours. 
(Signed)  GEO.    S.    dOLBMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Commiaaion. 


Hudson  and  Manhattan  Railroad  Company. —  Pajmente  Ofn  ao- 
count  of  franchise. 

The  secretary  presented  the  following  comniimication  from  N.  Taylor  Phil- 
lips, deputy  comptroller: 

Drpartment   of    Pixancb,    City   of   New    York, 

February  20,  1908. 
The  Public  Service  Commission,  First  Division,  Tribune  Building,  New  York  City: 

Gentlbmbn  : —  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Hudson  and  Manhattan  Railroad 
Company  Is  soon  to  begin  the  operation  of  its  tunnel  under  the  North  river,  and 
the  Subway  Railway  In  this  borough,  it  is  important  that  this  Department  he  ad- 
vised as  to  the  railroad's  financial  obligations  to  the  city.  In  view  of  this  fact  I 
respectfully  ask  that  you  advise  me  as  early  as  possible  of  your  determination  oh 
the  following  propositions : 

Under  the  terms  of  the  several  certificates  all  payments  to  the  city  are  to  be 
made  on  an  annual  basis  and  are  due  at  the  quarters  beginning  January,  April, 
Julv  and  October,  which,  as  I  understand  It,  would  mean  that  the  first  payment 
will  be  due  on  April  1st  this  year. 

The  first  item  in  this  schedule  is  the  $100  for  the  under  the  river  privilege. 

The  payment  of  fifty  cents  per  annum  per  linear  foot  of  single  track  and  also 
station  platform  space  is  soecifled.  Will  you  kindly  advise  me  as  to  the  number  of 
linear  feet,  including  the  Nineteenth  street  station. 

How  is  the  original  payment  for  vault  space  modified  by  the  subsequent  agree- 
ments for  the  payment  of  $1,000  for  each  exit?  In  this  connection  I  beg  to  call 
your  attention  to  the  fact  that,  whereas  the  several  maps  that  have  been  issued 
by  the  railroad  company  show  a  station  at  Eighteenth  street,  no  mention  is  made 
of  said  station  In  anv  of  the  certificates.  It  Is  a  matter  of  fact  that  a  station  at 
Nineteenth  street  will  be  opened  with  the  oflBcial  operation  of  the  road  on  Feb- 
ruary 25th.     Upon  what  basis  will  payment  be  made  for  the  use  of  this  station? 

Does  the  requirement  of  the  payment  of  $9,000  mentioned  in  the  original  certifi- 
cate, and  again  in  the  certificate  of  extensions  for  street  rights,  mean  the  single 
payment  covering  the  entire  route,  or  payments  for  each  of  the  original  lines  and 
the  extensions  from  Sixth  avenue  and  Ninth  street  and  across  through  Ninth 
street  to  Fourth  avenue? 

Is  the  requirement  for  the  payment  of  $3,224  per  annum  for  the  use  of  the 
'underground  portions  of  Greenwich,  Christopher  and  West  Tenth  streets  eliminated 
by  the  contract  for  the  Sixth  avenue  and  Ninth  street  extensions. 

What  provision,  if  anv,  has  been  made  for  payment  for  privileges  at  the  Chris- 
topher street,  the  Ninth  street,  the  Thirty-third  street  and  the  Fourth  avenue 
terminals  and  stations? 

I  beg  also  to  call  your  attention  to  the  provisions  in  these  franchises  that  call 
for  the  filing  with  your  Commission  of  a  sworn  statement  as  to  the  cost  of  con- 
struction of  the  extensions  of  the  orlp^lnal  certlflcato.  Also  that  the  regulation 
of  local  traffic  Is  a  question  that  is  to  be  determined  by  your  board. 

Yours  very  trulv. 
(Signed)  N.   TAYI^OR  PHILLIPS, 

Deputy  Comptroller. 

The  secretary  stated  that  tliis  communication  had  been  referred  to  the 
counsel  to  the  Commission  for  an  opinion  thereon  and  that  the  counsel  on 
June  30,  1908,  had  transmitted  the  following  communication  in  reply  thereto: 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

June  30.   1008. 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District: 

SiBS : — Referring"  to  mv  letter  to  you  bearing  date  March  28,  as  to  rental  payable 
bv  the  Hudson  &  Manhattan  Railroad  Company  for  what  is  known  as  the  McAdoo 
Tunnel  and  privileges  at  Morton  stroet,  Clirlstopher  street.  Sixth  avenue  and  Ninth 
street,  in  the  borough  of  Manhattan.  I  have  now  received  from  the  engineers  to 
the  Commission  the  measurements  referred  to  In  that  opinion  as  a  basis  for  cal- 
culation of  the  sums  to  be  paid  for  the  Items  of  rental  therein  mentioned. 
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I  accordingly  repeat  tiere  the  different  Items  upon  which  the  rental  is  to  be 
calculated,  and  state  besides  the  measurements  and  the  annual  amounts  which  are 
in  my  opinion  payable  under  each  of  the  same  as  of  two  separate  dates,  namely, 
February  25.  1908,  the  date  when  the  railroad  was  first  put  in  opertition,  and  as 
of  June  15,  1908,  the  date  when  operation  on  Twenty-third  street  was  begun,  vi*. : 

Feb.  25  June  15 

( 1)     Outside  the  pier  headline  in  the  Hudson  River,  $100.00  per  annum  for  twenty- 

fiye  yean  beginning  February  25th,  1908 $100.00  $100.00 

2)     From  the  pier  headline  under  the  docks  and  bulkheads  belonging  to  the  City 

and  under  streets  to  terminals  at  33rd  Street  and  Sixth  Avenue  and  Fourth 

Avenue  and  9kh  Street,  50c.  per  annum  per  linear  foot  of  single  track  railway 

under  streets,  and  50c.  per  annum  per  linear  foot  of  subway  station  plat- 
form under  streets  for  ten  years  banning  February  25th,  1908,  ana  for 

the  next  fifteen  years  $1.00  per  annum  per  linear  foot  of  such  single  track 

railway  and  $1.00  per  annum  per  linear  foot  of  subway  statton  platform. 

Feet  of  Sinde  Track  Railway 15861.  1M38. 

Feet  of  Single  Track  Railway,  Crossovers 210.02  210.02 

Feet  of  Hatforms 2852.26  3207.97 


2)18923.88  20051.59 


$0,461.91       $10,025.80 

(3)  Under  certifies  te  of  July  10,  1902,  to  the  terminal  at  Christopher  and  Green- 

wich Streets,  K),000.00  per  annum  for  ten  years  beginning  February  25th, 

1906,  and  for  the  next  fifteen  years  $15,000.00  per  annum 9,000.00  9,000.G0 

(4)  For  rights  under  certificate  of  February  2,  1905,  from  Greenwich  Street  to 

Sixth  Avenue  and  33rd  Street,  and  by  9th  Street  to  Fourth  Avenue,  $9,000.00 
per  annum  for  ten  years  beginning  February  25, 1908,  and  for  fifteen  years 
thereafter  a  sum  equal  to  5%  of  the  estimated  gross  eaminfgB  of  such 
extensions  to  be  agreed  upon  or  arbitrator,  and  in  the  meantime  $9,000.00 
annually ^ 9,000.00         9,000.00 

(5)  For  the  right  to  construct  and  maintain  exits  in  the  streets  and  statkm  ap- 

proaches connected  therewith,  including  so  much  of  station  approaches 
as  may  be  in  Sixth  Avenue,  at  14th  Street,  West  Side,  23rd  Street,  West 
Side,  and  28th  Street.  East  Side,  and  West  Side,  $4,000.00  per  annum  for 
a  period  of  twenty-five  years  beginning  February  25, 1906 4.000.00  4,000.00 

(6)  Under  the  certificate  of  February  2,  1905,  at  page  11,  s  vault  is  anything 

In  the  street  which  is  part  of  a  station  or  of  station  approaches,  and  is 
above  a  horizontal  plane  ten  feet  below  the  surface.  For  vault  space  the 
grantee  Is  to  pay,  provided  it  is  not  paid  for  under  other  clauses  of  the 
contracts,  as  for  instance,  station  platforms  and  exits,  4%  per  annum 
on  the  valuation  of  the  horisontal  srea  occupied,  based  on  the  valuation 
for  taxatk>n  (1904)  of  neighboring  or  adjacent  landa.  exclusive  of  buildings, 
per  square  foot.  One-quarter  of  such  assessed  valuation  is  to  be  deemed 
the  value  per  square  foot  of  the  vault  for  ten  years  bednning  February 
25, 1906,  and  one-half  of  such  assessed  valuation  is  to  be  deemed  the  value 

per  square  foot  for  the  period  of  fifteen  years  thereafter 

The  following  vaults  are  reported  by  the  Engineers  under  the  fore- 
going item: 

Station  lith  St.  and  Wi  Ave.,  East  Side: 

Space  occupied 242  sq.  ft. 

Assessed  value  of  Und  ex.  buildings,  1904 $1,225,000 

Area  in  square  feet 28,393-} 

Valuation  per  square  feet $43,143 

J  thereof $10,786 

Valuation  of  242  sq.  ft $2,610,212 

4%  thereof 104.41  104.41 

Station  \Wi  St.  and  6(A  Ave.,  East  Side: 

Space  occupied 317  sq.  ft. 

Assessed  value  of  land  ex.  buUdings,  1904 $2 ,600.000 

Area  In  square  feet 84 ,640 

Valuation  per  square  foot $30,718 

i  thereof $7.6795 

Valuation  of  317  sq.  ft $2,434.40 

4%  thereof 97.88  97.38 

Station  19th  St.  and  6M  Ave.,  West  Side: 

Space  occupied 321  sq.  ft. 

Assessed  value  of  land  ex.  buildings.  1904 $1 .700.000 

Area  in  square  feet 46.674-} 

Valuation  per  square  foot $36,422 

J  thereof $9,105 

Valuation  of  321  .iq.  ft $2,922,705 

4%  thereof 116.91  116.91 
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Feb.  25  June  15 

SuaUm  ChiHovher  St.  hdwun  Hudaon  and  Ckritloplur  Strtdt: 

In  this  vault  are  involved  several  parcels  of  property  as  follows: 
LU  No.  51,  BUck  630. 

Space  occupied 251  so.  ft. 

Assessed  value  1004 I15.OO0 

Area  In  sq.  ft 2.285 

Valuation  per  sq.  ft $6.5545 

ither«of 11.6411 

Valuation  of  251  sq.  ft..    $411,016 

4%  thereof $16.48  $16.48 

LU  No.  52,  mock  690. 

Space  occupied 456  8q.  ft 

Assessed  value  1004 $0,500 

Area  in  sq.  ft 1.346 

Valuation  per  sq.  ft $7.0578 

ithereof $1.7644 

ValuaUon  of  456  sq.ft..    $804,566 

4%  thereof 32.18  32.18 

Lot  No.  31.  BUKk  630. 

Space  occupied 4580.  ft 

Aoosed value,  1001....    $7,000 

Area  In  sq.  ft 1.468 

Valuation  per  sq.  ft......    $4.7683 

Ithereof $1.1020 

Valuation  of  45  sq.  ft...    $53.64 

4%thereof 2.15  2.15 

LU  No.  30,  Blodc  630. 

Space  occupied 137sq.ft 

Assessed  value  1004 $21,000 

Area  in  sq.  ft 1.862 

Valuation  per  sq.  ft $11.2781 

Ithereof $2.8105 

Valuation  of  137  sq.  ft..    $386,171 

4%  thereof 15.45  15.45 

LU  No.  20.  BloA  605. 

Space  occupied 220  sq.  ft 

Assessed  value,  1004...    $6,000 

Area  In  sq.  ft 050 

Valuation  per  sq.  ft $6.3157 

ithereof $1.5780 

Valuation  of  220  sq.ft..     $347,358 

4%  thereof 13.80  13.80 

LU  No.  21.  BUek  605. 

Space  occupied 15  sq.ft. 

Aoosed  value,  1004...    $6,000 

Area  In  sq.  ft 050 

Valuation  per  sq.  ft $6.3157 

ithereof $1.5780 

Valuation  of  15  sq.ft..    $23,683 

4%thereof .05  .03 


Total $81.10  $81.10 

Station  eikAte,and  23rd  St.,  BaU  Side- 
Space  occupied 364  so.  ft 

•  .    »r~-...  $2,015,000 


$81.10  $81.10 

i\l5iii  1004  .....y.p.\'..'..'.\................    $2  .Oli  .000 

Area  in  sq.  ft 16.006 

Valuation  per  sq.  ft $110,188 

4  thereof ' $20,707 

Valuation  of  864  sq.  ft $10,846,108 

4%thsnof 433.84 

Total $300.80  $833.64 

Grand  Total $31,061.74       $32,050.44 


Thto  annual  rental,  by  the  terms  of  the  certificate,  is  payable  quarterly  at  the  end  of  each  quarter  on  April 
Iflt  July  lit  October  1st  and  January  Ist                                                                  ,„^ 
The  quartcriy  payment  for  April  Ist  being  a  period  of  ninety-one  days,  upon  the  basis  of  February  

25th,  above  sUted,  would  be  the  sum  of $7,000.44 

And  for  tlie  period  of  thirty-five  days,  from  February  25th  to  March  Slst  inclusive,  would  be  the  

turn  of  .77. 3,073.25 

The  quarterly  payment  to  July  1,  1008,  wlU  be  made  up  of  seventy-six  days  under  the  rental  of  

February  25th,  which  amounts  to ?'SSS 

And  of  ftfteen  days  under  the  rental  of  June  15th,  which  amounts  to 1.358.22 

Making  a  toUl  for  the  quarter  ending  July  1 -$8.031.55 

Respectfully  yours,  

(.Signed)  G^O.  S.  COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Commissloa 
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Contracts  Nos.  i  and  2  —  Pneumatic  mail  tubes  in  subway. 

The  secretary  presented  a  communication,  dated  October  3,  1908,  from  the 
chief  engineer  in  regard  to  the  placing  of  mail  tubes  in  subways  stating  that 
it  would  not  be  very  practicable  to  install  them  in  the  subways  constructed 
under  contracts  1  and  2,  except  in  the  East  river  tunnel,  but  that  they  could 
more  easily  be  introduced  into  the  BTookl}Ti  loop  lines  on  account  of  greater 
clearances,  although  such  location  would  not  be  advantageous  for  their  main- 
tenance; also  the  following  opinion  from  the  counsel  to  the  Commission  in 
the  same  matter.  The  secretary  was  instructed  to  communicate  with  Joseph 
Stewart,  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  of  the  Pneumatic  Tube  Commission,  in 
accordance  with  the  last  paragraph  thereof: 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

October   12,    1008. 
PuJilic  Service  Commisaion  for  the  First  District: 

Sirs. —  I  have  the  Secretary's  letter  of  September  30th  embodying  a  letter  dated 
September  28th  from  Joseph  Stewart,  Chairman  of  the  Sub-Committee  of  the 
Pneumatic  Tube  Commission,  and  t  am  also  In  receipt  of  the  Secretary's  letter  of 
October  7th  transmitting  a  copy  of  Chief  Engineer's  report  dated  October  3d  upon 
the  subject  matter  of  Mr.  Stewart's  letter. 

Mr.  Stewart  states  in  part  In  his  letter: 

*'  The  question  has  arisen  as  to  the  probability  of  installing  pueumatic  tubes  for 
mall  purposes  in  existing  or  proposed  subways  In  New  York  and  Brooklyn,  and 
we  desire  to  be  informed  what  the  probable  attitude  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission would  be  toward  such  installation  and  operation  and.  if  such  installation 
were  regarded  as  practicable  and  desirable  under  what  conditions  such  installation 
would  be  allowed  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  and  how  the  permission  to 
install  such  tubes  would  be  obtained." 

So  far  as  the  legal  aspect  of  this  question  is  concerned,  I  desire  to  advise  yon 
that  any  authority  for  the  Installation  of  pneumatic  mall  tubes  must  depend  upon 
the  provisions  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Act.  Section  0  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Act  pro- 
vides In  part  as  follows: 

**  When  the  consents  of  the  local  authorities  and  the  property  owners,  or,  in 
lieu  thereof,  the  authorization  of  the  said  Appellate  Division  of  the  Supreme  Court 
upon  the  report  of  commissioners,  shall  have  been  obtained,  the  board  of  rapid 
transit  railroad  commissioners  shall  at  once  proceed  to  prepare  detailed  plans  and 
specifications  for  the  construction  of  such  rapid  transit  railway  or  railways  In 
accordance  with  the  general  plan  of  construction.  Including  all  devices  and  appur- 
tenances deemed  by  it  necessary  to  secure  the  greatest  eflacleney,  public  conven- 
ience and  safety,  including  the  number,  location  and  description  of  stations  and 
plans  and  specifications  for  the  suitable  supports,  turnouts,  switches,  sidings,  con- 
nections, landing  places,  buildings,  platforms,  stairways,  elevators,  telegraph  and 
signal  devices,  and  other  suitable  appliances  Incidental  and  requisite  to  what  the 
board  may  approve  as  the  best  and  most  efiacient  system  of  rapid  transit  in  view 
of   the   public   needs  and   requirements.     •     ♦     •  »» 

It  seems  to  me  that  under  this  provision  the  only  appliances  authorized  to  be 
constructed  as  part  of  the  railroad  are  those  which  are  ♦'  incidental  and  requisite  " 
to  the  operation  of  the  railroad,  and  from  such  information  as  I  have  It  does  not 
seem  to  me  that  pneumatic  mall  tubes  would  fall  within  this  class.  It  Is  to  be 
remembered  also  that  the  interest  and  sinking  fund  charges  provided  for  in  the 
act  are  to  be  charged  upon  the  cost  of  the  railroad,  and  In  view  of  that  provision 
I  do  not  think  It  proper  that  upon  the  cost  of  the  railroad  should  be  imposed  the 
cost  of  the  construction  of  other  appliances  which,  although  undoubtedly  of  great 
public  use,   are  not  In  themselves  necessary  for  its  operation. 

The  Rapid  Transit  Act  also,  however,  provides  for  the  construction  of  pipe  gal- 
leries, the  cost  of  which,  under  Section  34a,  is  to  be  deducted  from  the  amount  of 
bonds  upon  which  the  interest  and  sinking  fund  charges  are  to  be  paid.  In  regard 
to  these  galleries,  section  6  In  part  provides  that: 

**  the  said  board  may.  In  Its  discretion,  include  in  its  said  plans  provisions  for  gal- 
leries, ways,  subways  or  tunnels  for  sewers,  gas  or  water  pipes,  electric  wires  and 
other  subsurface  structures  and  conductors  proper  to  be  placed  underground, 
whenever  necessary  so  to  do,  In  order  to  permit  of  the  proper  construction  of  any 
railway  herein  provided  for  in  accordance  with  the  plans  and  specifications  of  the 
said  board,  or  for  any  other  purpose  In  furtherance  of  the  public  Interest  or  con- 
venience." 

It  is  further  provided  In  section  6  that  these  galleries  shall  be  maintained  by 
the  city  but  should  be  in  the  care  and  charge  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Board  and 
sublect  to  such  regulations  as  it  should  prescribe. 

The  Chief  Engineer  In  his  report  evidently  considers  it  practicable  to  install  the 
pneumatic  mail  tubes  in  the  pipe  galleries,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  that  course  la 
proper.  The  pipe  galleries  are  provided  for  the  purpose  of  having  placed  therein 
all  subsurface  structures,  except  possibly  those  such  as  sewers  which  would  be  too 
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lar^e  to  be  placed  therein,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  the  placing  of  pneumatic  tubes 
in  those  galleries  would  be  only  following  out  the  plan  Intent  of  the  act. 

In  regard  to  installing  pneumatic  mail  tubes  In  the  subways  at  present  con- 
structed, I  have  noted  that  the  Chief  Engineer,  in  his  report,  evidently  considers 
such  a  course  impracticable,  but  the  same  legal  situation  to  which  I  have  referred 
as  applied  generally  to  subways  seems  to  me  also  to  apply  to  the  ones  now  in 
operation,  although  further  complicated  by  the  fact  that  the  Interborough  Com- 
pany is  now  in  possession  of  those  roads,  under  its  contract  with  the  city.  It 
would  therefore  be  necessary,  as  a  first  step,  to  have  the  consent  of  the  Inter- 
borough Company  to  the  installation  of  these  tubes,  but  even  if  such  consent  were 
given  and  such  a  course  met  with  your  approval,  it  would  seem  to  me  that  addi- 
tional legislation  would  be  necessary  before  It  would  be  proper  to  install  nonrallroad 
structures  in  the  subway.  If  such  authority  should  be  granted  and  the  Inter- 
borough Company  consented  to  placing  these  tubes  in  the  subway.  It  would  then 
be  necessary  for  the  company  operating  the  mall  tubes  to  obtain  from  the  local 
authorities   a  proper  franchise. 

Mr.  Btewfirt  further  asks  how  permission  to  install  such  tubed  would  be 
obtained.  As  placing  the  tubes  in  the  pipe  galleries  seems  to  be  the  only  course 
for  which  there  is  now  authority,  I  think  it  proper  that  Mr.  Stewart  be  advised 
that  as  a  first  step  a  franchise  to  maintain  such  tubes  in  the  streets  must  be 
obtained  from  the  Board  of  Estimate  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Greater  New  York  Charter,  and  when  that  franchise  has  been  obtained  application 
might  properly  be  made  to  you  for  permission  to  place  the  tubes  in  any  galleries 
which  may  have  been  constructed  and  subject  to  such  charges  and  regulations 
as  you  may  prescribe. 

Respectfully  yours, 

(Signed)  GEO.    S.    COLEMAN,  ',   J 

Counsel  to  the  Oommiasion. 


*  [Sewers  as  soon  as  completed  should  be  turned  over  to  municipal  authorities 
for  maintenance.] 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

June  27,  1906. 
Public  Service  CommiBsion  for  the  First  District: 

SiBS : —  I  have  the  Secretary's  letter  of  June  8th,  transmitting  copy  of  a  letter 
from  the  Acting  Chief  Engineer,  dated  the  same  day,  recommending  that  certain 
sewers  along  the  line  of  the  Brooklyn  Loop  Subway  that  have  been  completed  by 
the  contractors  be  turned  over  to  the  municipal  authorities  for  maintenance.  If 
the  Commission  may  properly  take  the  action  suggested  I  am  asked  to  prepare  a 
suitable  communication  or  resolution. 

The  contracts  for  the  construction  of  the  Brooklyn  Loop  Lines  contain  the 
uniform,  provision,  which,  in  the  Degnon  contract,  is  found  on  p.  113,  that: 

**  During  the  progress  of  the  work,  and  until  the  entire  completion  and 
final  acceptance  thereof,  the  sewers,  drains,  basins,  culverts  and  connections 
shall  be  kept  thoroughly  clean  throughout,  and  left  clean,  and  the  drainage 
of  any  old  sewer  that  may  be  taken  up  or  intercepted  shall  be  provided  for 
and  taken  care  of  by  the  contractor." 

There  is  the  further  provision,  uniform  in  all  these  contracts,  that  all  risk  of 
loss  or  damage  to  the  works  during  construction  shall  be  borne  by  the  contractor 
and  that  the  contractor  shall  make  good  any  such  loss  or  damage. 

It  would  seem,  therefore,  that  the  contractor  is  under  obligations  to  take  care 
of  these  sewers,  and  it  is  largely  a  question  of  policy  whether  the  Commission 
deems  It  proper  to  release  him  from  part  of  the  work  required  under  the  contract. 
It  should,  of  course,  be  stipulated  that  the  turning  over  of  these  sewers  to  the 
municipal  authorities  does  Act  release  the  contractor  from  the  obligation  to  repair 
any  defects  in  construction. 

There  are  certain  advantages  In  turning  these  sewers  over  to  the  municipal 
authorities  as  soon  as  completed.  Considerable  confusion  has  been  caused  In  the 
past  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  certain  municipal  officers  have  disclaimed  respon- 
sibility for  accidents  to  sewers  rebuilt  under  Rapid  Transit  auspices,  on  the  ground 
that  the  sewers,  as  reconstructed,  have  never  been  accepted  by  the  city  and  are, 
therefore,  still  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Board,  or  the  Com- 
mission, as  its  successor.  The  acceptance  of  this  work  by  the  city  would  also 
definitely  place  a  date  when  the  sewer  was  completed  and  would  do  a  great  deal 
to  prevent  the. filing  of  claims  four  or  five  years  afterward,  for  defects  in  sewers 
which  were  caused  by  wear  and  tear  and  not  by  any  defect  in  construction.  I 
have  before  me  at  the  present  time  a  number  of  claims  made  by  the  Department 
of  Water  Supply,  Gas  and  Electricity,  for  repairs  to  water  mains  which  It  Is 
claimed  by  them  were  rendered  necessary  by  defective  work  on  the  part  of  the 
rapid  transit  contractor.  The  Chief  Engineer  for  the  Commission,  on  the  other 
hand,  reports  that  those  water  mains  were  properly  constructed  as  a  part  of  the 
work  of  constructing  the  Manhattan-Bronx  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  and  that  the 
repairs  necessary  were  not  due  to  defective  work,  but  In  most  cases  to  wear  and 
tear  which  have  caused  the  same  or  more  damage  if  the  mains  had  not  been 
affected  at  all  by   rapid  transit  work.     If  these  sewers  arc  now  accepted  by  the 
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Borough  President  and  maintained  under  his  direction  it  is  to  be  expected  that 
any  defects  in  construction  will  be  promptly  discovered  and  called  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Commission. 

If  the.  Commission   desires   that  the  action    recommended  by   the  Acting  Chief 
Engineer  be  taken,  I  would  advise  the  transmittal  of  letters  substantially  in  the 
form  enclosed  to  the  Borough  President  and  to  the  contractors. 
Respectfully  yours, 

(Signed)  GEO.     S.    COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Comtnisaion. 


BROOKLYN  LOOP  LINES. 

•  [Subway  should  be  constructed  out  Broadway,  Brooklyn,  from  the  Williams- 
burg Bridge  to  the  crossing  at  Broadway  and  Lafayette  avenue,  as  without  it 
the  Center  street  »ubway  is  almost  useless.] 

Opinion  op  Commission. 

(Adopted  May  26,  1908.) 

.CO.\lMISSIOXKR.S     BA8.SETT     AND     McCARROLL  : 

The  Manhattan  portion  of  the  Brooklyn  loop  lines  now  in  course  of  construc- 
tion will  be  completed  In  about  one  year.  No  contract  has  been  made  for 
equipment  and  operation.  The  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Commissioners 
let  the  contracts  for  the  construction,  but  Instead  of  proceeding  with  the  con- 
struction of  the  Brooklyn  portion  gave  their  attention  to  the  Fourth  avenue 
subway  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn.  Probably  our  predecessors  considered  that 
the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  would  equip  and  operate  the 
Manhattan  portion  of  the  Brooklyn  loop  lines  and  that  the  completion  of  the 
Brooklyn  portion  could  be  deferred  for  some  time.  This  is  shown  by  the  fact 
that  on  Febniary  7th,  1907,  one  week  after  the  Rapid  Transit  Board  by  resolu- 
tion approved  the  construction  of  the  Centre  street  subway,  the  following  reso- 
lution was  passed: 

"  Resolved,^  That  the  charter  of  the  rolling  stock  which  will  be  allowed  in  the 
portion  of  Subway  Route  No.  9,  connecting  the  Manhattan  terminals  of  the 
Williamsburg  and  Brooklyn  Bridges,  shall  be  at  least  as  good  as  the  most  modem 
now  operated  on  the  elevated  railway  tracks  of  the  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit 
Company." 

Your  committee  has  had  a  number  of  conferences  with  the  president  and  other 
officers  of  this  company  and  has  now  been  Informed  by  them  that  the  company 
is  unwilling  to  consider  equipping  or  operating  the  Manhattan  portion  of  the 
Brooklyn  loop  lines  under  the  existing  requirements  of  the  law.  It  is  but  fair 
to  say  that  the  company  has  not  at  any  time  so  far  as  your  committee  can 
learn  assented  to  the  operation  of  this  subway  by  it.  The  reasons  of  its  officers 
for  taking  this  position  are  that  the  operation  of  their  cars  across  the  bridges 
is  carried  on  at  a  loss  and  that  operation  of  trains  by  It  In  the  Manhattan  sub- 
way would  bring  no  appreciable  Increase  In  income  but  would  on  the  contrary 
result  in  such  a  loss  as  to  impair  the  ability  of  the  company  to  perform  its 
obligations  to  the  public  within  the  borough  of  Bi-ooklyn.  Your  committee  con- 
siders that  it  is  now  definitely  settled  that  the  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany will  not  be  willing  to  secure  rights  in  the  subway  so  that  it  can  operate 
Its  Broadway-Brooklyn  trains  over  the  Williamsburg  Bridge  and  through  the 
Delancey  and  Centre  street  subway  to   the  City  hall. 

The  authorities  are  therefore  confronted  with  two  serious  questions:  first,  how 
shall  such  subway  be  utilized  lo  divert  part  of  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  traffic  to 
the  Williamsburg  Bridge  and,  secondly,  how  shall  the  Centre  street  railway  be 
utilized    in    the    meantime. 

In  the  opinion  of  your  committee  the  full  use  of  the  Williamsburg  Bridge  can 
be  obtained  in  connection  with  the  subway  now  in  course  of  construction  in 
Manhattan  by  building  all  or  part  of  the  Brooklyn  portion  of  the  loop  lines. 
If  the  resources  of  the  city  would  permit.  It  would  be  very  desirable  to  com- 
plete the  Broadway-Lafayette  avenue  subway  loop  at  once,  or  to  extend  the 
Broadway  subway  to  Bast  New  York,  but  inasmuch  as  funds  for  municipal  con- 
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Rtructlon  appear  to  be  limited  and  the  greatest  possible  usefulness  and  earning 
capacity  of  every  mile  of  subway  constructed  must  be  considered,  your  com- 
mittee has  come  to  the  conclusion  that  construction  should  first  extend  out 
Broadway-Brooklyn,  from  the  WilIlam8l)urR  "jBrldge  to  the  comer  of  Broadway 
and  Lafayette  avenue.  This  route  has  already  been  laid  out  and  consents 
have  been  duly  obtained.  It  would  serve  the  most  populous  part  of  Brooklyn 
and  divert  to  the  Williamsburg  Bridge  &nd  away  from  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  a 
large  part  of  the  population  that  Is  now  using  the  Lexington  avenue  and 
Ridgewood  elevated  lines  and  causing  great  congestion  on  part  of  the  Brooklyn 
Bridge  surface  lines.  Such  an  Important  relief  to  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  would 
allow  more  elevated  and  surface  cars  to  operate  across  Brooklyn  Bridge  to  every 
other  part  of  Brooklyn  and  would  tend  to  relieve  the  present  overcrowding  of 
through    trains    on    every    Brooklyn    elevated    line. 

The  proposed  portion  of  the  Brooklyn  loop  lines  Is  laid  out  for  four  trncki? 
and  from  the  Williamsburg  Bridge  Plaza  to  Lafayette  avenue  measures  11,000 
feet.  Its  estimated  cost  including  terminal  construction  at  the  Williamsburg 
Bridge  is  |10,000,000.  No  real  estate  with  the  possible  exception  of  stations 
or  station  entrances  needs  to  be  taken.  The  fact  that  it  is  now  definitely 
settled  that  the  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  Company  will  not  be  willing  to  operate 
Its  Broadway -Brooklyn  trains  In  the  Centre  street  subway  brings  this  subject 
Into  a  much  more  important  place  than  it  held  during  the  last  months  of  the 
existence  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Board.  No  small  stretch  of  subway  in  Brooklyn 
will  divert  so  many  passengers  from  the  Brooklyn  Bridge.  Without  it  the 
Centre  street  -subway  Is  almost  useless.  At  some  later  time  the  Lafayette  ave- 
nue portion  of  the  loop  lines  can  be  built,  or  construction  extended  further  out 
Broadway. 


Manhattan  Section  —  Brooklyn  Loop  Lines. 

•  [The  Brooklyn  Bridge  station  of  the  Loop  Lines,  Manhattan  section,  should 
be  constructed  upon  a  lower  level  than  originally  planned.] 

OriNiON  OF  Commission. 

(Adopted  September  20,  1908.) 

Commissioners  MALTniB,  McC^hroll  and  Bassett  : — 

The  recommendations  of  the  Chief  Engineer,  which  have  been  referred 
to  this  Committee,  provide  for  the  construction  of  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  station 
upon  a  level  somewhat  lower  than  had  originally  been  planned.  This  change 
will  make  it  possible  to  construct  a  mezzanine  fioor  throughout  the  entire  station, 
which  will  facilitate  very  considerably  the  movement  of  passengers.  It  will 
make  possible  the  elimination  of  escalators  and  subpassageways,  which  is  very  desir- 
able. It  will  necessitate,  however,  the  con.structlon  of  a  special  sewer.  The  addi- 
tional expense  of  these  changes  Is  estimated  by  the  Chief  Engineer  to  be  approxi- 
mately forty-five  thousand  dollars,  but  the  changes  are  so  advantageous  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  your  committee,  they  are  extreniel.v  desirable,  and  their  approval  Is 
recommended. 

It  should  be  stated  that  th<»  lowering  of  the  level  of  the  station  will  not 
interfere  with  a  possible  connection  In  the  future  with  tho  Brooklyn  Bridge. 
It  will  also  be  possible  to  extend  all  of  the  tracks  In  a  double-level  subway  down 
Nassau  sti-eet,  or  to  extend  two  down  Nassau  street  and  two  down  William 
street.  This  feature  of  the  situation  Is  considered  very  important  for  the  exten- 
sion of  the  loop  lines  at  some  future  time  Is  very  probable. 

Your  committee  recommends,  therefore,  that  the  base  of  rail  in  the  Brooklyn 
Bridge  Station  \yo  lowered  as  Indicated  In   the  plans  transmitted  herewith. 


Thereupon  the  following  resolution  was  a^lopted: 

RcBolved,  That  the  report  ( 
le  recommendations  of  the  < 

Dated  September  29,  1008. 


Resolved,  That  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  the  Manhattan  I^oop  Lines,  upon 
the  recommendations  of  the  (Miief  Engineer  be  approved. 


•  See  footnote,  page  0. 
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Fourth  Avenue  Subway. 

*  [The  Fourth  avenue  subway  contracts  and  drawings  should  be  so  modified 
as  to  reduce  the  grades  and  Increase  the  head-room.] 

The  chairman,  with  th«  approval  of  the  comuiittoe  on  the  whole,  sent  in 
the  following  communication  to  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment: 

January   8,    1908. 
To  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment  of  the  City  of  New  York: 

Gentlemen  : —  During  the  preparation  of  the  contracts  and  the  contract  draw- 
ings for  the  Fourth  avenue  subway  in  Brooklyn,  the  Public  Service  Commission 
has  considered  it  advisable  to  make  certain  modifications,  so  as  to  reduce  the 
grades  and  to  Increase  the  headroom.  The  object  of  these  changes,  which 
have  been  recommended  by  Chief  Engineer  Seaman,  is  to  promote  the  more 
rapid,  safe  and  economical  operation  of  trains  and  to  make  it  possible  for 
cars  now  being  used  in  the  local  suburban  traflftc  of  steam  railroads  to  be  operated 
through  the  sub.way.  By  so  doing  this  would  also  facilitate  the  making  of 
more  advantageous  contracts  by  the  City  for  the  subsequent  rental  and  opera- 
tion of  the  road.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  it  would  be  a  gr^at  mistake 
to  build  any  future  subway  of  such  dimensions  that  an  existing  railroad  might 
be  debarred  from  being  a  competitive  bidder  or  through  which  it  would  be 
impossible  to  run  railroad  cars,  no  matter  how  desirable  and  necessary  it  might 
prove  to  generations  hence. 

The  trains  run  through  the  Fourth  avenue  subway  will  continue  over  the  Man- 
hattan Bridge  and  be  run  through  the  subway  loop  now  under  construction  in  Canal 
and  Centre  streets.  If  the  Fourth  avenue  subway  is  enlarged,  it  would  be  advisable 
to  enlarge  the  subway  loop,  otherwl.se  the  larger  cars  used  by  steam  roads 
could  only  run  as  far  as  the  Manhattan  terminal  of  the  Manhattan  Bridge;  the 
subway  loop  only  allowing  for  a  headroom  of  thirteen  feet  six  Inches  above  top 
of  rail,  whereas  fourteen  feet  six  inches  are  necessary  for  the  cars  used  in  sub- 
urban traffic. 

The  subway  loop,  connecting,  as  it  docs,  the  Williamsburg  Bridge  with  the  other 
two  bridges,  Is  so  planned  that  the  cars  from  any  future  subway  extending  into 
Brooklyn  or  Queens  from  the  Brooklyn  terminus  of  the  Williamsburg  Bridge,  can 
be  run  through  the  subway  loop.  If  the  present  headroom  of  thirteen  feet  six 
inches  is  not  enlarged,  it  will  not  be  possible  to  allow  for  any  railroad  connection 
with  such  future  subways,  and  will  make  it  impossible  for  any  of  the  present 
railroads  in  Queens  to  reach  Manhattan  via  the  Williamsburg  Bridge  and  subway 
loop. 

The  plans  for  the  loop  also  provided  for  a  double  deck  subway  in  part  and  for 
the  use  of  grades  frequently  as  high  as  4  per  cent,  and  in  some  instances  as  high 
as  5%  per  cent.  The  steepness  of  these  grades  and  the  frequency  with  which 
they  follow  one  another  in  the  loop,  will  not  only  greatly  increase  the  cost  of 
operation  but  limit  materially  the  number  of  trains  that  can  be  run  through  the 
subway  in  a  given  period  and  Increase  the  possibility  of  accidents. 

Our  Chief  Engineer,  Mr.  Seaman,  after  careful  study  of  the  problem,  had  found 
that  it  is  possible  to  modify  the  plans  for  the  subway  loop  so  as  to  increase  the 
height  of  the  tunnel,  to  modify  the  grades,  to  decrease  their  number,  and  to  do 
away  with  the  double  deck  stations  and  tracks.  To  make  these  changes  it  will 
be  neceKsary  to  change  two  of  the  stations,  and  in  order  to  make  proper  connection 
with  the  crosstown  line  In  Canal  street,  it  Is  proposed  to  unite  the  two  stations 
at  Leonard  Franklin  street  and  nt  Howard-Grand  street,  into  one  station  at  Canal 
street.  It  Is  also  proposed  to  operate  the  loop  as  two  double-track  railroads, 
instead  of  one  four-track  road,  but  with  crossovers  to  be  used  In  case  of  accident, 
or  when  needed  for  the  shunting  of  trains.  Eventually  this  might  lead  to  the 
connection  of  the  Williamsburg  Bridge  with  the  Brooklyn  Bridge,  which  would  nat- 
urally serve  the  purposes  of  the  elevated  roads  in  Brooklyn  which  connect  with 
these  two  bridges.  The  other  set  of  tracks  would  be  operated  in  connection  with 
the  Manhattan  Bridge,  through  the  proposed  terminal  at  Chambers  street,  and  thence 
down  William  or  Nassau,  crossing  the  East  river  by  a  tunnel,  and  connecting  with 
some  future  subway  In  Brooklyn.     This  loop  would  naturally  serve  the  Fourth  ave- 
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nae  subway,  and  could  be  operated  there  In  conjunction  with  or  entirely  independent 
of  the  loop  previously  described. 

This  modification  simplifies  a  very  complicated  plan;  ellmlnnteB  two  double-deck 
stations,  making  all  tracks  on  a  level ;  would  work  in  conjunction  with  a  proposed 
future  line  across  Canal  street  to  the  North  river,  and  thereby  connect  with  all 
northbound  and  southbound  routes  which  would  intercept  it,  with  the  Fourth 
avenue  subway  and  the  Manhattan  Bridge,  and  would  Increase  very  materially  the 
safety  of  operation.  It  is  estimated  that  the  operating  capacity  would  be  Increased 
fully  25  per  cent,  in  addition  to  the  proposed  tunnel  connections,  and  also  that 
the  time  of  construction  would  be  materially  decreased. 

Cost  of  the  work  as  revised  would  be  somewhat  greater  or  somewhat  less  than 
the  plans  previously  adopted,  according  to  whether  pipe  galleries  are  or  are  not 
provided  for. 

Inasmuch  as  these  changes  involve  'the  use  of  money  already  appropriated  by 
your  Board,  we  shall,  as  soon  as  they  are  completed,  lay  the  revised  plans  and 
estimates  before  you,  and  in  the  meanwhile  present  for  your  consideration  these 
facts  as  outlined. 

Very  truly  yours, 

(Signed)  WM.   It.    WILLCOX, 

Chairman. 


Fourth  Avenue  Subway. —  Prohibiting    the    sinking    of    wells 

which  will  interfere  with  its  construction. 

Extracts   from   Minutes   of   January   21,   1908 : 

Commissioner  McCarroll : —  "  We  took  up  the  matter  yesterday  with  reference  to 
wells  on  Fourth  avenue.  It  was  reported  to  us  that  wells  were  being  sunk  there 
under  permission  of  the  Borough  President  of  Brooklyn,  which  would  .interfere  more 
or  less  with  the  construction  of  the  Fourth  avenue  subway.  I  move  you,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  a  letter  be  addressed  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Borough  President 
stating  that  this  fact  has  been  reported  to  us  and  representing  to  him  also  that 
the  sinking  of  wells  will  interfere  with  the  construction  of  the  subway,  and  should 
be  prohibited.'* 

The  motion  was  duly  seconded. 

Commissioner  Eustis : —  "  I  think  we  ought  to  go  further  and  ask  him  to  revoke 
any  permits  that  have  already  been  granted." 

Commissioner  McCarroll : —  "  I  think  we  had  better  communicate  with  him  by 
letter,  asking  him  how  the  matter  stands." 

Commissioner  Bassett : —  "  In  making  an  amendment  to  that  motion  I  want  to 
suggest  that  the  Bureau  of  W^ater  Supply,  Gas  and  Blectricty,  which  is  directly 
under  the  city  administration,  has  made  this  arrangement  with  the  well  contractor, 
directing  him  to  put  down  these  wells  along  the  Park  slope  in  Brooklyn,  and  that 
Mr.  Coler's  powers  merely  extend  to  permitting  It  to  be  done  in  a  certain  place, 
he  not  having  the  power  to  refuse  to  have  It  done  In  some  place.  In  other  words, 
he  perhaps  might  have  been  compelled  by  mandamus  proceedings  if  he  had  not 
given  the  permission  to  do  it  In  some  place.  Fourth  avenue  is  surely  not  the  right 
place  to  do  so,  because  the  proposed  subway  or  pipe  galleries  or  stations  which  are 
not  yet  definitely  decided  upon  would  make  it  very  inadvisable  Indeed  if  test  wells 
or  permanent  wells  should  go  down  anywhere  In  that  avenue.  I  therefore  move 
the  amendment  that  another  letter  of  the  same  tenor  be  sent  to  the  Bureau  of 
Water  Supply.  Gas  and  Electricity." 

Commissioner  McCarroll : —  **  I  do  not  see  any  objection.  My  idea  was  to  draw 
out  in  more  official  manner  than  we  had  it  in  the  Information  and  facts  so  that 
we  might  take  the  proper  steps  afterwards." 

The  secretary  was  thereupon  directed  to  scud  commimicatit)n8,  as  suggested 
above,  to  the  Borough  President  and  to  ih<i  Bureau  of  Water  Supply,  Gas  and 
Klectricity. 
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Fourth  Avenue  Subway. 
In  May,  1908,  the  CommisBion  awarded  contracts  for  the  Fourth  avenue 
subway  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  sent  formal 
oommtmications  to  that  board  asking  its  approval.  No  action  having  been 
taken,  the  chairman  was  authorized  by  the  Commission  to  send  the  following 
letter  to  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment  on  November  19,  1908: 

Letter  op  Chairman  Willcox. 
Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment,  No.  277  Broadtoay,  Neu>  York  City: 

Gbntlbmbn: — On  the  18th  day  of  June,  1905,  the  so-called  Fourth  arenue  line 
was  laid  out  by  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Commissioners.  This  action  was 
approved  by  your  Board  according  to  law  6n  the  14th  day  of  July,  1905.  There- 
after your  Board  on  the  4th  day  of  June,  1907,  approved  of  the  preparation  of 
contracts  for  construction  only  of  such  rapid  transit  line.  Our  predecessors,  the 
Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Commissioners  accordingly  prepared  contracts  snd  fixed  a 
day,  as  required  by  law.  for  a  hearing  on  the  forms  of  contracts.  Before  the  day 
for  such  bearing  arrived  the  Public  Service  Commission  was  created  and  succeeded 
to  the  duties  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Board.  This  Commission  found  It  advisable 
to  make  certain  changes  In  the  plans  in  order  that  gradients  might  be  lessened  and 
capacity  increased,  of  all  of  which  your  Board  approved.  Bids  for  the  first  six 
sections  of  this  subway,  extending  from  the  Manhattan  Bridge  to  Fortieth  street, 
Brooklyn,  were  opened  on  the  8th  day  of  May,  1908,  and  this  Commission  imme- 
diately designated  which  of  the  bidders  it  approved.  It  thereupon  became  necessary 
for  your  Board  to  sanction  the  execution  of  all  or  pa.Tt  of  these  six  contracts,  but 
no  action  whatever  has  been  taken  upon  any  of  them  by  your  Board.  More  than 
six  months  have  now  elapsed  since  you  were  asked  to  authorize  the  execution  of 
these  contracts,  but  your  Board  has  neither  assented  to  their  execution  nor  signified 
your  disapproval. 

It  is  plain  that  this  Commission,  which  Is  the  only  body  authorized  by  law  to 
construct  city  owned  rapid  transit  lines,  is  prevented  from  making  any  progress 
whatever  in  this  important  branch  of  city  development.  It  is  useless  to  press  the 
construction  of  other  rapid  transit  lines  while  the  Fourth  avenue  line,  of  which 
yon  stood  sponsor,  to  the  same  extent  as  our  predecessors,  the  Board  of  Rapid 
Transit  Commissioners,  is  held  in  abeyance. 

It  is  expected  that  the  Manhattan  Bridge  will  be  completed  in  about  one  year. 
If  the  proposed  subway  can  be  constructed  the  bridge  can  be  put  to  immediate  use 
for  rapid  transit  purposes.  The  construction  of  these  six  sections  would  accom- 
plish a  deflection  of  a  considerable  amount  of  traffic  from  the  Brooklyn  Bridge. 
It  is  most  desirable  that  construction  should  proceed  at  once  in  Flatbush  avenue 
extension  as  no  paving,  pipe  laying  and  introduction  of  usual  improvements  can 
well  take  place,  without  great  loss,  until  the  subway  construction  is  completed. 
The  city  has  opened  this  new  street  at  great  expense  and  it  should  be  improved 
without  delay.  Applications  have  been  received  by  your  honorable  Board  from  a 
number  of  street  surface  railroad  companies  to  operate  the  Flatbush  avenue  exten- 
sion and  Manhattan  Bridge,  but  no  suitable  roadway  for  these  lines  can  be 
provided  until  the  subway  construction  is  done.  This  Commission  after  careful 
consideration  has  decided  that  it  is  not  necessary  or  desirable  to  Introduce  elevated 
railroad  construction  in  Flatbush  avenue  extension,  so  that  now  the  need  is  more 
apparent  for  the  speedy  construction  of  the  subway  in  this  street  and  the  prompt 
utilization  of   the  street   for   surface  ears  and  vehlcubir   traffic. 

A  large  number  of  bids  were  received  for  the  construction  of  the  first  six  sections 
and  the  figures  offered  by  the  lowest  bidders  were  fairly  reasonable.  It  is  claimed 
that  prices  of  labor  and  material  will  advance,  and  if  this  is  the  case  It  is  probable 
that  difficulty  will  be  experienced  in  holding  bidders  to  their  present  figures. 
Indeed,  it  Is  uncvtain  whether  the  delay  already  caused  by  the  non  execution  of 
contracts  will  not  make  trouble  In  this  respect. 

From  every  point  of  view  it  is  desirable  that  your  Board  should  take  some 
action  on  these  contracts.  This  Commission  has  gone  to  the  extent  of  its  powers 
in  progressing  the  work  which  your  Board  has  repeatedly  officially  sanctioned.    We 
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urgently  request  you  to  allow  Immediate  progress  to  be  made  in  this  in4>ortant 
work.  This  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  work  on  this  subway  should 
be  proceeded  with  at  once  and  that  further  delay  will  be  most  unfortunate  and 
harmful. 


Name  of  Station,  Brooklyn. 
Opinion  op  Commission. 
(Adopted  March   20,   lfiH«.) 

COMMISSlONKH   McCAKBOLL  : 

Regarding  Hoyt  Street  Station  of  the  Brooklyn  Subway. 

Referring  to  the  matter  of  the  designation  of  the  station  at  Hoyt  street,  of  the 
Brooklyn  Subway,  which  was  referred  to  me  as  committee  to  consider  the  sug- 
gestion of  Messrs.  Frederick  Loeser  &  Company,  for  a  change  In  the  name  to 
Hoyt-Duffleld,  I  have  to  report  having  carefully  considered  the  matter  and  made 
some  enquiries  regarding  same. 

DuflBeld  street  has  had  for  a  long  period  a  station  on  the  elevated  railroad  and 
Is  well  known  to  the  traveling  public  as  being  the  most  convenient  to  reach  the 
retail  shopping  district.  Hoyt  street  on  the  other  hand  is  not  so  marked  and, 
while  a  well  known  street,  has  not  the  signlflcance  in  the  same  respect  that  Duf- 
fleld  street  has. 

The  station  has  an  exit  on  both  of  these  streets,  so  that  It  Is  entirely  proper 
that  either  or  both  names  should  be  used. 

A  good  deal  of  confusion  has  been  caused  In  some  stations  of  the  Manhattan 
Subway  where  there  are  exits  on  two  different  streets,  as  for  Instance,  in  Fulton 
and  John  streets.  It  Is  noticed  that  many  people  do  not  know  of  the  exit  at  John 
street,  which  Is  not  so  well  known  a  street  as  Fulton  street,  and  are  often  car- 
ried a  block  beyond   the  one  most  convenient. 

In  view  of  these  considerations  and  of  the  further  one  that  there  are  obvious 
objections  to  using  the  name  Bridge  street,  at  which  there  is  also  an  exit,  I  have 
to  recommend  that  the  station  be  designated  as  the  Hoyt-DuflBeld  street  station. 


Stoppage  of  Work  on  Broadway  Extension  of  Subway. 

The  board  of  aldermen  adopted  a  resolution  condemning  delay  in  the  erection 
of  station  at  231st,  238th  and  242d  streets. 

Opinion  op  Commission. 
(Adopted  March  17,  1908.) 
Commissioner  Eustim  : 

In  the  matter  of  the  resolution  of  the  board  of  aldermen  referred 
to  us  by  the  corporation  counsel  on  March  10th  relating  to  the  stoppage  of  work 
on  the  Broadway  extension  of  the  subway,  and  which  was  referred  to  me  for 
report,  I  beg  to  say  that  I  have  Inquired  Into  the  facts  through  the  engineer's 
department  and  find  that  this  work  was  stopped  In  November  last  on  account  of 
the  failure  of  the  company  to  get  the  steel  needed  for  the  construction  of  the  Two 
Hundred  and  Thirty-flrst  and  Two  Hundred  and  Thirty-eighth  street  stations,  and 
for  the  further  reason  that  at  that  time  the  owner  of  a  part  of  the  property  in 
Two  Hundred  and  Thirty-first  street  that  is  to  be  taken  in  the  widening  of  the 
street  refused  to  allow  the  construction  to  go  on  at  that  time  as  the  title  to  the 
property  had  not  vested  In  the  city.  I  understand  that  after  the  work  stopped 
this  gentleman  changed  his  mind  and  sent  word  through  the  alderman  for  the 
district  that  he  was  willing  to  allow  the  work  to  proceed  at  that  point,  and  as 
soon  as  this  information   was   received   orders   were  given  to  the  Rapid   Transit 
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Construction  Company  to  proceed  at  once  with  their  work,  which  was  done  on 
March  2d.  They  are  now  working  four  gangs  of  riveters  and  expect  more  to 
b6  at  work  In  a  few  days,  that  most  of  the  steel  work  has  been  delivered  and 
the  rest  will  be  on  hand  as  soon  as  needed,  and  the  work  will  be  pushed  rapidly 
until  the  same  Is  completed,  which  the  company  expect  will  be  done  before  the  first 
of  June. 

It  was  ordered  that  a  copy  be  transmitted  to  the  Board  of  Aldermen. 


Sale  of   Buildings   on    Property  Acquired   for   Rapid   Transit 

Purposes. 

•  [While  under  the  Rapid  Transit  Act  proceeds  of  safes  of  buildings  are  to  be 
applied  under  the  direction  of  the  Commission,  such  proceeds  are  not  to  be  handled 
by  the  Commission  but  by  the  city  authorities.] 

The  commissioners  of  the  sinking  fund  «wiopted  the  following  resolution: 

"  Resolved,  That  the  Commissioners  of  the  Sinking  Fund  hereby  decline  to  author- 
ize or  approve  the  sale  of  any  buildings  upon  property  acquired  for  rapid  transit 
purposes,  at  the  request  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  whenever  the  appli- 
cation contains  a  request  that  the  proceeds  of  such  sale  be  turned  over  to  the 
Public  Service  Commission." 

The  chairman,  on  behalf  of  the  Commission,  made  the  following  reply  thereto : 

N.  Taylor  Phillips,  Secretary,  Commission  era  of  the  Sinking  Fund  of  The  City  of 
New  York: 

Sir. —  On  behalf  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  I  beg  to 
acknowledge  receipt  of  certified  copy  of  resolution,  adopted  by  the  Commissioners 
of  the  Sinking  Fund  May  27,     1906,  as  follows: 

'^Resolved,  That  the  Commissioners  of  the  Sinking  Fund  hereby  decline  to  au- 
thorize or  approve  the  sale  of  any  buildings  upon  property  acquired  for  Rapid 
Transit  purposes,  at  the  request  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  whenever  the 
application  contains  a  request  that  the  proceeds  of  such  sale  be  turned  over  to 
the  Public  Service  Commission." 

There  seems  to  be  some  misapprehension  on  the  part  of  the  Commissioners  of 
the  Sinking  Fund  with  respect  to  the  position  of  the  Public  Service  Commission 
on  the  proper  disposition  of  the  proceeds  of  sale  of  buildings  or  other  property 
no  longer  necessary  for  rapid  transit  purposes.  This  Commission  has  not  requested 
that  the  proceeds  of  any  such  sale  "  be  turned  over "  to  it.  The  provision  in 
the  resolution  heretofore  submitted  to  the  efTect  that  the  proceeds  of  sale  be  ap- 
plied *•  either  to  the  purchase  of  other  property  necessary  for  rapid  transit  pur- 
poses or  shall  be  applied  in  all  respects  as  the  payments  of  rehtal  to  be  made 
by  the  contractor  as  provided  In  this  act  "  was  pursuant  to  section  39  of  the 
Rapid  Transit  Act,  as  amended  by  chapter  587,  Laws  of  1901,  and  chapter  564, 
Laws  of  1904.  While  under  that  act,  as  amended,  the  proceeds  of  sale  are  to  be 
applied  under  the  direction  of  this  Commission  as  successor  of  the  Board  of  Rapid 
Transit  Railroad  Commissioners,  the  proceeds  of  sale  are  of  course  not  to  be 
handled  by  this  Commission  but  by  the  city  authorities.  The  only  desire  of  the 
Commission  Is  to  have  the  buildings,  which  now  are  an  encumbrance,  removed 
as  speedily  as  possible  and  the  proceeds  applied  according  to  law. 

If  the  Commissioners  of  the  Sinking  Fund  have  any  doubt  as  to  the  force  and 
application  of  section  39  of  the  Rapid  Transit  Act,.  It  Is  respectfully  suggested 
that  the  advice  of  the  corporation  counsel  be  taken  on  the  subject  before  a  final 
decision  Is  made  that  would  unnecessarily  delay  the  progress  of  public  Improve- 
ments and  add  to  the  expense  thereof. 

Very  truly  yours, 

(Signed)  WM.  R.  WILLCOX, 

June  2,  1908.  Chairman. 


•  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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Interborougli    Rapid    Transit    Company. —  Additional    subway 


eervioe. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  of  improvements  in  and  additions  to  the 
service  and  equipment  of  the  INTBRBO ROUGH 
RAPID   TRANSIT   COMPANY. 


Subway  increase  under  Order  No.  111. 


ORDER  No.  259. 
Dismissing  proceedings 
.  under  Order  No.   111. 

February  11,  1906. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  on  December  11, 
1907,  December  20.  1907,  December  23,  1907,  January  15,  1908,  and  January  29, 
190S,  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  a& 
order  of  this  Commission  made  November  27,  1907,  and  returnable  on  December 
11,  1907,  and  that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  said  Interborough  Rapid 
Transit  Company,  and  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on 
the  matters  In  said  order  specified  on  said  December  11,  1907,  December  20,  1907, 
December  23,-1907,  January  15,  1908,  and  January  29,  1906,  Mr.  Commissioner 
Eustls  presiding,  Mr.  Alfred  A.  Gardner,  appearing  for  the  Interborough  Rapid 
Transit  Company,  and  Mr.  Oliver  C.  Semple  appearing  for  the  Commission: 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  said  hearing  that  under  the  new  schedule 
of  the  company  adopted  January  9,  1908,  a  number  of  cars,  greater  than  that 
specified  in  the  order  for  hearing  has  been  added  by  said  company  since  the  order 
was  served; 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission, 
it  is 

Ordered,  That  this  proceeding  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  dismissed,  and  that 
this  order  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Commission. 


Additional  Stairways  to  Subway  Platforms  at  One  Hundred  and 
Thirty-seventh  and  One  Hundred  and  Forty-fifth  Streets. 


ORDER  NO.  291. 
February  28,  1908. 

Whereas,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  Dis- 
trict, the  station  farilltles  at  the  stations  of  the  Manhattan-Bronx  subway  at 
One  Hundred  and  Thirty-seventh  street  and  Broadway  and  at  One  Hundred  and 
Forty-fifth  street  and  Broadway,  are  inadequate  to  accommodate  the  trafllc  at  these 
points ;  and 

Whereas,  the  contract  of  21st  of  February,  1900,  beti^een  the  city  of  New 
York  and  John  B.  McDonald  under  which  the  said  subway  was  constructed, 
provided   for  the  authorization  of  extra   work  as   a  part  thereof; 

Now,  therefore,  he  it  resolved.  That  the  contractor  be  and  he  hereby  is  authorized 
and  directed  to  construct  one  additional  stairway  to  the  east  platform  of  the 
station  at  One  Hundred  Thirty-seventh  street  and  Broadway  and  one  addi- 
tional stairway  to  the  east  platform  of  the  station  at  One  Hundred  Forty-fifth 
street  and  Broadway,  In  accordance  with  the  plans  submitted  and  numbered 
T-436,  1728,  T-329,  T-330.  T-423  and  S-145.  as  extra  work  under  the  said  con- 
tract, at  an  expense  of  not  to  exceed  five  thousand  two  hundred  and  eighty  dol- 
lars ($6,280)  for  the  additional  stairway  at  the  station  at  One  Hundred  Thirty- 
seventh  street  and  Broadway,  and  at  an  expense  of  not  to  exceed  twenty-two 
thousand  one  hundred  and  ten  dollars  ($22,110)  for  the  construction  of  such 
stairway  at  the  station  at  One  Himdred  Forty-fifth  street  and  Broadway,  such 
expense  to  be  nald  by  the  city  and  to  be  added  to  the  cost  of  constructing  the 
said  Subway  upon  which  the  contractor  is  to  pay  rental  as  in  such  contract 
provided. 
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Interborougli  Rapid  Transit   Company.— Inconvenient  location 
of  ticket  box  at  Kingsbridge  subway  atation. 


Complaint  of  J.  Irving  Burns 
against 

INTERBOROUOH  RAPID  TRANSIT  COMPANY. 


Complaint  Order  No.  306. 
Discontinuance  Order  No.  349. 


Complaint  Order  No.  306  (see  form,  note  1),  issued  March  3d. 
The  matters  complained  of  were  satisfied  by  the  company  and  the  following 
discontinuance  order  was  issued: 


J.   IRVING  BURNS, 

Complainant, 
affainst 

INTEBBOROU6H  RAPID  TRANSIT  COMPANY. 

Defendant. 

'  Inconvenient    location    of    the    ticket-box    at    the 
Kingsbridge  Subway  Station." 


r DISCONTINUANCE  ORDER 
No.  348. 

March  20, 1908. 


An  order.  No.  306,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  3d  day  of  March, 
1908,  ordering  and  •  directing  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  to  answer 
complaint  herein,  within  a  time  therein  specifled,  and  the  said  Interborough  Rapid 
Transit  Company  havhig,  oa  March  12,  1908,  made  answer  thereto,  from  which  it 
appears  that  the  matters  complained  of  in  the  said  complaint  above  mentioned  have 
been  satisfied, 

Now,  upon  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Resolved,  That  the  proceedings  herein  be,  and  the  same  hereby  are,  discontinued. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Ticket  booths  in  the  sub- 
way station  at  Brooklyn  bridge. 

Complaint  Order  No.  335. 
Dismissal  Order  No.  394. 
Complaint  of  William  C.  Stiles 

against 

Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  335  ( see  form,  note  1 )   issued  March  13th. 
From  investigations  made  on  March  30th   and  31st  it  appeared  that  the 
ticket  selling  force  wAs  adequate.     The  following  dismissal  order  was  issued: 


WILT.IAM   C.    STILKS, 
against 


Complainant. 


INTBRBOROrOH  RAPID  TRANSIT  COMPANY. 

Defendant. 


'  Ticket    booths    in    subway    station    at     Brooklyn 
Bridge." 


"DISMISSAL  0RDF<:R  No.  3114. 
April  3, 1008. 


An  order  of  the  Commission,  No.  335,  having  been  made  herein  on  the  13th  day 
of  March,  1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company 
to  answer  or  satisfy  the  charges  set  forth  in  the  complaint  herein  and  the  said 
Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  having  made  answer  thereto  on  or  about  the 
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23d  day  of  March,  1908,  and  It  appearing  from  Inspection  and  report  thereon 
made  herein  by  the  Bureau  of  Transit  Inspection  of  the  Commission  on  or  about 
the  30th  day  of  March,  1908,  that  the  regulations  and  practices  of  the  said  com- 
pany with  respect  to  selling  tickets  at  the  subway  station  at  the  Brooklyn  Bridge 
are  adequate,  it  Is 

Ordered,  That  said  complaint  be,  and  the  same  hereby  Is,  dismissed,  and  that 
this  order  be  filed  In  the  office  of  the  Commission ;  and  It  is  further 

Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  such  other  action  as  the 
Commission  may  wish  to  take  in  this  proceeding,  or  upon  a  new  complaint  in 
respect  to  any  of  the  matters  covered  by  the  order  No.  335  above  mentioned. 


Broadway-Lexington  Avenue  Rapid  Transit  Route. —  Location 
and  style  of  stations. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Public  hearing  to  receive  suggestlous  as  to  the 
location  and  style  of  stations  on  the  Broadway 
Lexington  Avenue   Rapid  Transit   Route. 


.ORDER   No.  448. 

May    1, 


1908. 


Resolved,  That  a  public  hearing  be  given  in  the  bearing  room  of  the  Commission 
at  1.54  Nassau  street  at  4  p.  m.,  Wednesday.  May  13.  1908,  In  order  to  receive 
suggestions  as  to  location  and  style  of  stations  on  the  Broadway- I^xlngt on 
Avenue  Rapid  Transit  Route,  and  that  Indlviduills  or  associations  are  invited 
to  be  present  and  to  file  briefs  or  memoranda  in  the  above  matter. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Leak  in  patent  lights 
at  foot  of  stairs,  subway  station,  Forty-second  street  side  at 
Broadway. 

Complaint  of  James  B.  Reoan 

against 

Intebbobough  Rapid  Transit  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  460  (see  form,  note  1)  issued  May  6th. 

The  company  answered  on  May  1 5th  and  agreed,  upon  having  secured  a 
permit  to  open  the  street  and  ascertain  cause  of  the  leakage,  to  satisfy  the 
matters  complained  of. 


Interborough  Rapid   Transit   Company. —  Emergency  organiza- 
tion for  use  in  case  of  accident. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commisfllon  on  the 
qnestion  of  improvements  in  and  additions  to 
the  regulations,  equipment,  and  appliances  of 
the   Interborough    Rapid   Transit    (^onipany. 


'*  Emergency    organisation     for    nne    in     case     of 
accidents." 


HEARING  ORDER  No.  477. 
May   12,   liK)8. 


It  i«  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  2.5th  dav  of  May,  1908,  at 
2:30  o'clocic  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  C-ommlsslon,  number  154  Nassau  street,  borough 
of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  Yorlc,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations, 
(Hiulpmont  and  appliances  of  the  Interborough  Itapid  Transit  Company  in  respect 
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to  transportation  of  passengers  on  its  subway  system  in  the  first  district  are 
unsafe,  improper,  or  fnadequate,  and  whether  improvements  in  and  additions  to 
the  regulations,  equipment  and  appliances  of  said  company  ought  reasonably  to 
be  made  in  order  to  promote  the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public  or  em- 
ployees, or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  or  facilities  for  the  transportation 
of  passiengers  and  property,  and  if  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact,  then  to 
determine  whether  cnanges,  improvements  in  and  additions  to  said  regulations, 
equipment  and  appliances  as  hereinafter  set  forth  are  such  as  would  be  Just, 
reasonable,  safe,  adequate,  and  proper,  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  to  pro- 
mote the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public  or  employees,  or  in  order  to 
secure  adequate  service  or  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  or 
property;  that  is  to  say: 

(1)  Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  maintain  a  complete  emergency 
organization  at  accessible  points  in  its  subway  system  for  use  in  case  of  accident; 

(2)  Whether  said  company  should  be  directed,  when  a  tie  up  on  a  portion  of 
the  subway  system  makes  it  necessary  to  switch  express  trains  to  the  local 
tracks,  to  use  the  crossover  nearest  the  point  of  delay  and,  when  this  is  done, 
immediately  so  inform  all  trainmen  and  stationmen  afTected  by  it; 

(3)  Whether  said  company  should  be  directed'  to  change  the  location  of  the 
block  signal  at  Willow  S'treet  to  a  point  east  of  the  Borough  Hall,  Brooklyn 
station. 

And  if  any  such  changes,  improvement  and  addition  be  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a 
reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed  and 
in  what  manner  such  changes  should  be  directed  to  be  made. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  given  at 
least  ten  (10)  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally 
or  by  mall,  of  a  certified  copv  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing,  said  com- 
pany be  afforded  all  reasonabli^  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining 
and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the   matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  were  held  May  2i5th  and  26th. 


Broadway-Lexington     Avenue     Subway. —  Junction     point    of 
branches  in  the  Bronx. 


In  the  Mnlttr 
of  the 
Public  Hearing  on  the  Question  whether  the  route 
of  the  BROADWAY-LEXINGTON  AVENUE 
SUBWAY  should  be  so  modified  as  to  provide 
a  transfer  point  between  the  two  branches  of  the 
Subway  in  the  Bronx  at  One  Hundred  and 
Thirty-eighth  Street. 


^ORDER  No.  511. 

May  19,  1908. 


Resolved,  That  a  public  hearing  be  held  In  the  rooms  of  the  Commission  at  No. 
154  Nassau  street  on  Monday.  May  25,  1908.  at  4  r.  m.  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
cussing the  proper  Junction  point  between  the  two  branches  of  the  Broadway- 
Lexington  Avenue  Subway  In  the  Bronx. 

Hearing  held  May  25th.  _ 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Enclosures  to  prevent 
draughts  at  One  Hundred  and  Sixty-eighth  street  and  One 
Hundred  and  Eighty-first  street  stations. 


Final  Order  No.  402. 
Final  Order  No.  560. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Construction    of    elevator    enclosures    to    prevent  ^ ORDER  No.  402. 


draughts  at  One  Hundred  and  Sixty-eighth 
Street  and  One  Hundred  and  Eighty-first  Street 
Stations: 


April 


1908. 


Upon  motion  made  and  duly  seconded.  It  is 

Resolved,  That  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be.  and  It  hereby  Is, 
ordered  to  obtain  proposals  for  constructing  glass  elevator  enclosures  at  the  bot- 
tom of  the  shafts  at  the  One  Hundred  and  Sixty-eighth  street  and  One   Hundred 
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and  Eighty-first  street  stations  to  prevent  strong  draughts,  in  accordance  with  the 
Public  Service  Commission  pians  Numbers  T-472  and  T-473   respectively. 

Such  additional   details,  supplementary   plans   and   specifications  as  may   be   re- 

Suired  to  be  furnished  to  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Companv  by  the  Public 
ervice   Commission ;   said  proposals  to  be   submitted   to  the   Public   Service  Com- 
mission for  its  approval  before  any  work  is  proceeded  with ;  and  it  is  further 

Resolved,  That  the  work  of  constructing  the  above  elevator  enclosures,  when 
authorized,  is  to  be  executed  and  paid  for  as  an  Extra  under  Contract  No.  1 
entered  into  between  John  B.  McDonald  and  the  City  of  New  York,  February 
21,  1900. 

ORDER  No.  560. 
MODIFYING  ORDER  No.  402. 
June  9,  1008. 
Upon  motion  made  and  duly  seconded  it  is 

Resolved,  That  the  resolution  of  the  Commission  adopted  on  the  7th  day  of  April, 
1908,  and  known  as  Order  No.  402  be  modified  to  include  the  Mott  avenue  station 
so  as  to  read  as  follows : 

ORDER  No.  402. 
Upon  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Resolved,  That  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be,  and  it  hereby  is, 
ordered  to  obtain  proposals  for  the  construction  of  glass  elevator  enclosures  at  the 
bottom  of  the  shafts  at  the  One  Hundred  and  Sixty-eighth  street.  One  Hundred 
and  Eighty-first  street,  and  Mott  avenue  subway  stations  to  prevent  strong 
draughts,  in  accordance  ^ith  the  l^ibilc  Service  Commission  plans  Numbers  T-472 
and  T-473  respectively. 

Such  additional   details,  supplementary   plans   and    specifications   as   may   be   re- 

Suired  to  be  furnished  to  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  by  the  Public 
ervice  Commission;  said  proposals  to  be  submitted  to  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion for  its  approval  before  any  work  is  proceeded  ;vith  ;  and  it  is  further 

Resolved,  That  the  work  of  constructing  the  above  elevator  enclosures,  when 
authorized,  is  to  be  executed  and  paid  for  as  an  Extra  under  Contract  No.  1 
entered  into  between  John  B.  McDonald  and  the  City  of  New  York,  February 
21,  1900. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Removal  of  side-tracks 
in  Twelfth  avenue  and  Fifty-ninth  street. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Removal  by  the  INTERBOROUGH  RAPID  TRANSIT 
COMPANY  of  a  side-track  in  Twelfth  avenue  and 
Fifty-ninth  street. 


ORDER  No.  505. 

June  23, 1908. 


Whereas,  the  city  of  New  York,  acting  by  the  Board  of  Rapid  Transit  Railroad 
Commissioners,  issued  a  permit  to  John  B.  McDonald,  June  26,  1903,  authorizing 
the  construction  of  "  a  t<*mporary  side-track  to  make  connection  with  the  Twelfth 
Avenue  track  of  the  New  York  Central  &  Hudson  River  Railroad  at  a  point  about 
fourteen  feet  north  of  the  north  line  of  Fifty-ninth  Street  and  to  lay  a  temporary 
side-track  from  this  point  through  Twelfth  Avenue  and  Fifty-ninth  Street  to  the 
Power  House  site,"  that  Is,  to  the  site  of  the  present  power  house  of  the  Inter- 
borough Rapid  Transit  Company ;  and 

Whereas,  said  permit  was  renewed  with  the  express  provision  that  it  would  expire 
and  be  of  no  force  on  and  after  January  1,  1907,  and  consequently  no  authority 
to  maintain   the  said  track  now  exists; 

Therefore,  resolved,  That  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  within  twenty 
(20)  days  of  the  date  of  this  order,  remove  said  track  and  restore  the  said  Twelfth 
avenue  and  I^^fty-ninth  street  to  a  condition  satisfactory  to  the  president  of  the 
borough  of  Manhattan.  

Interborough    Rapid    Transit    Company. —  Failure    of    subway 

trains  to  stop  at  Mott  Avenue  station. 

Complaint  Order  No.  781. 
Hearing  Order  No.  813. 
Complaint  of  Charles  II.  Baxteu 
agninnt 
Interbobouch  Rapid  Tbanbit  C'oMPAiNV. 

Complaint  Ordor  Xo.  7H1   (st-p  form,  noto  1)  issued  October  13th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  813   (soe  form,  not*  3)   issued  October  30th. 
Hearings  were  held  November  11th  and  17th. 
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Interboraugh  Rapid  Transit  Company  —  Side  Doors  —  Changes 
in  ears  now  in  use  and  type  of  cars  to  be  purchased  for  future 
use  in  the  subway. 

Hearing  Order  No.  270. 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis. 

Final  Order  No.  629. 

Extension  Order  No.  783. 

Extension  Order  No.  835. 

Extension  Order  Case  629. 


In  the  Matter 
of 
The  hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  of  improvement  in  and  addition  to  the 
service  of  the  INTBRBOROUGH  RAPID  TRANSIT 
COMPANY,  in  respect  to  changes  in  cars  now  in 
use  and  In  respect  to  type  of  car  to  be  purchased 
for  future  use  in  the  subway. 


ORDBR  FOR  HBARING 
No.  270. 

February  18. 1908. 


//  U  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  4th  day  of  March,  1908,  at 
11  o'clock  Id  the  forenoon  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  wh4ch  the  same  may  be  ad- 
journed, at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Man- 
hattan, city  of  New  York,  "State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations, 
practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany in  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  Diatrlct.  are  unreason- 
able, improper  or  inadequate,  and  whether  changes,  improvements  and  additions 
thereto  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  the  manner  below  set  forth  in  order  to 
promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate 
service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  and  if  such  be  found 
to  be  the  fact,  then  to  determine  whether  a  change,  addition  and  improvement  in 
regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  said  company  as  here- 
inafter set  forth  are  such  as  will  be  Just,  reasonable,  adequate  and  proper  and 
oucrht  reasonably  to  be  made  to  accommodate  the  paiisenger  traffic  offered  to  It 
and  to  promote  the  convenience  of  the  public,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service 
or  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  that  is  to  say : 

Whether  the  following  changes,  additions  and  regulations  should  be  put  into 
effect: 

1.  Whether  all  cars  now  used  by  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  should 
be  equipped  with  an  additional  side  door  or  doors  on  each  side,  and  to  determine 
the  manner  of  altering  the  construction  of  all  cars  now  in  use,  with  a  view  to 
facilitating  the  loading  and  unloading  of  passengers. 

2.  Whether  all  cars  purchased  for  future  use  by  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit 
Company  should  be  equipped  with  a  side  door  or  doors  on  each  side  so  arranged 
as  to  facilitate  the  loading  and  unloading  of  passengers. 

And  if  any  such  regulations,  changes,  improvements  and  additions  be  found  to  be 
such  as  ought  to  be  q^ade  aa  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  details  of  such 
changes,  improvements  and  additions  and  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a 
reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  and  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  prem- 
ises as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  given 
at  least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  It,  either  personally  or 
by  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company 
be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  were  held  March  4th,  April  28th,  May  12th  and  13th. 

Side  Doors. 

•[The  use  of  cars  in  the  subway  with  side  doors  would  reduce  the  time  con- 
sumed in  station  stops  and  Increase  the  efficiency  of  the  subway. 

The  fact  that  the  present  subway  equipment  was  approved  by  the  Rapid  Transit 
Commission  when  pur  in  operation  does  not  preclude  the  CommlsBion  from  ordering 
Improvements  to  tne  same.] 

Opinion  op  Commission. 

(Adopted  July  10,     1908.) 
Commissioned  Eustis  : — 

This  question  was  brought  on  for  a  public  hearing  after  the  Commission  had  had 
the  question  thoroughly  investigated  by  Blon  J.  Arnold,  an  expert  transit  engineer. 


*  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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Mr.  Arnold  after  thoroughly  investigating  the  workings  of  the  present  subway  pre- 
sented a  report  to  the  Commission  in  which  he  recommended  a  change  in  the  type 
of  cars,  and  on  receiving  that  report  public  hearings  were  given  and  the  Inter- 
borough  Company  was  allowed  to  present  its  evidence  in  opposition  to  the  recom- 
mendation of  Mr.  Arnold'a  report. 

The  report  of  Mr.  Arnold  and  his  evidence  given  upon  the  hearings  had  in  this 
matter  conclusively  show  that  the  use  of  cars  in  the  subway  with  side  doors  would 
largely  reduce  the  time  consumed  in  station  stops,  and  thereby  increase  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  subway. 

The  type  of  car  recommended  by  Mr.  Arnold  was  that  of  two  additional  side 
doors  in  each  car,  located  near  the  end  of  the  car,  and  so  constructed  that  they 
would  slide  into  a  recess  where  the  present  doors  are  now  slid  when  the  door  is 
opened,  and  could  be  operated  by  the  same  guard.  This  would  necessitate  remov- 
ing two  seats  for  each  door,  or  eight  seats  in  each  car,  and  to  this  extent  It  would 
reduce  the  seating  capacity  of  the  cars,  but  the  time'  saved  in  the  actual  move- 
ment of  the  trains  would  be  sufficient  to  pass  by  any  given  point  as  large  or  a 
larger  number  of  seats  from  the  fact  that  the  schedule  movement  of  the  trains 
could  be  very  much  accelerated.  If  there  was  no  other  limiting  feature  in  the 
operation  of  the  subway  this  result  would  certainly  be  obtained. 

The  Interborough  people  contested  very  strenuously  the  recommendations  of  Mr. 
Arnold,  and  placed  upon  the  stand  Mr.  Frank  Hedley,  their  manager,  a  man  of 
large  experience  In  railway  operations,  as  tholr  expert,  and  his  evidence  was  that 
the  benefits  of  the  aide  door  as  recommended  by  Mr.  Arnold  would  not  be  beneficial 
for  various  reasons.  One  was  that  In  order  to  make  them  effective  you  would  have 
to  create  a  circulation  inside  of  the  car,  that  the  people  would  have  to  be  educated 
to  come  in  one  door  and  out  of  the  other,  and*that  owing  to  the  congested  condition 
of  the  platforms  at  some  of  the  stations  it  would  be  impossible  for  people  wanting 
to  get  In  the  entrance  door  to  get  through  the  crowd  because  the  people  would  not 
move  out  of  their  way,  and  this  theory  was  advanced  by  the  counsel  for  the  com- 
pany very  strenuously,  going  so  far  as  to  state  that  the  congestion  that  now  often 
exists  on  the  platforms  would  be  transferred  from  the  platforms  into  the  inside 
of  the  car  and  it  would  make  great  confusion.  I  am  thoroughly  satisfied  that  there 
is  nothing  in  this  objection  raised  by  the  company  to  the  use  of  the  side  doors. 
I  believe  In  the  Intelligence  of  the  people  traveling  upon  the  subway  and  that  they 
would  willingly  adapt  themselves  to  a  change  which  gave  them  one  door  for  exit 
and  one  for  entrance  in  place  of  having  to  submit  to  an  exit  and  entrance  through 
the  same  door  and  at  the  same  time. 

Another  of  the  strenuous  objections  that  was  made  by  the  company,  and  upon 
which  point  they  put  much  stress,  was  the  recommendation  by  Mr.  Arnold  for 
curved  railings  on  the  platform  to  be  used  in  connection  with  the  side  doors.  This 
recommendation  was  made  for  the  purpose  of  adding  further  to  the  benefits  of  the 
side  door,  but  was  not  considered  of  any  absolute  necessity  in  connection  with  the 
side  door,  excepting  to  perhaps  add  somewhat  to  its  availability.  The  evidence 
produced  by  the  company  on  the  hearing  was  to  the  effect  that  the  trains  could 
not  be  brought  to  a  sufficiently  definite  stopping  point  to  make  those  railings 
available;  but  as  the  railings  were  only  an  additional  recommendation  and  not  at 
all  necessary  to  the  operation  of  the  side  doors,  and,  to  my  mind,  of  very  little 
benefit  after  the  people  have  once  become  accustomed  to  the  use  of  the  side  door, 
I  do  not  consider  this  objection   meritorious. 

In  a  recent  conference  with  the  officers  of  the  company  they  have  also  stated 
that  this  Commission  had  approved,  through  its  predecessors,  the  Rapid  Transit 
Commission;  the  present  cars,  and  were  therefore  to  a  certain  extent  at  least 
morally  bound  to  permit  them  to  use  the  present  equipment  until  they  were  worn 
out,  or  practically  so  at  least.  I  am  frank  to  confess  that  there  is  some  merit  in 
this  contention  of  the  company,  nevertheless  the  fact  that  the  present  equipment 
was  approved  by  the  Rapid  Transit  Commission  four  years  ago  when  same  was 
purchased  and  put  in  operation  does  not  preclude  this  Commission  from  ordering 
improvements  to  same.  The  lease  of  the  road  provided  that  the  company  should 
at  all  times  provide  cars,  rolling  stock  of  the  best  character  known  at  the  time  to 
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the  art  of  infra-urban  railway  operation,  and  It  is  not  to  be  presumed  that  what 
was  of  the  best  character  known  at  that  time  is  of  the  best  character  known  at 
another  time  some  years  subsequent  thereto.  And  the  lease  further  provides  that 
In  case  the  lessees  neglect  to  so  equip  the  railroad  with  cars  and  rolling  stock  of 
the  best  character  known,  the  Board  may  upon  notice  require  them  to  m^ke  good. 

Another  perious  objection  raised  by  the  defendant  is  the  loss  of  fifteen  per  cent, 
of  the  number  of  seats  in  each  car,  and  in  order  to  carry  an  equal  number  of  seats 
they  will  be  required  to  increase  their  car  mileage  by  a  very  large  number  of  miles. 

This  can  be  overcome  in  so  far  as  their  required  seating  capacity  is  to  be  en- 
forced by  this  Commission  by  allowing  the  cars  that  are  first  equipped  with  side 
doors  to  be  rated  with  their  original  number  of  seats  until  there  have  been  a 
sufficient  number  of  cars  changed  so  that  the  benefits  derived  from  the  shorter 
intervals  at  station  stops  can  be  fully  realized.  It  is  very  evident  that  by  cfaang- 
mg  a  few  of  the  trains  and  putting  them  in  service  on  the  express  line  no  sub- 
stantial benefits  can  be  obtained,  because  those  trains  will  not  be  able  to  go  any 
faster  than  they  are  scheduled,  and  the  schedule  can  only  be  adapted  upon  the 
speed  of  the  slowest  train  in  the  circuit.  The  only  direct  benefit  that  will  be 
received  by  the  people  will  be  the  doing  away  with  the  unseemly  rushing  and 
crushing  at  some  of  the  stations  for  a  few  passengers,  which  was  described  by  the 
counsel  for  the  defendant  upon  one  of  the  hearings  as  a  disgraceful  exhibition, 
and  in  another  place  stated  that  at  Fourteenth  and  Forty-second  street  stations 
modest  women  were  subjected  to  violent  indignities.  And  if  it  is  not  possible  to 
eliminate  all  of  Ihls  congestion,  if  it  is  done  to  a  certain  extent,  with  the  knowl- 
edge that  it  will  eventually  all  be  eliminated,  it  will  certainly  be  appreciated  by 
the  traveling  public.  It  will  also  settle  the  question  that  has  been  disputed  by  the 
defendant  in  this  matter  as  to  whether  side  door  cars  will  be  more  serviceable 
and  help  in  a  large  measure  to  make  the  subway  more  resourceful  when  the 
Ninety-sixth  street  changes  are  completed. 

The  company  claim  that  the  subway  is  now  operated  to  its  full  capacity  during 
tiie  so-called  rush  hours,  that  even  had  they  side  doors  requiring  shorter  stops  the 
condition  of  the  tracks  at  Ninety-sixth  street  would  make  it  imi>ossibIe  to  realize 
any  benefit  until  the  improvements  at  that  point  are  completed.  Admitting  this 
to  be  so,  it  would  be  losing  valuable  time  to  wait  until  the  Ninety-sixth  street 
changes  are  completed  before  the  changing  of  the  cars  into  side  door  cars  is  begun. 
I  realize  that  the  changing  of  these  cars  must  be  done  without  crippling  to  any 
degree  their  service,  and  therefore  must  necessarily  be  done  In  a  few  cars  at  a 
time,  and  will  extend  over  a  considerable  period  of  time.  I  would  therefore  recom- 
mend that  the  company  be  required  to  put  side  doors  near  the  ends  of  enough  of 
their  cars  to  make  up  at  least  two  express  trains,  eight  cars  each,  in  order  to 
give  this  type  of  car  a  fair  and  impartisl  trial.  And  after  such  trial,  if  the  same 
proves  satisfactory  to  the  Commission,  to  require  the  rest  of  the  cars  used  in  the 
express  service  to  be  gradually  converted  into  side  door  cars  as  they  can  be  with- 
drawn from  use  without  detriment  to  the  service,  so  that  when  the  Ninety-sixth 
street  changes  are  completed  the  work  of  changint;  the  equipment  Into  side  doors 
will  be  well  advanced  and  not  Just  beginning.     And  I  submit  the  following  order. 

Thereupon  the  followiiior  final  order  was  iFSUod: 

FINAL   ORDER   No.   629. 

July  10,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  March  4. 
1908,  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an 
order  of  this  Commission  made  February  18,  1008,  and  returnable  on  March  4,  1908, 
and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  loterborough  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany, and  that  the  said  service  was  by  it  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  said 
hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  order  speci- 
fied on  March  4,  1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  April  28,  1908,  and  by 
adioumment  duly  had  on  May  18,  1908.  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  May  13, 
1908,  all  of  which  sessions  were  held  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Eustis  presiding, 
Arthur  DuBols,   Esq.,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  Alfred 
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A.  Gardner,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company,  and  by 
adjournment  duly  had  on  June  10,  1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Wlllcox  pre- 
siding, Arthur  DuBois,  Esq.,  Assistant  Counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission, 
and  Alfred  A.  Gardner,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany, and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  June  29,  1908,  before  Commissioners  Bustis, 
Wlllcox  and  Bassett,  Arthur  DuBois,  Esq.,  Assistant  Counsel,  appearing  for  the 
Commission,  Alfred  A.  Gardner,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit 
Company,  and  proof  having  been  taken  at  all  of  said  sessions  : 

Now,  It  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  hearing  that  the 
regulations,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit 
Company,  in  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  and  property  in  the  First  District 
on  its  line  known  as  the  subway,  have  been  and  are  in  certain  respects  unsafe, 
unreasonable,  improper  and  inadequate  in  that  the  cars  operated  in  said  subway 
are  insufficiently  provided  with  doors,  and  It  being  made  to  appear  that  changes 
and  improvements  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  the  manner  below  set  forth 
In  order  to  promote  the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public,  or  to  secure  ade- 
quate service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  and  it  appearing 
that  the  changes  and  improvements  as  below  set  forth  are  such  as  are  Just, 
reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper; 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  is 

Ordered: 

1.  That  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  by  alteration  and  reconstruc- 
tion of  cars  now  in  use  on  its  subway,  provide,  for  use  in  che  subway,  not  less 
than  sixteen  cars  of  the  type  described  in  figure  14  of  the  report  of  Mr.  Bion  J. 
Arnold,  dated  February  18,  1908,  and  entitled  "The  Subway  Car,"  being  the 
Commission's  Exhibit  1.  of  March  4,  1908,  copy  of  which  is  hereto  attached,  this 
type  of  car  being  designated  in  said  report  as  "  Car  with  double  doors  near  ends." 
The  cars  to  be  provided  shall  have  four  doors  on  each  side,  two  of  the  doors  on 
each  side  being  in  the  position  of  the  doors  on  cars  now  in  use  In  the  subway, 
and  two  additional  doors  on  each  side  to  be  of  the  same  size  as  .and  to  be  placed 
not  less  than  one  nor  more  than  two  doors'  width  from  the  doors  now  in  use. 

2.  The  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  shall  equip  these  cars  with  pneu- 
matic or  other  mechanical  or  electrical  devices  so  arranged  as  to  open  and  close 
the  doors  quickly,  and  automatically  to  signal  to  the  motorman  when  the  doors 
are  closed. 

3.  That  the  sixteen  cars  to  be  reconstructed  be  so  arranged  that  two  trains 
of  eight  cars  may  be  made  up.  Not  less  than  one-half  of  the  sixteen  cars  so 
reconstructed  shall  l)e  equipped  with  motors. 

4.  Before  reconstruction  of  the  cars  above  described  a  full  set  of  plans  showing 
in  detail  the  method  of  reconstruction  shall  be  submitted  to  -the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  First  District  for  approval. 

5.  The  cars  as  ordered  above  shall  be  completed  and  ready  for  operation  not 
later  than  October  15.  1908,  and  notice  shall  be  given  to  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  First  District  when  the  cars  are  ready  for  operation. 

6.  The  cars  as  reconstructed  shall  have  adequate  and  conspicuous  signs  Informing 
passengers  that  the  doors  nearer  the  end  of  each  car  are  entrance  doors,  and  the 
doors  nearer  the  middle  arc  exit  doors. 

7.  The  said  cars  as  reconstructed  shall  be  operated  daily  on  the  express  service 
In  the  subway  during  the  morning  and  evening  rush  hours  on  and  after  October  15, 
190<i.  and  notice  shall  be  given  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District  at  least  three  days  before  said  cars  are  to  be  operated. 

8.  The  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  shall  take  such  other  and  further 
steps  as  may  be  necessary  to  provide  as  aforesaid  the  subway  car  described  and 
shown  in  figure  14  of  the  said  report  of  Mr.  Blon  J.  Arnold,  dated  February  18, 
1008.  and  shall  do  everything  necessary  to  secure  as  aforesaid  a  fair  trial  for 
the  oneratlon  of  the  cars  hereby  ordered. 

9.  The  nrovisions  of  this  order  shall  take  effect  at  once,  and  shall  continue  in 
force  until  fully  compiled  with. 

10.  t^nrther  ordered.  That  before  July  15.  1908,  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit 
Company  notlfv  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  whether 
the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  applications  of  the  company  the  following  extension  orders  were  issued: 

EXTl^NSION  ORDER  No.  783. 
October  16,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  629,  having  been  mad?  heroin  on  or  al)out  the  10th  day  of  July, 
1908,  orderina:  and  directing  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Comnanv  to  recon- 
struct and  have  ready  for  oooratlon  not  later  than  October  15.  1908,  sixteen  cars 
having  four  doors  on  each  side,  and  the  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Companv 
having,  on  the  12th  day  of  Octobor,  lOoS,  applied  in  writing  for  an  extension  of 
such  time, 
.    Now.  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded.  It   is 

Orderefl,  That  the  time  within*  which  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company 
shall  comply  with  the  terms  of  Order  No.  629  be.  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended 
to  and  including  the  15th  day  of  November,  1908. 
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EXTENSION  0RDE*R  No.  835. 
November  10,  1908. 

An  order,  No.  620,  havinK  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  10th  day  of  July, 
1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  to  recon- 
struct and  have  ready  for  operation  not  later  than  October  15,  1908,  sixteen  cars 
having  four  doors  on  each  side,  and  the  time  within  which  to  comply  with  said 
Order  No.  629  having  been  extended  to  and  including  November  15,  1908,  by  the 
terms  of  Order  No.  783  adopted  October  16.  1908,  and  the  said  Interborough  Rapid 
Transit  Company  having,  on  the  12th  day  of  November,  1908,  applied  in  writing 
for  a  further  extension  of  such  time. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company 
shall  comply  with  the  terms  of  Order  No.  629  l>e,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended 
to  and  including  the  23th  day  of  Noyember,   1908. 

CASE  No.   629  —  EXTENSION  ORDER. 
November  27,  1908. 

An  order,  No.  629,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  10th  day  of  July, 
1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  to  recon- 
struct and  have  ready  for  operation  not  later  than  October  15,  1908,  sixteen  cars 
having  four  doors  on  each  side,  and  the  time  within  which  to  comply  with  said 
Order  No.  629  having  been  extended  to  and  including  November  15th.  1908,  by 
the  terms  of  Order  No.  783.  adopted  October  16,  1908,  and  the  time  within  which  to 
comply  with  said  Order  No.  629  having  been  further  extended  to  and  including 
November  25,  1908.  by  the  terms  of  Order  No.  835  adopted  November  16.  1908. 
and  the  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  having,  on  the  24th  day  of 
November,  1908,  applied  in  writing  for  a  further  extension  of  such  time. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  Interlwrough  Rapid  Transit  Company 
shall  comply  with  the  terms  of  Order  No.  620  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is.  extended 
to  and  including  the  15th  day  of  January,  1909. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Placing  and  mainte- 
nance of  vending  and  weighing  machines  in  the  Brooklyn- 
Manhattan  subway. 


In  the  Matter 

of    the 

Hearing  on  Motion  of  the  Commission  as  to  the 
Regulations,  Practices,  Ekiuipment  and  Service  of 
the  INTERBOROUGH  RAPID  TRANSIT  COM- 
PANY in  respect  of  the  Placing  and  Maintenance 
of  Vending  and  Weighing  Machines  in  the 
Brooklyn-Manhattan  Rapid  Transit  Railroad. 


HEARING  ORDER  No.  839. 
November  13,  1008. 


It  is  hereby  Ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  25th  day  of  November,  1908, 
at  2:30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations,  prac- 
tices, equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company 
in  or  upon  the  rapid  transit  subway  railroad  operated  by  it  between  a  point  near 
the  general  post  ofBce  in  the  borough  of  Manhattan  and  the  Long  Island  railroad 
station  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  in  respect  of  the  placing  and  maintenance  of 
vending  and  weighing  machines  within  such  subway  are  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unsafe,  improper  or  Inadequate  and  If  it  be  so  found,  then  to  determine  whether 
changes  in  such  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  at  the 
place  or  places  herein  mentioned  will  be  just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and 
proper  and  whether  changes  should  be  put  in  force,  observed  and  used  on  the  line 
of  said  company,  and  also  to  inquire  and  determine  whether  repairs,  improvements, 
changes  or  additions  to  or  in  the  tracks,  switches,  terminals,  terminal  facilities 
or  other  property  or  device  used  by  said  company  in  respect  of  the  matters  men- 
tioned, ought  reasonably  to  be  made  to  promote  the  security  or  convenience  of  the 
public  or  employees,  or  In  order  to  secure  adequate  facilities  for  the  transportation 
of  passengers,  freight  or  property.     It  is 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  given  at 
least  five  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it.  either  personally  or  by 
mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company  be 
afforded  all  rea.sonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross- 
examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  hereinbefore  set  forth. 

Hearings  were  held  November  25th,  27th,  and  December  2d. 
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Interborough    Rapid   Transit   Company. —  Lack   of   destination 
signs  in  subway  trains. 

Caae   100.>,  Complaint  Order. 
Case  1005,  Extension  Order. 
Case  1005,  Hearing  Order. 
Complaint  of  the  Public  Safety  Commit- 
tee, OP  New  York  City   Federahon  of 
Women's  Clubs  ;  Rapid  Transit  Commit- 
tee OF  One  Hundred 

against 
Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. 

Complaint  Order  (see  form,  note  1)  issued  Decemdjer  1st. 
Extension  Order  (yee  form,  note  2)  issuod  December  11th. 
Hearing  Order  (see  form,  note  3)  issued  December  Slst. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Advisability  of  build- 
ing a  subway  station  at  or  near  One  Hundred  and  Ninetieth 
street  on  the  Broadway  division. 


In   tbe   Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commission  as  to  the 
advisability  of  buildlDK  a  subway  station  at  or 
near  One  Hundred  and  Ninetieth  street  on  the 
Broadway  DlviKion  of  the  INTERBOROrOII 
RAPID   TRANSIT   COMPANY. 


^CASE   1021. 
^HEARING    ORDER. 

December  15,  1908. 


It  is  hf-rehy  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  January  6,  1909,  at  4  o'clock  in 
the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at 
the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  at  Number  154,  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan, 
city  and  State  of  New  Yorlc,  to  inquire  into  the  advisability  of  the  building  of 
a  subway  station  at  or  near  One  Hundred  and  Ninetieth  street  on  the  Broadway 
Division. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Suggested  change  of 
name  of  the  subway  station  at  Sixty-sixth  street  to  "  Lincoln 
Square." 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Oommissiion  on  the 
question  of  the  suggested  change  of  name  by  the 
INTBRBOROrOH  RAPID  TRANSIT  COMPANY 
of  the  subway  station  at  Sixty-sixth  street  to 
Lincoln  square. 


^CASE  No.  1023, 
"HEARING  ORI>ER. 

December  22.  1908. 


It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  i:Uh  day  of  January,  1909, 
at  4  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  nny  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  at  Number  154  Nassau  street, 
borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  Yorlc.  to  inquire  into  the  question 
of  the- suggested  change  of  name  of  the  subway  station  at  west  Sixty-sixth  street 
to  Lincoln  Square.  _     .  .  ^ 

Further  ordered.  That  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  given  at 
least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally  or  by 
mail,  of  a  eertiOed  copy  of  this  order. 
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Interborough    Rapid    Transit   Company. —  Steinway   Tunnel. — 
Proposal  that  the  city  of  Xew  York  should  purchase. 

Letter  of  Chairman  Willcox. 

Report   entitled   "The    Steinway    Tunnel." 

Report  of  committee. 

Case  1029,  resolution. 

In  February,  1908,  the  *Senate  passed  a  resolution  concurred  in  by  the 
Assembly  requesting  information  as  to  what  steps  the  Conunission  has  taken 
towards  the  speedy  operation  of  the  Steinway  tunnel.  The  following  reply 
was  sent  thereto: 

Lkttkr  of  Chairman  Willcox. 

New  York,    February  19,   1906. 
To  the  Honorable,  the  Senate  of  the  State  of  New  York: 

The  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  respectfully  submits  here- 
with Its  reply  to  the  resolution  of  the  Senate,  dated  February  5,  1908,  concurred 
In  by  the  Assembly  February  12,  1908,  received  by  the  Commission  February  14, 
1908,  requesting  Information  as  to  what  steps  the  Commission  has  taken  towards 
the  speedy  operation  of  the  Steinway  Tunnel,  and  any  other  Information  received 
by  the  Commission  In  connection  therewith. 

The  so-called  Steinway  Tunnel  has  been  constructed  by  the  New  York  and  Long 
Island  Railroad  Company  and  financed  by  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany, whiCh  controls  the  tunnel  company  through  stock  ownership. 

The  city  of  New  York  and  the  New  York  and  Long  Island  Railroad  Company 
have  been  engaged  In  litigation  since  February,  1906,  over  the  right  of  the  com- 
pany to  construct  this  tunnel.  The  city  claimed  that  the  company  was  not  a 
legal  corporation  ;  that  it  had  no  right  to  construct  the  tunnel ;  that  even  if  it 
ever  were  a  lawful  corporation  its  corporate  existence  and  powers  ceased  on  Jan- 
uary 1,  1907 ;  and  that  Its  New  York  City  franchises  also  expired  at  the  same  time. 

In  passing  upon  the  claim  of  the  city,  Mr.  Justice  Davis,  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
In  an  opinion  rendered  December  9,  1907,  said: 

"  The  failure  of  the  defendant  to  comply  with  the  Railroad  Law  as  to  completion 
and  operation  of  the  railroad  was  ipso  facto  an  extinction  of  the  corporation,  and  it 
does  not  require  the  bringing  of  an  action  to  dissolve  the  corporation  (Matter  of 
Brooklyn,  Winfleld  &  Newtown  R'y,  72  N.  Y.,  245).  And  the  so-called  franchises 
mentioned  in  tlie  complaint  were  immediately  extinguished  (see  Brooklyn,  Q.  Co.  & 
Sub.  R.  R.,  185  N.  Y.,  185). 

**  It  thus  appears  from  the  complaint  that  the  action  is  brought  against  a 
defendant  that  has  no  existence.  The  defendant  being  dead  in  the  sense  referred 
to  above  there  ran  be  no  pleading  to  the  complaint  on  behalf  of  that  defend- 
ant.    •     •     • 

'*  /  do  not  agree  xcith  the  demurrant's  view  that  the  property  rights  and  fran- 
chises mentioned  in  the  compltUnt  survive  the  extinction  of  the  defendant's  corpor- 
ate existence  and  pass  to  the  directors  as  trustees  for  the  benefit  of  those  con- 
cerned, and  that  these  trustees  are  the  proper  parties  defendant.  If  this  were  so 
the  trustees  might  take  their  own  time  to  build  the  road  and  thus  defeat  the  very 
purpose  of  the  statute  to  Insure  a  speedy  completion  of  the  work  for  public  uses 
(Matter  of  B'klyn,  Q.  Co.  &  Sub.  R.  R..  185  N.  Y.,  171,  185).  •  •  •  My  con- 
elusion  Is  that  the  demurrer  Is  not  properly  Interposed  and  has  no  standing  in  the 
case.  The  demurrer  really  admits  that  there  Is  no  defendant  here.  As  a  matter 
of  fact  there  is  no  action  pending,  nor  was  there  at  the  time  the  demurrer  was 
served.     Submit  decision  and  judgment  In  accordance   with  these  views." 

An  appeal  in  one  of  the  actions  between  the  city  and  the  company  Is  now  on  the 
calendar  of  the  Court  of  Appeals  and  may  be  argued  within  the  next  two  months. 
The  entire  litigation  on  behalf  of  the  city  Is  In  the  hands  of  the  Corporation 
Counsel. 


Orders  of  the  Commission  Issued  in  1908.  351 

More  detailed  information  In  relation  to  this  tunnel  and  to  the  matters  In  con- 
troversy win  be  found  In  the  report  herewith  transmitted,  entitled  "  The  Steinway 
Tunnel." 

If  the  New  York  and  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  has  forfeited  its  corporate 
rights  and  franchises,  the  Commission  is  without  present  power  to  compel  the 
operation  of  the  tunnel,  and  pending  the  final  determination  of  the  rights  of  the 
-parties  to  the  litigation  any  attempt  to  do  so  would  be  premature  and  improper. 

Respectfully  yours, 

WM.  R.   WILCOX, 

OJiairman. 
The  Steinway  Tdnnbl. 

The  tunnel  extending  from  Manhattan  to  Queens,  along  the  line  of  Forty-second 
street,  commonly  called  the  **  Steinway  Tunnel,"  has  been  constructed  by  a  private 
company,  and  is  not  a  part  of  the  rapid  transit  system  laid  out  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission,  or  its  predecessors.  No  application  has  been  made  to  the 
Commission,  under  any  section  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  by  the 
owners  of  the  tunnel,  and  no  proposition  looking  towards  the  granting  of  a  fran- 
chise to  operate  has  been  presented  to  the  Commission  for  consideration.  But  the 
present  situation  is  so  peculiar  and  so  many  inquiries  have  been  made  at  the  office 
of  the  Commission  that  a  statement  of  the  facts  up  to  December  31,  1907,  may  be 
of  interest  and  value. 

Origin  of  the  Company. —  The  tunnel  was  originally  begun  by  the  New  York  and 
Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  which  was  incorporated  July  3D,  1887,  under  chap- 
ter 140  of  the  Laws  of  1850,  known  as  the  General  Railroad  Act.  and  the  amend- 
ments thereto.  The  articles  of  association  provided  that  the  company  was  to 
continue  in  existence  for  ninety-nine  (99)  years;  that  the  capital  stock  was  to  be 
1100,000,  consisting  of  1,000  shares,  at  $100  each,  and  that  a  railroad  was  to  be 
constructed  and  operated  about  five  miles  in  length,  extending  from  a  point  near 
Borden  avenue.  Queens,  one  mile  from  the  East  river;  thence  under  the  river  and 
under  certain  streets  and  lands  in  Manhattan  to  a  connection  with  the  New  York 
Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  at  or  near  the  Intersection  of  Ninth  avenue 
and  Thirtieth  street.  New  York  city,  with  a  branch  northerly  to  connect  with  the 
New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad,  near  the  Grand  Central  depot,  and 
a  branch  southerly  to  connect  with  the  Hudson  River  tunnel  in  the  vicinity  of 
Washington  square. 

The  General  Railroad  Act  of  1860  was  amended  by  chapter  775  of  the  Laws  of 
1867,  which  provided,  among  other  things,  that  if  any  corporation  organised  under 
tne  Act  of  1850, 

"  shall  not,  within  five  years  after  its  articles  of  association  are  filed  and  recorded 
In  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  begin  the  construction  of  its  road,  and 
expend  thereon  ten  per  cent  on  the  amount  of  Its  capital,  or  shall  not  finUh  iU 
road  and  put  it  in  operation  in  ten  years  from  the  time  of  filing  its  articles  of 
of  association,  as  aforesaid,  its  corporate  existence  and  powers  shall  cease.** 

Work  not  completed. —  It  therefore  became  incumbent  upon  the  New  York  and 
Long  Island  Railroad  Company  to  have  begun  construction  of  the  tunnel  and  to 
have  expended  thereon  $10,000  by  July  30,  1892,  and  to  have  finished  it  and  put 
it  In  operation  by  July  30,  1897,  under  penalty  of  forfeiture  of  its  corporate  exist- 
ence and  powers. 

The  company's  contractor  started  work  in  May,  1802,  and  It  is  claimed  that  up 
to  July  30  of  that  year  the  sum  of  $11,718.33  had  been  expended.  Work  continued 
down  to  December,  1802,  when  an  explosion  occurred,  and  for  nearly  thirteen  years 
nothing  further  was  accomplished.  In  resuming  operations  in  1905,  eight  years 
after  the  charter  would  have  expired,  under  the  Law  of  1867,  above  quoted,  the 
company  relied  upon  a  series  of  acts,  the  last  of  which,  adopted  In  1903,  is 
claimed  to  have  extended  until  January  1,  1907,  the  time  within  which  the  road 
should  have  been  finished  and  put  In  operation.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  tunnel 
was  not  finished  and  put  In  operation  by  this  date. 
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Franchise  Grants.—  Incorporation  did  not  of  Itself  confer  upon  the  company  the 
right  to  begin  work.  Consents  had  still  to  be  obtained  from  the  local  aathorltlea 
and  from  the  State  of  New  York,  which  are  as  follows: 

*'  (1)  Resolution  of  the  Board  of  Aldermen  of  the  old  Cltv  of  New  York, 
approved  December  31,  1800. 

(2)  Patent  issued  by  the  State  of  New  York,  January  6,  1891. 

(3)  Resolution  of  the  Board  of  Aldermen  of  Long  Island  City,  approved  October 
27,    1891." 

By  the  first  resolution  the  City  assented 
"  to  the  construction  of  a  double  track  railroad  by  the  New  York  and  Long  Island 
Railroad  Company,  in,  by  and  through  a  tunnel  beneath  the  surface  of  Forty-second 
street,  from  its  easterly  end,  to  a  point  therein  between  Tenth  and  Eleventh  avenues, 
in  said  City,  with  such  connections,  branches,  turnouts,  sidings  and  switches,  as 
may  be  requisite  and  necessary  in  accordance  with  the  plans  and  profiles  of  such 
railroad  heretofore  deposited  with  this  Board,  or  such  modification  thereof  as  shall 
be  approved  by  the  Commissioner  of  Public  Works  of  said  City." 

For  compensation  to  the  City  of  New  York,  the  ordinance  provided  that  the 
company  should, 

*•  pay  annually  to  the  City  of  New  York  three  per  centum  of  its  gross  earnings  or 
receipts  from  transportation  of  persons  and  property  on  its  railroad  within  said 
City;  such  payment  to  be  exclusive  of  all  taxes  levied  by  and  payable  to  the  City 
of  New  York  on  the  real  or  personal  property,  capital  stock  or  income  of  said 
company,  and  the  books  of  said  company  showing  the  amount  of  its  said  gross 
earnings  or  receipts  shall,  at  all  reasonable  times  and  hours  be  open  to  the  In- 
spection of  the  Comptroller  of  the  City  of  New  York  (or  to  his  duly  authorised 
agents)  for  the  purpose  of  verifying  the  returns  thereof  of  said  company.'* 

The  consent  of  the  State  of  New  York  was  granted  by  the  following  patent : 

"The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York,  by  the  Grace  of  God,  Free  and  Inde- 
pendent: To  all  to  whom  these  Presents  shall  come.  Greeting: 

"  Know  Ye,  That,  pursuant  to  chapter  140,  Laws  of  1850,  as  amended  by  chap- 
ter 601,  Laws  of  1886,  and  a  resolution  of  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Ofllce 
adopted  November  25,  1890,  we  have  given  and  granted,  and  by  these  presents  do 
give  and  grant  unto  the  New  York  and  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  Its  suc- 
cessors and  assigns,  a  right  of  way  ninety-nine  feet  in  width  and  fifty  feet  in  height 
within  which  to  construct  a  tunnel  for  the  use  and  operation  of  the  above-named 
grantees'  railroad  beneath  the  waters  of  the  East  River  upon  and  along  the  route 
of  said  railroad,  between  the  City  of  New  York  and  Hunter's  Point  in  Long  Island 
City,  as  shown  in  plan  and  profile,  upon  the  charts  filed  in  the  office  of  our  Secre- 
tary of  State,  with  the  water  grant  papers  of  the  month  of  January,  1891. 

"  Together  with  all  and  singular  the  rights,  hereditaments  and  appurtenances  to 
the  same  belonging,  or  in  any  wise  ai^pertaining ;  to  hate  and  to  hold  the  above 
described  premises  unto  the  said  the  New  York  and  I^ng  Island  Railroad  Company, 
its  successors  and  assigns  forever." 

Long  Island  City,  by  the  last  resolution  referred  to,  assented  to  the  construction 
of  a  double  track  railroad  upon  and  along  the  following  lines  and  routes : 

"  Route  One  —  Beginning  at  a  point  under  the  ground  at  or  near  the  westerly 
end  of  Fifth  street  and  in  the  middle  line  thereof  at  low  water  mark,  on  the  east 
side  of  the  East  River  in  said  city ;  thence  running  easterly  beneath  streets  and 
private  property  to  a  point  at  or  near  the  intersection  of  Fourth  street  and  West 
avenue ;  thence  along  Fourth  street  to  or  near  Van  Alst  avenue,  with  a  station 
hereafter  to  be  located  between  the  easterly  shore  of  the  East  River  and  Van  Alst 
avenue;  thence  northeasterly  by  a  curved  line  to  Meadow  street;  thence  along 
Meadow  street  to  Beach  street  ;•••»• 

The  whole  route  may  be  indicated  as  follows: 
A  {New  York  City),  B  (Dock  Property),  C  (East  River),  D-E  (Long  Island  City),  F. 

A  is  Forty-second  street  at  "a  point  therein  between  Tenth  and  Eleventh 
avenues,"  Manhattan. 

B  is  "  beneath  the  surface  of  Forty-second  street  from  (at)  its  easterly  end/' 
Manhattan. 
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C  to  D  l8  "  beneath  the  waters  of  the  East  River  upon  and  along  the  route  of  said 
railroad,  between  the  City  of  New  York  and  Hunter's  Point  In  Long  Inland  City,  as 
shown  in  plan  and  profile,  upon  the  charts  filed  In  the  ofllce  of  our  Secretary  of 
State,  with  the  water  grant  papers  of  the  month  of  January,  1891.** 

E  is  "At  or  near  the  westerly  end  of  Fifth  street  and  in  the  middle  line  thereof 
at  }otD  icater  murk,"  Long  Island  City. 

P  is  Meadow  street  at  Beach  street.  Long  Island  City. 

Route  as  Constructed  —  It  will  be  noted  that  the  route  above  described  differs 
from  the  route  aet  forth  in  the  articles  of  association  and  from  the  location  of  the 
tunnel  as  actually  constructed.  The  company  claims  to  have  obtained  the  legal 
right  to  make  such  alterations,  but  the  Corporation  Counsel  of  the  City  has  denied 
this.  The  route  as  actually  constructed  is  approximately  as  follows :  From  a 
loop  at  the  Intersection  of  Park  avenue  and  Forty-second  street,  somewhat  below 
the  present  subway,  the  line  extends  under  Forty-second  street,  under  the  wharf 
property  of  the  City  at  the  end  of  Forty-second  street.  East  River,  to  the  west 
end  of  Fifth  street,  I»ng  island  City ;  from  thence  It  runs  under  private  property 
to  Fourth  street,  and  under  Fourth  street  to  a  point  between  Jackson  and  Van 
Alst  avenues.  The  portion  from  Forty-second  street  to  a  point  between  Tenth  and 
Eleventh  avenues  has  not  been  constructed.  The  line  is  composed  of  two  tracks 
for  its  entire  length  and  for  most  of  the  distance  each  track  Is  located  in  a  separate 
tunnel. 

A  comparison  of  the  route  as  actually  built  with  the  rights  granted  by  the  City 
of  New  York,  the  State  of  New  York  and  Long  Island  City,  shows  how  a  dlflference 
of  opinion  has  arisen  as  to  whether  the  company  has  obtained  the  proper  legal 
authority  for  the  construction  of  a  tunnel  under  dock  property  in  New  York  City  ; 
that  is,  the  section  between  "  B  "  and  "  C  *'  in  the  above  diagram.  The  company 
claims  that  the  resolution  of  the  board  of  aldermen  covers  this  section.  The  legal 
representatives  of  the  City  have  claimed  that  Jurisdiction  over  this  strip  of  land 
300  feet  in  width  was  vested  in  the  Department  of  Docks,  and  that  it  was  neces- 
sary to  secure  the  consent  of  this  Department  for  the  construction  of  the  route. 
The  courts  have  not  yet  passed  upon  this  point. 

City^s  Efforts  to  Stop  Work  —  When  the  company  resumed  work  in  1905  it 
obtained  from  the  Fire  Commissioners  of  The  City  of  New  York  licenses  to  use  and 
keep  explosives  at  the  four  shafts  where  it  was  prosecuting  Its  work,  and  later  in 
the  year  obtained  permission  from  the  Building  Department  to  erect  certain  tempo- 
rary structures.  About  this  time  there  arose  considerable  discussion  regarding  the 
legal  right  ot  the  company  to  proceed  with  the  work.  Many  claim  that  the  com- 
pany had  forfeited  its  charter  because  of  Its  failure  to  complete  the  tunnel  by  July 
30,  1802,  and  that  it  was  proceeding  Illegally. 

Upon  January  22,  1000,  the  Inspector  of  Combustibles  of  the  Fire  Department, 
New  Y'ork  City,  informed  the  contractors  doing  the  work  that  four  permits  for 
blasting  had  been  revoked  **  by  direction  of  the  Corporation  Counsel."  Two  days 
later  the  Superintendent  of  Buildings  Informed  the  contractors  that  certain  build- 
ing permits  had  been  revoked  "  for  the  reason  that  the  right  to  build  this  tunnel 
Is  disputed."  No  infractions  of  the  permits  themselves  were  alleged.  Thereupon 
the  railroad  company  brought  a  suit  to  stay  the  revocation  of  the  permits,  and  a 
preliminary  injunction  was  granted.  The  main  contentions  of  the  Corporation 
Counsel  in  opposing  an  injunction  were  that  the  company  was  not  a  legal  corpora- 
tion and  that  it  had  no  right  to  construct  the  tunnel.  The  case  came  first  before 
Justice  Blanchard  of  the  Supreme  Court  who  said : 

"  Independent  of  the  foregoing  con.Mideratlons,  however,  the  validity  of  the  plaln- 
tlflTs  franchise,  In  which  a  large  amount  of  capital  is  invested  and  f/rcat  public 
interests  are  concerned,  cannot  properly  be  determined  upon  affidavits.  To  solve 
this  question  now  against  the  plaintiff  would  permit  such  interference  with  the 
plaintilT's  work  as  would  prevent  lis  completion  within  the  time  set  therefor,  upon 
which  Its  franchise  is  conditional.  The  plaintiff  will  be  irremediably  damnced  if 
the  doubt  were  now  resolved  against  it.  The  defendant,  on  the  other  hand,  cannot 
be  prejudiced  by  the  postponement.  For  this  reason  the  Court  may  well  refuse 
to   determine    the   question    upon    the   present   motion,    and    instead    may   proi't  ri; 
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make  a  restraining  order  permitting  the  continuance  of  the  work  under  the  alleged 
franchise  until  the  question  may  be  tried  in  court  according  to  the  rules  of  evi- 
dence. Upon  this  ground,  as  well  as  upon  the  merits,  the  plaintiff's  motion  for  a 
continuation,  pendente  lite,  of  the  preliminary  injunction,  is  granted." 

The  case  came  on  for  trial  before  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald  in  June,  1906,  who  con- 
cluded that : 

1.  "The  plaintiff  had  acquired  at  the  time  of  th«  beginning  of  this  action,  and 
now  has,  due  legal  power  and  lawful  authority  to  construct  and  operate  its  tunnel 
and  rallrood."  * 

2.  "  There  was  no  warrant  or  authority  in  law  for  the  attempted  revocation  of 
any  of  said  licenses  and  permits,  either  for  the  use  of  explosives  or  for  temporary 
buildings ;  and  said  licenses  and  permits  were  and  are  of  full  force  and  effect.'* 

3.  "  The  time  of  the  plaintiff  to  complete  the  construction  of  its  tunnel  will 
e^ire  on  the  Slst  day  of  December,  1006." 

In  his  opinion  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald  said: 

"The  validity  of  plaintiff's  incorporation  under  the  provisions  of  the  General 
Railroad  Act  of  1850,  as  affected  by  various  subsequent  statutes,  particularly  the 
prohibition  of  chapter  10,  Laws  of  1S60  applicable  only  to  the  city  of  New  York, 
the  constitutionality  of  the  Tunnel  Act,  chapter  682,  Laws  of  1880,  the  alleged 
failure  of  defendant  in  any  event  to  comply  with  its  provisions,  the  legality  of 
the  consents  of  the  local  authorities  and  of  the  tibuttlng  owners,  the  lapsing  by 
expiration  of  time  of  tSe  defendant's  franchises  and  its  failure  to  comply  with 
statutory  requirements  in  the  matter  of  the  change  of  route,  were  all  sharply 
presented  and  definitely  determined," 

—  when  the  matter  was  before  Mr.  Justice  Blanchard.  Accordingly  a  decision  was 
rendered  for  the  company. 

As  to  the  contention  of  the  city  that  the  railroad  company  had  failed  to  obtain 
the  consent  of  the  dock  department  for  the  300-foot  strip  referred  to  above, 
Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald  said: 

**  It  is  claimed  that  this  land  under  water  is  within  the  exclusive  control  of 
the  dock  department,  and  that  no  action  of  the  Board  of  Aldermen  can  confer  any 
right  of  way  or  easement  under  this  portion  of  the  bed  of  the  East  river.  •  •  • 
This  is  a  proposition  not  affecting  the  validity  of  plaintiff's  charter,  but  challenging 
its  right  to  construct  its  tunnel  upon  a  portion  of  its  designated  route.  It  does 
not  appear  that  any  application  for  consent  was  made  and  refused,  nor  was  the 
failure  to  obtain  such  consent  made  a  ground  for  the  revocation  oC  the  permits. 
There  is  some  suggestion  of  acquiescence.  If  plaintiff  becomes  a  trespasser  It  does 
so  at  its  peril,  and  no  adjudication  now  can  deprive  the  city  or  the  dock  depart- 
ment of  their  remedies,  while  irreparable  loss  might  result  to  the  plaintiffs  If  It 
were,  by  the  revocation  of  permits,  prevented  from  prosecuting  a  work  the  failure 
to  complete  which  within  a  short  period  of  time  might  involve  the  forfeiture  of 
its  charter  and  the  consequent  loss  of  the  vast  sum  of  money  already  expended." 

The  Case  in  the  Appellate  Division. —  The  appeal  from  this  Judgment  was  argued 
In  the  Appellate  Division  in  October,  1907,  and  the  Appellate  Division,  by  unani- 
mous opinion,  affirmed  the  Judgment  of  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald.  Although  the  case 
was  not  decided  until  1907,  It  was  begun  hi  1906,  and  therefore  the  court  did 
not  assume  to  decide  these  two  questions : 

1.  The  effect  of  the  failure  of  the  company  to  construct  and  operate  its' road 
by  the  proscribed  time,  namely,  January  1,  1907. 

2.  The  effect  of  the  failure  to  get  the  consent  of  the  dock  department  of  the 
city  of  New  York  for  a  portion  of  Its  road  as  at  present  constructed.  The 
Appellate  Division  did  say,  however: 

"  The  articles  of  association  were  filed  on  the  30th  of  July,  1887 ;  the  company 
entered  Into  a  contract  for  the  construction  of  its  road  in  June,  1890 ;  work  was 
begun  thereunder,  and  by  July  30,  1892,  upwards  of  10  per  cent  of  the  capital 
had  been  expended.  The  time  for  completion  had  been  extended  by  chapter  700 
of  the  Laws  of  1895;  647  of  the  Laws  of  1901;  487  of  the  Laws  of  1902;  597  of 
the  Laws  of  1903 ;  to  January  1,  1907.     As  this  case  was  commenced  In  February, 
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1906,  and  tried  in  June  of  the  same  year,  ifie  Ume  limit  for  completion  had  not 
edited," 

As  to  the  second  question,  the  Appellate  Division  said : 

"  For  ine  purpose  of  this  suit  it  i«  unnecessary  to  decide  where  the  power  is 
lodged.  The  permits  at  bar  were  not  revoked  because  the  permission  of  the  dock 
department  had  not  been  granted  to  pierce  this  strip  of  land  under  water." 

Direct  Action  Brought  hy  the  City. —  In  February,  1907,  an  action  was  brought 
by  the  city  of  New  York  against  the  New  York  and  Long  Island  Eailroad  Com- 
pany, the  substance  of  this  action  being  that  the  corporate  existence  and  powers 
of  the  railroad  company  ceased  January  1,  1907,  that  its  work  sinde  that  time 
had  been  carried  on  without  legal,  authority  and  that  its  franchises  were  forfeited 
and  void.  The  city  asked  judgment  permanently  enjoining  and  restraining  the 
construction  and  operation  of  the  railroad.  To  this  complaint  the  company 
demurred,  and  the  demurrer  was  argued  before  Mr.  Justice  Davis,  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  In  October,  1907. 

Mr.  Edward  P.  Bryan,  president  of  the  Intcrborough  Eapid  Transit  Company, 
testified  before  the  Commission  upon  August  20,  1907,  that  he  was  chairman  of 
the  board  of  trustees  of  the  New  York  and  Long  Island  Railroad  Company.  He 
also  stated  that  the  company  ceased  to  have  a  board  of  directors  about  January  1, 

1907,  when  the  board  became  a  board  of  trustees,  "  practically  under  the  advice  of 
our  legal  department."  He  further  testified  that  all  the  corporate  assets  whlrh, 
prior  to  January  1,  1907,  were  under  the  direction  or  control  of  the  board  of 
directors  of  the  company,  were  then  (August  20,  1907)  under  the  direction  and 
control  of  the  board  of  trustees  and  that  he  signed  himself,  not  ^s  president  of  the 
company,  but  as  chairman  of  the  board  of  trustees. 

Mr.  Justice  Davis,  in  his  opinion  handed  down  December  9,  1907,  ruled  that  the 
demurrer  put  in  by  the  company  was  not  properly  Interposed.     He  said : 

"  The  failure  of  the  defendant  to  comply  with  the  Railroad  Law  as  to  completion 
and  operation  of  the  dallroad  was  ipso  facto  an  extinction  of  the  corporation,  and 
it  does  not  require  the  bringing  of  an  action  to  dissolve  the  corporation  (Matter  of 
Brooklyn,  Wlnfleld  &  Newtown  Ry.,  72  N.  Y.  245).  And  the  so-called  franchises 
mentioned  in  the  complaint  were  immediately  ewtinguisJied  (see  Brooklyn,  Q.  Co.  & 
Sub.  B.  R.,  185  N.  Y.  185). 

"  It  thus  appears  from  the  complaint  that  the  action  Is  brought  against  a 
defendant  that  has  no  existence.  The  defendant  being  dead  in  the  sense  referred 
to  above  there  can  be  no  pleading  to  the  complaint  on  behalf  of  that  defendant. 
•      •      • 

"/  do  not  agree  with  the  demurrant's  view  that  the  property  rights  and  fran- 
chises mentioned  in  the  complaint  survive  the  extinction  of  the  defendant's  cor- 
porate existence  and  pass  to  the  directors  as  trustees  for  the  bene/lt  of  those 
concerned,  and  that  these  trustees  are  the  proper  parties  defendant.  If  this  were 
so  the  trustees  might  take  their  own  time  to  build  the  road  and  thus  defeat  the 
very  purpose  of  the  statute  to  Insure  a  speedy  completion  of  the  work  for  public 
uses  (Matter  of  Brooklyn,  Q.  Co.  &  Sub.  R.  R.,  185  N.  Y.  171.  185).  •  •  • 
My  conclusion  is  that  the  demurrer  is  not  properly  Interposed  and  has  no  standing 
In  the  case.  The  demurrer  really  admits  that  there  Is  no  defendant  here.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  there  is  no  action  pending,  nor  was  there  at  the  time  the  demurrer 
was  served.     Submit  decision  and  Judgment  In  accordance  with  these  views." 

Present  Condition. —  Such  was  the  situation  of  the  litigation  at  the  end  of  the 
year.  The  tunnel  was  almost  If  not  quite  completed,  and  It  is  stated  that  operation 
could  be  begun  in  a  short  time  so  far  as  physical  conditions  are  concerned.  Cars 
have  actually  been  run  through  for  purposes  of  inspection  but  not  for  public  use. 
The  stock  of  the  New  York  and  liong  Island  Railroad .  Company  Is  practically  all 
owned  by  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company,  which  has  furnished  the  funds 
to  build  the  line  (see  Mr.  Bryan's  evidence  before  the  Commission  In  the  inter- 
borongh-Metropolitan  investigation).  The  same  company  owns  practically  all  of 
the  stock  of  the  New  York  and  Queens  County  Railway  Company,  the  company 
that  operates  the  street  car  lines  In  Long  Island  City  and  most  of  the  borough  o( 
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QaeenB.  Thus  the  In terbo rough  Company  controls  the  subway  in  Manhattan,  with 
which  the  Stein  way  tunnel  would  at  present  naturally  connect;  the  Steinway 
tunnel  itself,  and  also  the  surface  lines  in  Queens,  which  are  naturally  the  feeders 
of  the  tunnel.  It  would  easily  be  possible  within  a  short  time  to  make  an 
operating  connection  between  the  tunnel  and  the  Queens  surface  lines.  In  Man- 
hattan a  transfer  station  certainly  could  be  built  and  possibly  an  operating  con- 
nection provided.  But  no  proposition  has  been  made  to  the  Commission  by  any 
company  looking  to  this  end. 

The  following  statement  has  been  filed  with  the  Commission  of  the'  expenditures 
of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  in  connection  with  its  acquisition  of 
the  stock,  etc.,  of  the  New  York  and  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  and  the  con- 
Btruction  of  the  tunnel,  including  the  estimates  pf  the  amounts  required  to  com- 
plete the  work  by  the  chief  engineer  of  the  company : 
Original  cost  to  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  of  fran- 
chises, etc .' $402,035  17 

Cost  of  real  estate  (see  Schedule  "A,"  hereto  annexed) 917,603  94 

Cost  of  construction  and  equipment  (see  Schedule  "  B,'*  hereto  an- 
nexed)         6,126,151  67 

Total,  exclusive  of  interest  accrued $7,445,880  78 

Interest  at  4  per  cent  per  annum  to  July  15,  1907  : 
On  Interborough   Rapid  Transit  Company's  original 

investment $54,490  05 

On  real  estate  purchases 58,142  95 

On  loans  and  construction  account : 

Advances     from    the     Interborough    Rapid     Transit 
Company  to  or  for  the  account  of  the  New  York 

and  Long  Island  Railroad  Company 114,499  19 

227.132  19 

Grand  total $7,673,012  97 

If  interest  Is  computed  at  5  per  cent  per  annum,  the  cost  is $7,729,796  01 

If  Interest  is  computed  at  6  per  cent  per  annum,  the  cost  is $7,786,579  05 


Note. —  We  have  certain  claims  against  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and 
others  from  which  $40,000  will  be  realized,  in  the  judgment  of  the  chief  engineer ; 
the  plant,  it  is  estimated,  will  bring  about  $160,000;  a  total  credit  of  $200,000. 
to  be  deducted  from  the  figures  shown  hereinabove. 

Thereafter  the  Rapid  Transit  Act  was  amended  so  as  to  authorize  the  Com- 
mission, subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment, 
to  purchase  the  Steinwtiy  Tunnel,  and  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Conir 
pany  renewed  its  previous  proposal  that  the  city  of  New  York  should  pur- 
chase the  tunnel. 

*  Report  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  proposal  that  the  city  of  New  York  should  purchase  the  Steinway  tunnel 
flrPt  came  before  this  Commission  omdnlly  In  February  of  this  year,  in  the  form 
of  a  letter  from  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company.  iRit  as  the  Commission 
had  no  authority  at  that  time  to  make  such  an  agreement  as  was  proposed,  the 
plan  was  not  passed  upon. 

In  the  following  weeks  of  the  session,  the  Legislature  passed  an  act  amending 
the  Rapid  Transit  Law  by  adding  a  new  section,  which  was  intended  by  those 
urging  it  to  authorize  this  Commission,  with  the  approval  of  the  Board  of  Estimate 
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and  Apportionment,  to  purchase  for  such  price  and  upon  such  terms  a«d  conditions 
as  may  be  agreed  upon  "any  line  or  lines  of  railway  already  constructed  or  in 
process  of  construction  of  the  character  which  might  be  constructed  as  a  rapid 
transit  railway,"  With  like  approval,  this  Commission  may  enter  into  a  contract 
with  any  person,  firm  or  corporation  for  the  equipment,  maintenance  and  operation 
of  such  railway  for  a  term  not  exceeding  twenty-five  years,  with  a  covenant  for 
one  renewal  not  exceeding  twenty -five  years.  This  contract  must  state  terms  and 
conditions  as  to  rates  of  fare,  character  of  service,  and  rental  to  be  paid.  This 
Commission,  also.  Is  directed  to  secure  such  consents  from  public  authorities  and 
property  owners  as  are  necessary  to  permit  operation. 

It  should  be  noted  that  this  act.  although  general  in  form,  was  intended  to  apply 
so  far  as  known,  only  to  the  Steinway  tunnel.  This  tunnel  is  placed  in  a  class 
by  Itself,  for  every  other  tunnel  or  subway  that  is  constructed  under  the  direction 
of  the  Public  Service  Commission  must  be  rented,  if  at  all,  for  a  sum  sufficient 
to  pay  interest  and  sinking  fund  upon  the  cost  of  construction.  The  act  passed 
last  spring  does  not  enlarge  the  powers  of  the  Commission  over  all  subways,  but 
permits  In  this  one  case  a  rental  to  be  fixed  which  might  pay  only  a  minor  part 
of  Interest  and  sinking  fund,  or  even  no  part  at  all. 

Physicai.  Condition  of  Tunnel. 

After  the  passage  of  this  law,  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  renewed 
Its  proposal  to  sell  the  tunnel ;  but  before  stating  the  essential  features  of  this 
proposal,  it  may  be  well  to  summarize  the  physical  and  legal  status  of  the  tunnel. 
As  at  present  constructed,  it  begins  at  a  loop  at  Forty-second  street  and  Park 
avenue,  Manhattan,  running  thence  under  Forty-second  street,  East  river  and 
Man-o'-War  reef  to  Long  Island  City,  and  thence  under  Fourth  street  to  its  inter- 
section with  Van  Alst  avenue,  where  there  is  a  terminal  loop  and  an  open  cut 
approach  to  the  surface.  Except  under  Fourth  street.  Long  Island  City,  where  it 
Is  of  the  usual  subway  section,  the  tunnel  consists  of  two  single-track  tubes.  The 
grades  of  the  main  portion  of  the  tunnel  are,  on  the  Manhattan  side,  3  per  cent ; 
in  the  river  section,  1.63  per  cent;  Long  Island  City  side,  4.5  per  cent;  the  latter 
grade  extending  for  a  distance  of  abont  1,200  feet  west  of  Vernon  avenue.  A 
steeper  grade  of  6.5  per  cent  occurs  at  the  surface-approach  cut  at  Van  Alst  avenue. 
This  grade,  as  well  as  the  radius  of  the  terminal  curve  would  necessitate  the 
operation  of  motor  cars  only. 

A  thorough  examination  of  the  tunnel  wns  made  by  Mr.  Seaman,  Chief  Engineer 
to  the  Commission,  who  reported  that  it  was  in  good  physical  condition,  except 
for  a  few  minor  defects  which  could  be  remedied  or  were  so  unimportant  as  to  be 
disregnrdpd.  Considerable  work  must  yet  be  done.  Including  provision  for  ventila- 
tion and  drainage,  completion  of  shafts,  stations,  track  and  lighting  system,  instal- 
lation of  cables  and  signal  system,  etc.  Mr.  Pegram,  chief  engineer  to  the  company, 
estimates  this  work  will  cost  $310,000. 

There  are  three  stations  on  the  route:  (1st)  in  Manhattan  between  Lexington 
and  Third  avenues;  (2d)  in  Long  Island  City  at  Jackson  avenue,  and  (3d)  in 
Long  Island  City  at  Van  Alst  avenue.  The  first  Is  the  largest  and  is  at  a  depth 
of  about  sixty-flve  feet  below  the  street  surface.  A  double  escalator  is  to  be 
provided ;  the  other  stations  are  so  near  the  surface  that  none  will  be  necessary. 
The  Lexington  avenue  station  is  too  far  east  to  connect  with  the  Grand  Central 
station  of  the  present  subway.  In  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Beaman,  it  might  better 
have  been  located  a  block  further  west,  so  that  one  station  would  provide  direct 
connections  with  the  present  Grand  Central  Station  and  also  the  station  upon  the 
proposed  Broad way-I>exingt on  avenue  line.  As  at  present  constructed,  every  pas- 
senger coming  through  the  tunnel  who  wishes  to  use  the  present  subway  in  Fourth 
avenue  must  go  to  the  street,  walk  two  long  blocks  and  descend  again,  consuming 
at  least  five  minutes.  If  a  direct  connection  were  provided,  as  suggested,  the 
change  would  not  require  over  two  minutes,  and  in  bad  weather  the  inconvenience 
eliminated  thereby  would  be  very  considerable.  To  make  this  change  an  additional 
expenditure  of  $300,000  will  be  required,  according  to  Mr.  Seaman. 
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The  tunnel  Is  designed  for  electric  surface  cars,  equipped  with  a  special  overhead 
contact  shoe.  There  is  sufficient  clearance  for  the  largest  cars  now  in  use  in  the 
subway,  but  the  radius  of  the  end  loops,  fifty  (50)  feet,  is  so  small  that  only 
single  cars  could  be  operated.  The  grades  are  so  steep  in  places  that  only 
motor  cars  can  be  used ;  trailers  could  not  be  used  as  is  done  in  the  present  subway. 
The  tunnel  was  evidently  Intended  for  operation  by  the  surface  cars  of  the  New 
York  &  Queens  County  Railroad  Company's  lines  in  Long  Island  City.  It  is 
practicable  to  introduce  the  Jackson  avenue  cars  either  by  a  connection  on  Van 
Alst  avenue,  or  else  by  constructing  a  new  connection  at  Jackson  avenue  and 
Fourth  street.  The  Borden  avenue  cars  may  be  Introduced  in  the  tunnel  by  con- 
structing  a  new  connection  at  Fourth  street  and  Van  Alst  avenue,  which  would 
run  over  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  tunnels,  as  now  being  constructed. 

In  many  respects  the  Steinway  tunnel  is  well  located  to  constitute  a  valuable 
adjunct  of  a  future  comprehensive  subway  system.  It  occupies  a  level  below  the 
present  subway  in  Forty-second  street  and  could  be  extended  at  some  future  time 
across  the  City  to  the  North  river  and  possibly  south  to  the  new  Pennsylvania  rail- 
road station,  or  to  connect  with  the  Hudson  and  Manhattan  subway  in  Sixth  avenue. 
If  a  west  side  subway  south  of  Forty-second  street  were  built,  many  of  the  pas- 
sengers from  the  north  .would  proceed  down-town  by  this  route.  The  present  east 
side  subway  in  Fourth  avenue  would  then  be  freed  from  its  present  congested  traffic 
and  could  accommodate  the  passengers  brought  by  the  Steinway  tunnel  from  Queens 
and  the  New  York  Central  Railroad.  It  will  pass  under  the  proposed  Lexington 
avenue  subway  and  could  be  made  to  connect  therewith.  Practically  all  of  the 
surface  lines  of  the  nortnwestern  portion  of  Queens  could  be  brought  to  Manhattan 
by  this  tunnel  or  made  to  connect  therewith. 

Legal  Situation, 

The  legal  status  of  the  tunnel  Is  set  forth  In  full  in  the  First  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission. It  was  originally  begun  by  the  New  York  and  Long  Island  Railroad  Com- 
pany, incorporated  In  1887.  The  stock  of  this  company  is  now  practically  all 
owned  by  the  Interborough  Company,  which  has  furnished  most  of  the  funds  to 
build  the  line.  The  act  under  which  the  company  was  incorporated  provided  that 
unless  the  road  was  finished  and  put  in  operation  within  ten  years  from  the  filing 
of  its  articles  of  association  (by  July  30,  1897),  Its  corporate  life  would  end.  If 
we  accept  the  claim  of  the  company  that  this  time  was  extended  by  laier  legislation, 
the  limiting  date  becomes  January  1,  1007.  As  a  matter  of  fact  the  tunnel  was 
not  finished  and  put  in  operation  by  that  date,  and,  as  the  courts  have  decided, 
the  corporate  powers  and  existence  of  the  company  have  ceased.  The  property  of 
the  company  is  now  In  the  hands  of  the  former  directors  as  trustees,  but  they 
have  no  power  to  operate. 

The  City  of  New  York  brought  suit  some  time  ago,  claiming  that  the  company 
did  not  have  the  necessary  franchises,  permits  and  consents  to  authorize  con* 
Btruction  or  operation.  An  agreed  statement  of  facts  has  been  prepared  and 
probably  this  case  will  be  presented  to  the  Appellate  Division  very  soon.  Perhaps 
the  company  did  have  the  necessary  authority  to  operate,  if  the  tunnel  had  been 
finished  and  in  operation  by  January  1,  1907.  But  this  authority  Is  useless  now  so 
far  as  operation  by  the  company  or  the  trustees  is  concerned.  If  these  rights  are 
legal  and  sufficient  —  If  no  further  grants  are  necessary  —  it  is  possible  that  the 
trustees  could  sell  the  property,  including  the  franchises,  to  a  company  having  the 
right  to  (^erate.  These  are  legal  questions  not  yot  settled,  but  in  any  event 
operation  could  be  brought  about  by  new  grants  of  authority. 

Tbbms  op  Proposition. 

The  proposal  made  by  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  is  In  substance 
as  follows : 

1.  The  company  is  to  transfer  nil  its  interest,  title  and  control  over  the  tunnel 
as  above  described,  the  franchise  which  it  claims  to  have  for  the  construction  of  the 
road  and  such  real  estate  as  will  be  necessary  for  its  operation,  to  the  City  of  New 
York. 
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2.  The  City  of  New  York  Is  to  pay  the  "  actual  cost  to  Interborough  Rapid 
Transit  Company  for  construction,  real  estate  necessary  for  rights  of  way,  interest 
charges,  etc.,  say  $7,239,476.50.  The  exact  amount  of  real  estate  required  will  he 
a  subject  for  adjustment  and  when  d.etermined  on,  its  cost  as  well  as  the  cost  of  all 
other  items  may  he  verifled  by  an  independent  audit." 

3.  The  company  is  to  accept  in  payment  City  bonds,  4  per  cent  at  par. 

4.  The  City  of  New  York  is  to  enter  into  an  operating  contract  with  the  New 
York  &  Queens  County  Railroad  Company  to  operate  the  tunnel  in  connection  with 
Its  lines  in  Queens  for  a  period  of  twenty-five  years. 

The  terms  of  this  agreement  are  to  be  as  follows : 

5.  Expenses  of  operation  to  be  fixed  at  an  arbitrary  sum  to  represent  the  esti- 
mated cost. 

6.  One-half  of  this  sum  to  be  paid  by  the  City,  the  balance  by  the  company. 

7.  A  single  fare  of  five  cents  to  be  charged  between  Forty-second  street  and 
Fourth  avenue,  Manhattan,  and  any  point  on  the  line  of  the  New  York  .&  Queens 
County  Railway. 

8.  The  City  to  receive  all  "  local  fares/*  which  are  to  be  estimated  at  twice  the 
fares  received  at  the  two  stations  in  Long  Island  City. 

9.  When  the  local  fares  so  paid  over  shall  have  reimbursed  the  City  for  all 
amounts  advanced  for  operating  expenses,  interest  on  City  bonds,  a  sinking  fund  of 
1  per  cent  per  annum,  and  all  arrears  of  interest  and  sinking  fund,  any  surplus  of 
local  fares  is  to  be  divided  equally  between  City  and  Company. 

10.  All  through  fares  to  be  retained  by  the  company. 

Analysis  of  Offbb  —  Financb. 

Considering  these  provisions  in  turn,  the  question  at  once  arises:  What  amount 
must  the  city  pay  ?  The  ofter  of  the  Interborough  Company  says  '*  actual  cost "  a» 
shown  by  "an  independent  audit"  and  suggests  $7,24,0,000  (to  be  exact  $7,239,- 
476.50).  To  determine  what  has  been  spent,  Mr.  Weber,  Chief  Statistician  of  the 
Commission,  was  directed  to  make  a  careful  examination  of  the  books  and  vouchers. 
He  reports  that  the  company  claims  to  have  expended  or  incurred  liabilities 
amounting  to  nearly  $8,600,000,  divided  as  follows : 

(a)  Work  and  expenses  Incidental  to  construction  of 

tunnel '  $5,745,972.22 

Add  advances  to  Degnon  Contracting  Company.  169,074.43 

$5,915,046.65 

(b)  Real  Estate    884,903 .63 

Expenditures  of  an  intangible  nature : 

(c)  Cost  of  property  and  franchises  represented  by 

Capital  Stock  and  assignments  of  judgments.        $374,076.05 

(d)  Legal  expenses    62,450 .  04 

(e)  Advertising 2.231.08 

(f)  Interest  on  loans  and  advances 864,399.34 

1.304,056.51 

$8,104,006.79 

(g)  Liabilities  unpaid  at  Sept.  30,  1008 491,510.19 


$8,595,516.98 


With  the  aid  of  engineers,  Mr.  Weber  analyzed  these  items  in  detail  and  reports 
that  the  propriety  of  including  certain  of  them  is  open  to  question,  as  for  example, 
certain  large  salaries,  the  allowances  made  for  rush  work  in  order  to  complete  the 
tunnel  before  the  expiration  of  the  charter  of  the  company  (this  was  unsuccessful), 
payments  for  franchises  to  other  than  public  authorities,  legal  expenses  in  furthering 
certain  legislation,  and  purchases  of  real  estate.  How  much  should  be  deducted  is, 
of  course,  a  matter  of  conjecture,  but  apparently  the  company  considers  $7,240,000 
as  the  minimum  figure  for  cost. 
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The  annual  cost  to  (he  City,  using  these  two  Items  as  a  baEfis,  will  be,  according 
to  the  offer  (see  items  2,  3  and  9  above)  : 

On  Basis  of  On  Basis  of 

$7,240,000  $8,600,000 

Cost.  Cost. 

A  —  Interest  on  bonds  at  4% $289,600.00  $344,000.00 

B  —  Interest  on  cost  to  complete  tunnel   ($310^)00)..  12,400.00  See  note* 

C  —  Interest  on  cost  to  rebuild  station  ($300,000) 12.000.00  12,000.00 

D  —  Sinking  fund  of  1%  on   above 78,500.00  89.000.00 

Total   fixed    charges $392,500.00        $445,000.00 

B  —  %   Operating  cost  —  estimated  at 35,000.00  35.000.00 

Total  annual  expense  to  City $427,500.00        $480,000.00 

Item  E  is  the  only  one  which  has  not  been  explained.  In  order  to  arrive  at  a 
fair  figure,  an  estimate  was  made  of  the  probable  traffic  through  the  tunnel.  It  will 
come  from  three  sources :  The  first  class  will  consist  of  those  whose  Journey  origi- 
nates or  ends  within  walking  distance  of  the  two  stations  in  Iiong  Island  City  and 
who  wish  to  go  to  or  from  Manhattan.  The  second  class  will  consist  of  those 
who  ride  over  the  lines  of  the  New  York  &  Queens  Railway  either  before  entering 
or  after  leaving  the  tunnel.  The  third  class,  of  those  who  come  from  or  are  going 
to  lines  of  transportation  in  Queens,  whose  cars  do  not  run  through  the  tunnel. 

I*RORABLE  Traffic  ox  Quekns  Lines. 

It  is  probable  that  the  second  source  of  traffic  will  be  by  far  the  most  important. 
Passengers  upon  the  New  York  &  Queens  system  may  ride  through  without  paying 
an  extra  fare  or  changing  cars.  This  will  be  true  of  no  other  line,  unless  it  makes 
a  contract  with  the  New  York  &  Queens  Company,  which  would  appear  and  have, 
under  the  agreement  proposed,  exclusive  rights  of  operation  and  control.  Neither 
the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  nor  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  will  be 
likely  to  make  such  an  agreement,  for  they  will  havp  their  own  tunnel  delivering 
passengers  at  the  Pennsylvania  station  in  Manhattan.  The  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit 
Company  would  not  be  likely  to  do  so,  for  it  has  the  free  use  of  the  Williamsburg 
and  Brooklyn  Bridges  and  can  afford  a  more  direct  route  to  the  lower  portion  of 
Manhattan  for  the  portion  of  Its  trafilc  which  originates  in  Queens  than  by  the 
Steinway  tunnel.  Further,  most  of  their  patrons  would  doubtless  prefer  to  go  via 
the  bridge  because  there  would  be  no  extra  fare  that  way;  but  if  they  used  the 
Steinway  tunnel,  another  fare  would  probably  have  to  l>e  paid  for  a  ride  down- 
town In  the  subway.  But  if  any  arrangement  were  made  for  rutknlng  cars  from 
other  lines,  into  the  tunnel,  the  City  would  receive  no  additional  revenue  and 
would  have  to  pay  one-half  the  cost  of  operating  these  cars. 

At  present  thes?  are  the  only  lines  which  run  Into  Long  Island  City  or  approach 
it  that  are  not  controlled  by  the  New  York  &  Queens  Company,  If  an  independent 
company  were  to  get  a  franchise,  it  might  make  some  arrangement  with  the  present 
company,  but  it  would  be  at  a  decided  disadvantage  In  bargaining,  and  it  is  more 
likely  that  no  new  company  would  attempt  to  obtain  a  franchise  which  woul<l  make 
it  dependent  upon  the  New  York  &  Queens  Company  for  an  outlet.  New  companies 
are  more  likely  to  run  lines  over  the  Blackwell's  Island  Bridge  and  to  tap  areas 
adjacent  thereto. 

In  estimating  the  orobable  trafilc  upon  the  New  York  &  Queens  system  during  the 
first  year  of  operation,  upon  the  assumption  that  the  tunnel  would  be  opened  as 
soon  as  possible,  three  factors  were  considered.  The  first  was  the  tratHc  during  the 
year  lJ)07-8,  which  was  18,021,3.")5  fare 'passengers.  The  second  was  the  growth 
during  past  years.  From  1004-5  to  lOO^-G.  the  increase  was  14  per  cent;  from 
1005-6  to  1000-7,  6  per  cent;  from  1906-7  to  1007-8,  3  per  cent.  It  is  Interesting 
to  note  that  the  rate  of  growth  has  decreased  and  not  increased.  It  does  not  seem 
likely  that  the  increase  In  the  coming  year  due  to  natural  developments  alone 
would  be  over  10  to  15  per  cent,  even  in  view  of  the  opening  of  the  tunnel  and 

•  This  item  is  Included  in  $8,600,000. 
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bridge.  The  third  factor  was  the  probability  that  the  opening  of  the  Stelnway 
tunnel,  with  a  through  fare  to  Lexington  avenue  of  five  cents,  would  deflect  to 
the  New  fork  &  Queens  system  a  number  of  passengers  who  have  heretofore  gone 
by  the  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  lines  or  the  I^ng  Island  Railroad.  Trobably  neither 
would  be  affected  to  any  large  degree,  partially  for  reasons  above  given  and  par- 
tially because  the  lines  of  the  New  York  &  Queens  Company  and  those  of  either 
of  the  other  two  companies  do  not  tap  the  same  areas  except  to  a  limited  degree. 
But  not  all  of  the  paascngera  who  will  ride  upon  the  lines  of  the  New  York  & 
Queens,  Company  will  wish  to  use  the  Rieinvcay  tunnel.  From  the  total  number 
there  must  be  deducted  the  local  riders  In  Queens,  i.  e.,  the  passengers  to  and  from 
Flushing,  College  Point,  North  Beach,  Jamaica.  Elmhurst,  Astoria,  Maspeth,  Steln- 
way, Corona,  Ravenswood,  Woodside  and  Long  Island  City,  whose  errands,  busi- 
ness, shopping  or  pleasure  w^ill  not  bring  them  to  Manhattan.  Then  there  are  the 
passengers  who  will  continue  to  use  the  Astoria  and  the  College  Point  ferries  far 
uptown,  because  more  convenient.  The  opening  of  the  Blackwell's  Island  Bridge, 
with  surface  cars  operating  to  and  from  Manhattan,  will  cause  a  considerable  num- 
ber to  use  this  means  of  reaching  Manhattan.  Last  of  all,  there  is  the  attraction 
of  the  Thirty-fourth  Street  Ferry,  not  only  to  those  who  will  find  It  more  con- 
venient at  either  end  or  both  ends,  but  to  those  who  prefer  a  three-cent  fare  by 
ferry  to  a  flve-cent  fare  by  tunnel. 

Local  Traffic. 

The  local  traffic,  1.  e.,  the  number  of  passengers  who  will  enter  or  depart  from  the 
two  stations  upon  the  tunnel  In  Queens,  will  not  be  large,  as  distinguished  from  the 
through  travel  brought  to  the  tunnel  by  the  New  York  &  Queens  County  surface  cars. 
The  nearest  station  upon  the  Long  Island  Railroad  is  a  quarter  of  a  mile  from  the 
Jackson  Avenue  station  of  the  tunnel,  and  that  station  is  at  the  Thirty-fourth  Street 
ferry.  It  is  not  likely  that  a  very  large  number  will  walk  that  distance  to  take  the 
tunnel  to  Forty-second  street,  especially  when  It  will  mean  a  flve-cent  fare  as  com- 
pared with  a  three-cent  fare  or  less  by  commutation  rate,  and  especially  when  the 
ferry  is  immediately  at  hand.*  A  number  may  walk  from  one  of  the  lines  of  the 
Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  Company,  but  not  many. 

There  will  also  be  those  who  will  live,  shop,  visit  or  do  business  within  walking 
distance  of  the  two  tunnel  stations.  But  this  area  will  be  small.  Everyone  will 
take  a  surface  car  whenever  possible,  for  why  should  he  walk  to  a  station  when  the 
fare  will  be  no  less  than  If  he  boards  a  car  and  rides  directly  through  the  tunnel. 
"The  Van  Alst  Avenue  station  will  do  a  small  business  because  It  is  reached  by  the 
looi»  cars  only,  acd  not  hj  those  that  wii!  run  out  over  the  tracks  In  the  streets. 
Nearly  everyone  who  might  And  this  station  convenient  otherwise  will  take  a  car 
before  It  enters  the  tunnel  because  of  the  greater  number  of  such  cars  and  because 
by  so  doing  he  may  avoid  a  wait  at  the  Van  Alat  station.  Then,  there  will  be  those 
who  will  find  the  ferry  more  convenient  than  the  tunnel.  Further,  the  ferry  fare 
is  three  cents,  the  tunnel  fare  Is  Ave  cents.  Thus  the  flnanclal  inducements  to  take 
the  tube  will  be  lacking. 

All  things  considered,  It  does  not  seem  reasonable  to  assume  that  there  would  be 
local  fares,  as  deflned  by  the  proposal,  in  excess  of  l,.oOO,000  during  the  first  year, 
and  certainly  not  more  than  2,000.()O().  The  letter  of  the  Interborough  Company 
says  that  the  number  will  be  not  less  than  5,000,000,  but  gives  no  basis  for  this 
estimate.  In  the  course  of  the  general  investigation  into  the  transit  situation  in 
this  city,  it  appeared  that  a  statement  submitted  at  a  meeting  of  the  Executive  Com- 
mittee of  the  Interljorough  Company  by  the  chairman,  placed  the  figure  at  1,000,000. 
This  was  upon  July  24,  1007,  a  few  months  prior  to  the  date  of  the  letter  to  the 
Commission. 

Opbrating  Expk.v.sbs. 

In  computing  the  operating  expenses  of  the  tunnel.  It  has  been  estimated  that 
13,000,000  passengers  would  be  carried.  This  Is  probably  not  excessive.  In  the 
statement  above  referred  to,  the  number  was  estimated  at  11,000,000  approximately, 
but  perhaps  that  was  intended  to  refer  to  an  earlier  period.     If  13,000,000  is  too 
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small,  the  annual  cost  to  the  City  as  above  estimated  must  be  increased.  If  it  is 
incorrect  at  all,  It  is  probably  too  small  ratber  than  too  large.  The  estimated  cost 
of  operation  has  been  fixed  at  $70,000,  which  is  probably  not  too  high.  Dividing 
this  amount  equally  between  the  City  and  the  Company,  the  amount  to  be  paid  by 
the  City  is  found  to  be  $35,000. 

Receipts. 

Having  considered  the  cost  to  the  City  for  the  first  year  of  operation  and  the 
probable  traffic,  one  is  now  able  to  determine  the  probable  income  to  the  Citj  from 
"  local  fares  "  according  to  paragraphs  7  and  8  of  the"  proposal. 

On  Basis  of       On  Basis  of 
$7,240,000.  $8,600,000. 

Total  annual  expense  to  city $427,500  $480,0W> 

Receipts  at  5  cents  per  "  local  fare  "  (1,500,000) 75,000  75,000 


Deficit $352,500  $405,000 

If  the  "  local  fares  *•  should  be  2,000,000  the  deficits  would  become  respectively 
$327,500  and  $380,000.  Even  the  estimate  of  the  company  that  5,000,000  local 
passengers  w^ould  be  carried  would  leave  a  deficit  of  $177,500  or  $230,000. 

It  is  clearly  not  fair  to  Judge  a  plan  financially  by  one  year's  probable  results. 
This  brings  us  to  the  question :  Will  the  deficit  decrease  or  increase  from  year  to 
year?  It  is  quite  apparent  that  interest  and  sinking  fund  charges  must  go  on  at 
the  same  amount  until  the  bonds  are  paid  off  by  the  accumulations  of  the  sinking 
fund.  There  is  nothing  to  indicate  that  operating  expenses  will  decrease,  for  the 
traffic  through  the  tunnel  ought  to  increase  from  year  to  year.  This  must  lead 
ordinarily  to  larger  gross  expenses  and  a  heavier  burden  upon  the  City,  although 
the  cost  per  passenger  might  decrease.  The  total  annual  expense  will  increase, 
therefoie. 

But  win  this  increase  by  equalled  or  exceeded  by  any  increase  in  receipts? 
The  answer  depends  upon  the  number  of  "  local  fares."  Unless  some  change  is 
made  In  traffic  arrangements,  this  number  is  not  likely  to  be  increased  greatly. 
The  city  will  gain  nothing  from  any  incrense  on  the  lines  of  the  New  York  and 
Queens  Company.  Upon  the  contrary,  for  every  passenger  that  is  added  from 
beyond  Van  Alst  avenue,  the  city  will  have  to  pay  something,  viz.,  one-half  of  the 
cost  of  carrying  him  through  the  tunnel.  It  is  true  that  the  city  gets  all  from 
every  **  local "  passenger  added,  but  **  local  fares "  must  grow  to  be  a  large 
percentage  of  the  total  before  the  city  will  be  able  to  eliminate  a  deficit.  In 
view  of  the  relative  size  of  the  two  areas  from  which  the  local  and  through 
passengers  are  drawn,  the  probable  growth  in  population  and  the  large  deficit  to 
begin  with,  there  seems  to  be  little  promise  that  under  the  arrangement  proposed, 
the  city  would  be  able  for  mauy  years  to  come,  if  ever,  to  make  both  ends  meet 
under  the  contract  proposed.  It  would  require  some  10,000,000  local  fares  out 
of  a  total  number  of  20,000,000  or  30,000,000  in  order  to  make  receipts  equal  to  or 
exceed  expenses. 

Thb  Qubensbobo  Bbidgs. 

The  sum  and  substance  of  the  ofTer  of  the  Interborough  Company  is  that  the  city 
shall  subsidize  the  New  York  and  Queens  Company,  and  by  such  subsidy  enable  the 
company  to  carry  people  to  Forty-second  street,  Manhattan,  for  five  cents.  Doubt- 
less there  are  other  companies  that  will  be  glad  to  lower  fares  if  a  subsidy  from 
the  city  will  be  forthcoming.  Some  persons  attempt  to  justify  this  subsidy  upon 
the  ground  that  the  city  has  already  adopted  this  policy  as  to  other  boroughs. 
They  cite  the  use  of  the  VVllliamsburgh  and  Brooklyn  Bridges  by  the  Brooklyn 
Rapid  Transit  Company  practically  free  of  charge,  all  of  the  fixed  charges  and 
maintenance  expenses  being  borne  by  the  city.  They  cite  the  Staten  Island  ferry, 
which  Is  said  to  have  a  deficit  of  about  $750,000  during  the  past  year,  and  also  the 
Thirty-ninth  street  ferry  with  a  deficit  of  $250,000.  Upon  these  facts  they  base 
a  claim  that  the  borough  of  Queens  is  entitled  to  have  the  Stein  way  tunnel  pur- 
chased and  operated  at  public  expense. 
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But  they  have  forgotten  several  Important  facts.  The  city  has  already  provided 
a  big  and  expensive  bridge  as  an  outlet  for  Queens,  which  has  or  will  cost  between 
$15,000,000  and  $20,000,000,  and  the  city  will  have  to  pay  out  of  the  general  fund 
an  annual  interest  charge  of  from  $600,000  to  $800,000  and  also  operating  expenses. 
A  large  portion  of  Queens  is  tributary  to  the  other  bridges  and  derives  benefit 
therefrom.  /The  present  subway  to  the  Bronx  and  Brooklyn  is  self-supporting, 
and  under  the  Rapid  Transit  Law,  every  other  subway  must  be  rented,  If  at  all, 
for  a  sum  sufficient  to  pay  interest  upon  the  cost  and  a  sinking  fund  charge.  It 
may  be  true  that  the  Steinway  tunnel  would  contribute  more  to  the  development 
of  Queens  than  a  bridge,  and  that  $7,000,000  expended  thereon  would  do  more  good 
than  $15,000,000  upon  a  bridge,  but  the  city  has  the  bridge,  the  money  can  not 
be  recalled,  and  the  question  is:  Shall  $7,000,000  or  $8,000,000  more  be  spent 
under  the  offer  now  before  the  Commission? 

In  this  connection,  it  should  be  noted  that  the  approach  to  the  Queensboro 
Bridge  comes  to  grade  near  Jackson  avenue  within  four-fifths  of  a  mile  from  the 
entrance  to  the  Steinway  tunnel;  thus,  nearly  all  of  the  cars  of  the  New  York  and 
Queens  system  must  pass  this  approach  in  order  to  reach  the  tunnel.  In  other 
words,  the  area  that  is  naturally  tributary  to  the  tunnel  and  to  the  tunnel  only 
is  a  very  small  part  of  Queens  or  even  of  the  northerly  portion  of  Queens. 

The  Queensboro  Bridge  has  some  features  of  advantage  over  the  tunnel.  By 
means  of  the  bridge,  cars  may  pass  from  several  lines  In  Manhattan  Into  Queens 
and  from  several  lines,  old  and  new.  In  Queens  into  Manhattan.  The  Manhattan 
elevated  roads  may  also  be  extended  Into  Queens  and  beyond  the  terminal  If  neces- 
sary. Thus,  every  one  from  Queens,  upon  any  of  the  lines  tributary  to  the  tunnel 
and  upon  others,  would  be  able  to  get  from  Queens  to  any  part  of  Manhattan  for 
ten  cents,  and  many  would  be  obliged  to  pay  only  five  cents.  The  Steinway 
tunnel  cannot  do  more;  nor  as  much  for  many.  The  only  advantage  that  city 
purchase  of  the  tunnel  would  give  would  be  the  opportunity  to  those  on  the  lines 
of  the  New  York  and  Queens  Company  only  to  reach  Forty-second  street  and 
Lexington  avenue,  Manhattan  —  one  point  —  for  five  cents.  If  these  passengers  were 
to  go  to  any  point  not  easily  reached  by  walking,  they  would  have  to  pay  five 
cents  more  or  even  ten  cents  more  in  certain  instances.  Those  who  would  go  via 
the  Queensboro  Bridge  would  reach  a  number  of  points  in  Manhattan  along  Fifty- 
ninth  street  for  five  cents  and  could  reach  practically  any  point  north  or  south 
for  another  fare.  •  Of  course,  either  route  would  mean  a  ten-cent  fare  to  the  vast 
majority  of  Queens  people,  but  the  number  who  would  pay  ten  cents  via  the 
tnnnel  would  probably  not  be  appreciably  less  than  those  paying  ten  cents  via  the 
bridge.  It  cannot  be  said  that  the  tnnnel  Is  the  only  way  of  bringing  residents  of 
Queens  into  Manhattan  for  a  five-cent  fare.  The  bridge  may  do  as  much  and 
perhaps  more  to  open  up  the  vacant  areas  In  Queens  as  the  tunnel  alone. 

The  RflLATiON  of  Subways. 

The  city  is  face  to  face  with  a  tremendous  problem.  The  need  for  additional 
subways  is  Imperative.  The  funds  of  the  city  are  limited  and  are  not  sufficient  at 
this  moment  to  build  all  the  lines  that  ought  to  be  constructed.  It  is  admitted 
that  there  are  subways  other  than  the  Steinway  tunnel  that  would  be  of  greater 
value  to  the  city  and  that  would  be  self-supporting.  As  it  is  impossible  at  present 
to  build  those  that  will  not  be  self-supporting  and  also  those  that  will  be,  is  it 
not  wiser  to  spend  what  money  there  is  available  upon  the  latter  than  upon  the 
former?  If  the  present  margin  is  spent  upon  self-sustaining  subways,  the  opera- 
tion of  the  proposed  amendment  to  the  State  Constitution  exempting  from  the  debt 
limit  bonds  for  revenue  producing  enterprises  will  provide  funds  for  subways  that 
are  not  so  clearly  profitable.  But  if  the  process  is  reversed  and  non-self-sustalning 
subways  are  built  first,  the  constitutional  amendment  will  be  Inoperative  and  the 
construction  of  profitable  subways  with  city  money  will  be  Impossible. 

Further,  if  some  subways  are  to  be  built  and  owned  by  private  companies, 
should  the  city  select  for  the  Investment  of  public  fimds  those  that  are  profitable 
or  those  that  seem  likely  to  produce  a  deficit?  If  companies  are  to  come  in, 
ought  they  not  to  be  required  to  take  the  lean  with  the  fat  and  not  be  allowed  to 
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unload  upon  the  city  the  nnprofltable  sections  of  the  Hues  and  keep  the  desirable 
portions?  No  proposition  has  been  made  to  the  Commission  that  the  tunnel  from 
the  Battery  to  the  Atlantic  avenue  station  should  be  taken  back  by  the  ci:y. 
Why  then  should  the  public  be  asked  to  pay  for  the  Steinway  tunnel  which  seem^ 
to  have  been  undertaken  without  due  foresight?  Does  any  one  suppose  that  if  the 
company  expected  to  make  a  profit  from  it,  they  would  be  anxious  to  sell  it  to  the 
city? 

Yet,  it  might  be  wise  for  the  city  to  purchase  the  Steinway  tunnel,  If  funds 
were  availatile  without  the  necessity  of  taking  money  from  more  profitable  lines 
«nd  lines  that  arc  more  urgently  needed.  This  last  point  might  be  waived,  if  the 
CommlSMiion  were  assured  that  the  city  would  be  freed  from  any  possibility  of  a 
large  annual  deficit  from  the  start  or  even  after  a  few  years.  If  the  Inter- 
borough  Company  were  to  make  a  proposition  that  the  terms  of  their  present 
operating  contract  with  the  city  should  be  extended  to  the  Steinway  tunnel,  such 
an  offer,  or  indeed  any  offer  that  tcUl  be  made,  will  be  given  most  careful  con- 
sideration. Under  the  present  offer,  because  of  its  peculiar  provisions,  the  city 
could  afford  to  give  only  a  small  amount,  and  still  have  any  reasonable  expecta- 
tion that  even  after  several  years,  the  receipts  would  be  sufficient  to  pay  the 
expenses  called  for  by  the  proposal. 

Increase  in  Land  Vai^ues. 

In  the  letter  of  Interborough  Company,  the  statement  is  made  that  the  Increase 
in  taxable  values  in  the  borough  of  Queens  has  been  $140,000,000  in  the  last  three 
years,  and  -that  on  the  basis  of  fifteen  mills  per  $100  of  valuation,  the  increase  in 
income  to  the  city  has  been  $2,100,000.  It  is  also  stated  that  values  will  still 
further  increase  when  the  tunnel  is  opened  and  a  five-cent  fare  established  through 
to  Lexington  avenue,  Manhattan.  The  conclusion  which  has  been  drawn  from 
these  statements  is  that  the  deficit  from  the  operation  of  the  tunnel  would  be 
more  than  repaid  by  the  Increased  receipts  from  taxation. 

There  id  little  doubt  that  every  increase  in  transportation  facilities  does  increase 
the  value  of  the  real  estate  so  benefited.  But  the  increase  In  values  in  Queens  is 
due  to  several  factors.  First  and  foremost,  property  is  now  assessed  more  nearly 
at  its  real  value  than  formerly.  Tliis  alone  has  caused  a  big  increase.  Second, 
property  in  suburban  districts  increases  In  value,  even  though  transportation 
facilities  remain  stationary.  The  very  growth  of  the  city  puts  up  values.  Third, 
the  erection  of  the  Queensboro  Bridge  has  raised  values.  B'ourth,  the  Pennsyl- 
vania tunnels  have  had  a  similar  effect.  It  is  to  be  remembered  also  that  tho 
territory  tributary  to  the  Steinway  tunnel  is  only  a  part  of  the  borough  of  Queens. 
A.  very  much  larger  portion  will  not  be  affected  at  all.  It  is  probably  true,  how- 
ever, that  the  opening  of  the  Steinway  tunnel  and  the  inauguration  of  a  five-cenl 
fare  to  Manhattan  would  be,  and  perhaps  has  been,  the  cause  of  an  increase  in 
the  value  of  property  much  In  excess  of  the  cost  of  the  tunnel.  But  most  of  the 
Increase  .would  go  to  the  owners;  the  city  would  get  only  a  small  portion  of  it 
through  taxation.  Further,  even  that  small  portion  has  to  be  divided  among 
many  city .  departments.  Expenditures  for  street  lighting,  cleaning  and  paving, 
school  parks,  pojice.  fire  protection,  health,  charities  and  the  many  governmental 
purposes  grow  even  faster  than  population  and  seem  to  consume  every  fresh 
contribution  made  through  taxation  by  the  Increased  values  in  real  estate.  The 
multiplication  of  values  within  the  past  century  has  been  enormous,  but  expen- 
ditures for  governmental  purposes  seem  to  have  kept  pace  with  them.  Even  with 
the  growth  in  Queens  referred  to  above,  this  borough  still  contributes  less  to  the 
city  of  New  York  than  is  expended  within  the  borough  from  the  city's  fund.  If 
the  proposal  of  the  Interboroiijrh  Company  were  accepted,  the  contribution  made  by 
the  taxpayers  outside  of  Queens  to  the  support  of  Queens  would  have  to  be  still 
further  increased,  and  this  Increase  would  be  in  addition  to  the  $800,000  to  be  con- 
tribiited  on  account  of  tho  liutenshoio  Bridge. 

OTHEUt    FCATUBBS. 

There  are  other  features  of  the  proposition  by  the"  Interborough  Company  that 
are    not   satisfactory.     It    gives    no    assurance   that    the    New    York    and    Queens 
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Company  would  continue  to  carry  passengers  from  any  point  on  their  system  as 
extended  in  the  future  through  to  Manhattan  for  five  cents.  Yet  the  principal 
reason  why  the  city  is  urged  to  buy  the  tunnel  is  that  by  so  doing,  thus  Indirectly 
granting  a  subsidy  to  the  company,  a  flve-cent  fare  may  be  secured  Instead  of  a 
seven  or  eight-cent  fare.  As  the  proposition  now  stands,  a  foreclosure  might  bring 
the  lines  of  the  New  York  and  Queens  Company  into  the  hands  of  parties  not 
bound  by  the  proposed  contract  with  the  city.  The  result  might  easily  be  an 
increase  in  fares,  and  thus  the  Tery  object  prevented  for  which  the  tunnel  was 
purchased. 

The  city  should  also  have  the  right  to  allow  the  other 'railroads  to  run  their 
cars  through  the  tunnel,  but  the  proposed  form  of  contract  makes  no  such  provi- 
sion. Other  transportation  lines  may  be  built  in  Queens,  and  the  city  should 
have  the  right  to  allow  them  access  to  the  tunnel.  How  can  any  one  Justify  a 
contract  that  provides  for  the  leasing  of  public  property  for  the  exclusive  use  of 
one  corporation  when  the  price  paid  is  not  sufficient  to  pay  fixed  charges? 

The  method  of  computing  the  small  rental  to.  be  paid  to  the  city  might  be 
productive  of  much  litigation.  A  method  of  evasion  has  been  pointed  out,  and  if 
passengers  were  to  transfer  at  any  one  of  the  stations  from  the  lines  or  cars  of 
the  New  York  and  Queens  Company  the  question  might  easily  arise,  whether  they 
were  local  or  through  passengers. 

Al/TEBNATIVES. 

In  considering  this  proposition,  the  Commission  has  given  much  attention  to  an 
alternative  solution.  There  are  several  ways  by  which  the  tunnel  could  be  put 
into  operation  in  the  near  future. 

1.  It  has  been  stated  that  any  plan  by  which  a  large  annual  deficit  will  not  be 
placed  upon  the  city,  at  least  not  after  a  few  years,  will  be  given  careful  con- 
sideration. 

2.  If  the  opening  of  the  tunnel  has  been  productive  of  such  large  increases  In 
the  value  of  real  estate,  why  should  not  such  real  estate  bear  the  cost  of  the 
tunnel,  or  part  of  it,  at  least,  If  the  city  buys  the  tunnel?  If  the  statements  fre« 
quently  made  are  correct,  an  assessment  of  the  cost  would  not  consume  by  a 
large  percentage  the  increase  in  values  which  the  tunnel  has  already  caused.  The 
property  holders  would  still  retain  a  profit.  This  theory  Is  In  common  practice, 
for  many  public  Improvements  are  now  paid  by  the  property  benefited. 

3.  Whether  there  Is  a  valid  franchise  for  operation  now  in  the  hands  of  the 
directors  of  the  New  York  and  Long  Island  Company  Is  a  question  to  be  decided 
by  the  courts,  and  it  Is  now  before  them.  If  the  directors  have  the  necessary 
franchises,  permits  and  consents,  they  may  not  be  able  to  exercise  the  right  to 
operate  themselves,  but  they  probably  could  transfer  to  another  company.  If 
they  do  not  have  sufficient  authority  it  could  be  granted  to  some  company  to 
wl^ch  the  physical  property  could  also  be  transferred.  If  there  is  anything  in 
the  present  law  that  Interferes  in  any  way,  an  attempt  might  have  been  made 
last  winter,  and  can  be  made  this  winter,  to  have  such  Interference  removed  by 
legislation. 

4.  It  has  been,  and  still  is,  possible  for  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Appor- 
tionment, subject  to  the  general  statutory  provisions,  to  grant  a  franchise  for  a 
tunnel  railroad  to  a  private  company.  Such  a  franchise  may  be  made  to  run  for 
fifty  years  with  a  renewal  for  twenty-five  years  —  the  term  of  the  lease  of  the 
present  subway. 

If  the  company  prefers  to  litigate  its  present  claim  to  a  perpetual  franchise, 
and  allow  Its  property  to  He  Idle  meanwhile.  It  doubtless  has  that  right.  But 
if  it  desires  to  have  the  tunnel  put  in  operation,  there  are  at  least  four  ways  in 
which  it  may  be  done.  There  f«  no  iniuperable  difficulty  to  prirate  operation  of 
the  Bteintcay  tunnel,  and  there  has  been  none;  It  could  be  put  in  operation  In  a 
few  months  under  the  present  law  or  under  new  legislation.  The  company  built 
the  tunnel;  the  city  is  not  responsible  for  the  present  situation;  it  is  incumbent 
upon  the  company,  and  not  upon  the  city,  to  see  that  the  tunnel  is  put  in 
operation. 
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Summary. 

The  Commission  has  no  proposition  before  it  other  than  the  letter  of  the  Inter- 
borough  Company  which  is  unsatisfactory.  Certain  questions  were  put  to  the 
officials  of  *the  company,  with  a  view  to  ascertaining  whether  the  proposal  would  be 
modified  or  another  plan  submitted;  hut  the  company  refused  to  answer  these  ques- 
tions and  the  Commission  must  act  upon  the  only  proposal  now  before  it,  which  it 
disapproves  for  the  reasons  given  above,  which  may  be  summarised  as  follows: 

1.  The  city  would  be  burdened  with  an  annual '  deficit.  Including  sinking  fund 
charges,  estimated  at  $350,000,  for  the  first  year  of  operation,  and  there  is  no  hope 
that  the  city  would  be  able  within  very  many  years  to  make  receipts  equal 
expenditures. 

2.  The  <?lty  has  erected  the  Queensboro  Bridge  at  a  cost  of  $15,000,000  to  $20,- 
000,000.  which  will  impose  upon  the  whole  city,  not  Queens  alone,  an  annual 
charge  amounting  to  $800,000  or  upwards.  This  bridge  will  serve  much  the  same 
purpose  as  the  tunnel,  and  in  some  directions,  has  a  greater  usefulness.  How- 
ever, It  has  been  built;  the  city  Is  not  yet  committed  to  an  expenditure  of 
$7,000,000  for  the  tunnel. 

3.  The  Stein  way  tunnel  admittedly  will  not  be  self-sustaining.  The  purchase 
of  this  nonself-sustainlng  line  first  will  make  It  much  more  dlfilcult,  and  per- 
haps Impossible,  to  build  either  profitable  or  development  subways  with  city 
money. 

4.  The  city  should  not  purchase  from  companies  the  nonprofltable  lines  and 
leave  the  profitable  lines  in  their  hands.  The  two  should  go  together,  the  latter 
helping  to  carry   the  former. 

5.  The  Increase  in  land  values  which  might  result  from  the  opening  of  the 
tunnel,  or  have  already  resulted  from  the  probability  of  Its  opening,  would  prob- 
ably not  leave  any  considerable  sum  to  offset  the  deficit  on  operation  after  the 
fresh  demands  for  governmental  expenditures  have  been  satisfied  out  of  receipts 
from  increased  taxation.     The  property  holders  reap  most  of  the  benefit. 

6.  There  is  no  adequate  assurance  that  a  five-cent  fare  would  be  secured  per- 
manently, even  if  the  city  were  to  purchase  the  tunnel. 

7.  The  New  York  and  Queens  Company  is  given  the  exclusive  right  to  use  public 
property  at  a  sum  not  sufficient  to  pay  fixed  charges. 

8.  The  method  of  computing  the  rental  is  too  indefinite. 

9.  There  are  several  other  solutions  of  the  problem,  by  which  the  tunnel  could 
be  put  to  immediate  use  or  within  the  near  future: 

a.  A  franchise  could  be  granted  by  the  city  authorities  to  .a  private  company  as 
the  law  now  stands. 

b.  If  the  present  statutes  are  not  satisfactory,  an  amendment  allowing  private 
operation  could  have  been  pressed  last  winter  in  the  Legislature  and  may  be 
this  year. 

c.  A  tunnel  franchise  for  fifty  years  with  a  renewal  for  twenty-five  years  can 
be  granted  by  the  Board  of  Estimate  Immediately  and  could  have  been  granted 
at  any  time  during  many  years. 

d.  The  cost  of  the  tunnel  might  be  met  by  special  assessment  upon  the  prop- 
erty benefited. 

It  Is  doubtless  unnecessary  to  add  that  the  Commission  desires  that  the  Stein- 
way  tunnel  be  put  into  operation  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  and  that  any 
reasonable  proposal  which  would  require  an  action  by  this  Commission  to  achieve 
this  result  will  be  given  very  careful  consideration  by   this  Commission. 

Bassett,  C.  : —  My  reasons  for  voting  not  to  accept  the  proposal  of  the  owners 
of  the  Stoinway  tunnel  are  that  there  is  no  provision  for  assuring  the  continua- 
tion of  five  cents  fare  from  the  various  parts  of  the  Borough  of  Queens  to  the 
Grand  Central  station;  that  the  proposal  contemplates  the  exclusive  use  of  the 
tunnel  by  the  New  York  and  Queens  County  Railway  Company;  that  the  method 
outlined  for  compensating  the  city  is  for  the  city  to  retain  tunnel  fares  and  the 
company  retain  all  others  instead  of  the  city  receiving  a  fixed  sum  for  each  pas- 
senger or  car  using  the  tunnel,  and  that  some  of  the  items  included  in  the  cost 
of  the  tunnel  should  be  stricken  out. 
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The  other  reasons  given  In  the  report,  although  helping  to  illustrate  the  situa- 
tion, are  not  in  my  mind  controlling  on  the  question  of  whether  the  city  should 
buy  and  obtain  the  great  advantages  to  Queens  that  would  follow.  The  Queens- 
boro  Bridge  means  five  cents  fare  from  Queens  to  Manhattan  and  five  cents  more 
to  any  traffic  center  of  Manhattan.  Non-purchase  means  either  eight  or  ten  cents 
fare  to  the  Grand  Central  station.  Purchase  by  the  city  on  proper  terms  means 
the  benefit  of  a  five-cent  lare  between  the  Grand  Central  station  and  an  immense 
undeveloped  area  lying  only  half  as  far  away  as  the  densely  populated  districts 
to  the  north.  This  would  still  mean  five  cents  extra  to  those  who  desired  to  ride 
further  than  Grand  Central  station. 

The  unsymmetrlcal  development  of  the  city  is  uneconomical  and  by  causing  long 
hauls  makes  transpottation  expensive.  In  the  long  run  the  city  as  a  whole  pays 
the  loss.  The  operation  of  every  non -sustaining  subway  and  elevated  branch  now 
in  existence  is  indirectly  a  subsidizing  by  the  city  of  the  locality  benefited.  This 
is  because  the  city  compels  the  companies  to  make  the  short  hauls  pay  for  the 
loss  on  the  long  hauls. 

The  right  policy  is  to  make  the  city  grow  round  Instead  of  long.  A  circle  com- 
prises the  greatest  area  with  the  shortest  distances  to  the  center.  I  know  of  no 
way  that  the  city  could  secure  a  better  return  for  money  spent  in  properly 
housing  its  population  than  to  secure  quick  and  cheap  transportation  to  Queens 
county.  It  is  not  generally  known  that  there  are  more  acres  of  land  in  the 
borough  of  Queens  within  ten  miles  of  the  Grand  Central  station  than  in  any 
other  borough  not  excepting  Manhattan  itself.  The  benefit  of  a  plan  giving  five 
cents  fare  to  Queens  would  be  spread  out  over  an  Immense  area  traversed  by 
a  network  of  surface  lines  Instead  of  a  single  narrow  strip  benefited  by  a  subway. 
Furthermore,  a  most  important  consideration  is  the  manner  in  which  this  tunnel 
can  be  made  available  in  the  future  comprehensive  subway  system  of  the  city 
so  that  the  highly  remunerative  traffic  of  lower  New  York  could  help  to  support 
the  less  remunerative  portion  under  the  East  river  and  in  Queens,  the  same  as 
now  the  southerly  portion  of  the  Manhattan  subway  supports  the  less  remunera- 
tive branches  to  the  far  north. 

CASE  No.   1020. 
December   31,    1908. 

Resolved,  That  the  proposition,  offered  by  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany under  date  of  February  27th,  1908,  for  the  purchase  by  the  city  of  the 
tunnel  railroad  of  the  New  York  and  Long  Island  Kailroad  Company,  extending 
from  Forty-second  street  and  Fourth  avenue,  in  the  borough  of  Manhattan,  under 
Forty-second  street  to  the  East  river  and  under  the  East  river  and  private  prop- 
erty to  Fourth  street,  Long  Island  City,  and  under  Fourth  street  to  East  avenue, 
is  hereby  declined. 


SAFETY  PRECAUTIOXS  AND  DEVICES. 


Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. —  Gates  at  Fresh 
Pond  road  on  Lutheran  cemetery  line. 


In  the  Matter 
of 

Regulations,  practices  and  service  of  the  BROOK- 
LYN UNION  ELEVATED  RAILROAD  COM- 
PANY. 


'  Gates  at  Fresh  Pond  road  on  Lutheran  Cemetery 
line." 


^EXTENSION  ORDER 
'^  No.  263. 

February   14,  190S. 


An  order  of  the  Commission,  No.  153.  having  been  made  herein  on  the  11th  day 
of  December,  1907,  directing  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  to 
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complete  the  gates  in  course  of  eonstructloa  at  the  crossing  of  its  Lutheran  Ceme- 
tery line  at  Fresh  Pond  road  and  to  put  said  gates  in  actual  operation  on  or 
before  the  10th  day  of  Febinmry,  1908,  and  the  said  company  having  applied  in 
writing  on  February  11th,  19o«,  lor  an  extension  of  such  lime, 

Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company 
within  which  to  complete  and  put  in  operation  the  gates  above  mentioned  be,  and 
the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to  and  including  the  20th  day  of  February,  1908. 


Central    Park,    North    and    East   River    Railroad    Company.- 

Guard  rails  on  horse  cars  used  on  the  *^  Belt  Line." 

Hearing  Order  No.  668. 
Hearing  Order  No.  694. 
Final  Order  No.  709. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on 
the  question  of  improvement  in  and  addition  to 
the  service  and  eiiuipniont  of  the  CENTRAL 
PARK,  NORTH  AND  EAST  RIVER  RAILROAD 
COMPANY  in  respect  to  guard  rails  on  horse 
cars. 


ORDER  FOR 
HEARING  No.   668. 

August  10,  1908. 


It  is  hereby  ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  14th  day  of  August,  1908,  at 
2:30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regula- 
tions, practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  the  Central  Park,  North  and 
East  Kiver  Railroad  Companv  in  respe<'t  to  transportation  of  persons  in  the 
First  District  are  unreasonable,  unsafe.  Improper  or  inadequate,  as  hereinafter 
set  forth,  and  whether  changes.  Improvements  and  additions  thereto  ought  reason- 
ably to  be  made  in  the  manner  below  set  forth,  in  order  to  promote  the  security 
and  convenience  of  the  public  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and  facilities 
for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  and  if  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact,  then  to 
determine  whether  a  change,  addition  and  improvement  in  the  regulations,  prac- 
tices, equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  said  company  as  hereinafter  set 
forth  are  such  as  will  be  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper  and  ought  reason- 
ably to  be  made  in  order  to  promote  the  safety  and  convenience  of  the  public  and 
employees  of  the  railroad,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  or  facilities  for 
the  transportation  of  passengers,  that  is  to  say: 

Whether  the  following  changes,  improvements  and  additions  should  be  put  into 
effect : 

1.  That  the  Central  Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company  install, 
maintain  and  operate  on  every  horse  car  in  use  suitable  guard  rails  so  arranged 
as  to  prevent  passengers  entering  or  leaving  the  car  except  on  one  side  at  any 
given  t'rae. 

2.  That  the  Central  Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company  be  required 
to  enforce  a  rule  requiring  passengers  to  enter  or  leave  its  horse  cars  only  on  the 
right-hand  side. 

And  if  any  such  regulations,  changes.  Improvements  and  additions  bo  found  to 
be  such  as  ought  to  be  made  as  afoi-esald,  then  to  determine  the  details  of  such 
chnnges,  improvements  and  additions  and  to  determine  what  period  would  be 
a  rensonahle  (Inie  within  which  the  snme  should  be  directed  and  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  nnd  reasoTiable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  Central  Park.  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Com- 
pany be  given  at  least  five  dfivs'  notice  of  such  hearing,  by  service  upon  it  either 
porsonallv  or  by  ma?l,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order  and  that  at  such  hearing 
said  company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and 
•examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  August  14th. 


ORDER  No.  694. 
August   25,   1008. 

Whereas,  heretofore  and  on  the  7th  day  of  August,  1008,  Order  No.  668  was 
rmdo  and  served  upon  tho  Central  Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Com- 
panv to  bring  on  for  hearing  the  following  matters; 

l!  Whether  said  railroad  company  should  bo  required  to  install,  maintain  and 
opornte  on  everv  horse  car  in  use  suitable  guard  rails  so  arranged  as  to  prevent 
passengers  entering  or  leaving  the  car  except  on  one  side  at  any  given  time;  and 
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2.  Whether  said  railroad  company  should  be  required  to  enforce  a  rule  requiring 
passengers  to  enter  or  leave  its  horse  cars  only  on  the  right-hand  side ;  and 

Whereas,  upon  a  hearing  duly  had  In  said  matter  it  appeared  that  the  horse 
cars  mentioned  were  the  property  of  the  Metropolitan  Street  iiallway  Company, 
of  which  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Uobinnon  are  rccelvern,  and  that  said  cars 
are  leased  to  and  operated  by  the  Central  Park,  North  and  lyiist  Klver  Railroad 
Company  under  an  agreement  by  the  terms  of  which  the  said  com]mny  assumes 
no  liability  for  changes  in  or  additions  to  said  cars,  and  that  any  tinal  order  made 
as  a  result  of  snld  proceeding  might  therefore  affect  said  Metropolitan  Street 
Railway  Company  and  its  receivers;  and 

Whereas,  said  proceeding  was  duly  adjourned  to  the  27th  day  of  August,  1908. 
at  2 :30  p.  M.,  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  Commission  to  bring  in  said 
Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company  and  its  receivers  as  parties  lo  said  pro- 
ceeding; 

'How,  therefore,  resolved.  That  said  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company  and 
said  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  said  company,  be 
given  at  least  one  day's  notice  of  said  adjourned  date  of  said  proceeding  by 
service  on  them  and  each  of  them  of  a  certlJied  copy  of  this  resolution,  and  that 
said  proceeding  be  continued  on  and  after  this  date  in  the  same  manner  and  to 
the  same  effect  as  If  said  original  Order  No.  608  had  been  directed  to  and  served 
upon  the  said  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company  and  said  Adrian  H.  Joline 
and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  said  company. 

Hearings  were  held  August  14th,  2l8t  and  27th. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL   ORDER    No.    709. 
September  1,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  heroin  on  the  14th 
day  of  August,  1908.  the  2l8t  day  of  August,  1908,  and  the  27th  day  of  Augustf 
19i>8 ;  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission, 
pursuant  to  Hearing  Order  No.  668,  Issued  upon  motion  of  the  CominisHlon  on 
August  7th,  1908,  and  returnable  on  the  14th  day  of  August.  1908;  and  It  appear- 
ing that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  said  Central  Park,  North  and  East  River 
Railroad  Company  on  the  10th  day  of  August,  1908;  and  It  appearing  that  said 
hearing  was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  embraced  in  said 
Hearing  Order  No.  668,  on  the  aforesaid  dates,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Enstls, 
presiding,  Harry  M.  Chamberlain,  Esq.,  acting  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Com- 
mission, and  A.  H.  Vanderpool,  Esq..  attorney,  appearing  for  snld  railroad  company; 
and  It  having  been  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  he/irlng  thar 
the  equipment  and  service  of  said  Central  Park.  North  and  East  River  Railroad 
Company  are  unsafe,  improper  and  Inadequate  In  that  the  open  horse  cars  operated 
by  said  company  upon  Its  line  known  as  the  **  belt  line,"  in  the  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  are  not  equipped  with  guard  rails  and 
no  guard  rails  are  In  use  on  said  cars,  and  passengers  are  pennlttod  to  enter  or 
leave  the  cars  on  both  sides  thereof;  and  that  It  would  be  Just,  reasonable  and 
proper  to  require  said  Company  not  to  operate  on  said  line  any  open  horse  cars 
save  those  equipped  with  such  guard  rails  and  to  use  such  i-ails  on  said  cars  In 
such  a  way  as  to  prevent  passengers  entering  or  leaving  the  cars  except  on  one 
side,  at  any  given  time,  and  to  make  and  enforce  a  rule  requiring  passengers  to 
enter  or  leave  Its  horse  cars  onlv  on  the  right  hand  side;  and  it  having  l)oon  made 
to  appear  that  it  would  be  reasonable  to  require  that  such  equipment  and  service* 
shoula  be  used  and  maintained  and  such  rule  enforced  by  said  company  on  and 
after  the  1st  day  of  November,  1908,  and  until  further  order  of  the  Commission, 
Now  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  p]sq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission.  It  Is, 
Ordered,  (1)  That  said  Central  Park.  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company 
be  and  It  hereby  Is  directed  and  required 

(a)  Not  to  use  and  operate  upon  Its  line  known  as  the  '*  ])elt  line."  in  the 
borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  any  open  horse  cars  8av»» 
those  which  are  equipped  with  guard  rails,  so  arranged  as  to  prevent  passengers 
entering    or     leaving    tlie     cars     except     on     one     side,    at    any    given     time;     and 

(b)  To  make  and  enforce  a  rule  requiring  passengers  to  enter  or  leave  Its  horse 
cars  on  said  line  only  on  the  right  hand  side. 

(2)  It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  November  1,  1908, 
and  shall  continue  In  force  thereafter  until  such  time  as  tlie  Public  Service  Com- 
mission   for   the   Klrst    District   shall   otherwise   order. 

(.•?)  It  in  further  ordered.  That  said  Central  Park.  North  and  East  River  Railroad 
Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  within  live 
davs  after  service  of  this  order  upon  It  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are 
accepted  and  will  be  obeyed.  

Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Tools  for  vise  in  case 

of  aecidcMit. 

Opinion    of    Coniniissioiier    Eustis. 
Dismissal  order  232. 

•(It  is  Inadvisable  to  n^piire  tools  for  use  In  case  of  accident  on  cars  of  the 
subway. 

Subdivision  6  of  section  40  of  the  Railroad  I^w  applies  only  to  steam  railroads.! 

*  Sec  footnote,  page  0. 
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Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  January  31,  1008.) 

COMMISSIONEK   EUSTIS  :  — 

The  undersigned,  to  whom  was  referred  the  complaint  against  the  Interborongh 
Rapid  Transit  Company  for  the  lack  of  tools  for  use  in  case  of  accident  on  the 
cars  of  the  subway,  begs  to  report  as  follows: 

This  hearing  was  given  to  ascertain  whether  the  Interborough  Company  were 
complying  with  the  law  in  running  their  cars  without  a  kit  of  tools  in  each  car, 
as  provided  in  subdivision  6  of  section  49  of  the  Railroad  Law,  and  also  whether 
they  were  complying  with  the  terms  of  their  contract  with  the  city,  which  required 
them  to  operate  the  railroad  carefully  and  skillfully  according  to  the  highest  known 
standards  of  railway  operation.  « 

It  appeared  upon  the  hearing  that  the  railway  company  maintained  complete 
wrecking  outfits,  consisting  of  rerailing,  frogs,  jacks,  chains,  block  and  fall, 
wrenches,  bars,  wedges,  etc.,  at  eight  different  stations  along  the  main  line  at  six 
of  the  stations  on  the  Broadway  line  north  of  One  Hundredth  street,  and  at  six 
of  the  stations  on  the  Lenox  avenue  line  north  of  One  Hundred  and  Tenth  street, 
and  that  also  at  every  station  emergency  tool  kits  were  contained,  such  as  hand- 
saws, hack-saws,  axes,  chisels,  bars,  wrenches,  pliers,  etc.,  and  that  In  the  judgment 
of  the  management  of  the  railroad,  the  tools  provided  at  such  stations  would  be 
far  safer  and  better  for  use  in  the  case  of  any  accident  than  would  be  the  case 
•  if  tools  were  carried  in  the  cars.  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  they  are  correct  in  their 
judgment,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  during  the  crowded  rush  hours  it  would  be 
impossible  to  handle  the  tools  in  any  of  tholr  cars  even  if  they  were  there,  and 
better  service  could  be  secured  with  the  tools  if  they  w^ere  brought  from  a  nearby 
station  and  used  by  experienced  persons.  It  must  not  be  forgotton  that  many  of 
the  cars  in  use  on  this  road  are  of  steel  construction,  and  the  tools  are  of  steel, 
and  there  Is  grave  danger  from  the  live  third  rail,  especially  if  such  tools  were 
handled  by  inexperienced  persons. 

It  Is  my  opinion  that  subdivision  6  of  section  49  of  the  Railroad  Law  was  not 
intended  to  apply  to  an  electric  city  railroad,  but  to  steam  railroads. 

I  would,  therefore,  recommend  that  the  complaint  be  dismissed. 

Thereupon  the  following  dismissal  order  was  issued: 


In   the   Matter 
of   the 
Hearing  on   the  motion   of   the   Commission   on    the 
question  of  an  Improvement  In  and  addition  to  the 
property     or     devices     of     the     INTKRROUOUGH 
RAPID  TRANSIT  COMPANY. 


Tools  for  UFe  in  ca?e  of  accident. 


Under  Order  for  Hearing  No.  102. 


J- ORDER  No.  232. 

January  31,  1908. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  January  23, 
1908,  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an 
order  of  this  Commission,  No.  162.  made  the  20th  day  of  December,  1907,  to 
inquire  whether  the  regulations,  equipment  and  appliances  of  the  Interborough 
Rapid  Transit  Company  In  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  Dis- 
trict were  unsafe,  Improper  or  inadequate  and  it  further  appearing  that  the  said 
order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Interborongh  Rapid  Transit  Company  and  that 
the  said  service  was  by  said  Company  duly  acknowledged  and  that  the  said  hearing 
was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  In  said  order  for  hearing 
specified  on  January  23,  1908,  at  which  hearing  Mr.  (Commissioner  Eustls  presided 
and  Alfred  E.  Mudgo,  p]sq.,  appearing  for  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company 
and  Arthur  DuBoIs.  Esq..  Assistant  Counsel,  appearing  for  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  P^lrst  District, 

Now.   on   motion    of   (ieorge    S.   Coleman,   Esq.,   Counsel   to   the   Commission,  it   is 

Ordered,  That   the   said  proceedings   be   dismissed   without  prejudice  to   an  order 

for  further  or  additional  hearings  and  action  thereon  by  the  Commission  In  resnect 

of   any    matters   covered    by   said    order   for    Hearing   No.    162   or  the   proceedings 

thereon. 
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Long   Island   Railroad   Company,— Lack  of  gates   at   Twenty- 
second  street  crossing,  College  Point. 

Complaint  ob'  Wiijjam  Klien 

agatnst 

Long  Island  Railroad  Compant. 

Complaint  Order  No.  322  (see  form,  note  1)  issued  March  10th. 

The  company  answered  March  I9th  and  instead  of  gates  which  the  com- 
plaint alleged  were  necessary  suggested  the  use  of  a  warning  bell  which  it 
agreed  to  install  if  required.  The  complainant  having  stated  that  a  warning 
bell  would  be  satisfactory  to  him,  the  Commission  directed  the  installation  of 
such  warning  bell.  

Long  Island  Railroad  Company.— Safety  precautions  at  the 
grade  crossing  at  Fresh  Pond  road  and  Sherman  street,  bor- 
ough of  Queens. 

Hearing  Order  No.  283. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 
Final  Order  No.  364. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  CommlRslon  on  the 
question  of  Improvoment  In  an  addition  to  the 
pervlce  of  the  IX) X(;  ISI.AND  RAILROAD  COM- 
PANY, in  respect  to  safety  precautions  at  the 
grade  crosHinff  at  Fresh  Pond  road  and  Sherman 
street,  borough  of  Queens,  city  of  New  York. 


^ ORDER  FOR  HEARING 
No.  283. 

February  21.  1908. 


It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  fhe  5th  day  of  March,  1908,  at 
2  :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  Number  154  Nassau  street,  borough 
of  Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regula- 
tions, practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  the  Long  Island  Raiiroad  Com- 
pany In  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  and  property  In  the  First  District  are 
unreasonable,  unsafe.  Improper  or  Inadoqunte  a.s  horeinaftor  set  forth,  and  whether 
changes.  Improvement  and  additions  thereto  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  In  the 
manner  below  set  forth.  In  order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the 
public,  or  In  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation 
of  passengers,  and  If  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact  then  to  determine  whether  a 
change,  addition  and  improvement  In  the  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appli- 
ances and  service  of  said  company  as  hereinafter  set  forth  are  such  as  will  be 
reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  In  order 
to  promote  the  safety  and  convenience  of  the  public  and  employees  of  the  railroad, 
or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  or  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  pas- 
sengers, that  Is  to  say : 

Whether  the  following  changes,  additions  and  regulations  should  be  put  Into 
effect : 

That  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  Install,  maintain  and  operate  suitable 
gates,  and  such  other  safety  precautions  as  the  Commission  may  deem  necessary, 
for  the  protection  of  the  public  at  the  grade  crossing  at  the  junction  of  Fresh 
Pond  road  and  Sherman  street,  borough  of  Queens,  city  of  New  York. 

And  If  any  such  regulations,  changes,  improvements  and  additions  be  found  to  be 
such  as  ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  details  of  such 
changes.  Improvements  and  additions  and  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a 
reasonable  time  within  which    the   same   should  be   directed   and  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Ixing  Island  Railroad  Company  be  given  at  least 
ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing,  by  service  upon  It.  either  personally  or  by  mall, 
of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company  be 
afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  pre<;entlnK  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 


Hearings  were  held  March  5th  and  13th. 
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Opinion  op  Commission. 

(Adopted  November  24,  1008.) 
Commissioner  Bassett  : — 

This  matter  was  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Commission  by  the  Board  of 
Aldermen  and  after  pxaminatlcn  of  the  premises,  the  Bureau  of  Inspection  recom- 
mended that  gates  be  operated  at  this  point  during  the  entire  year,  for  the  fol- 
lowing reasons  : 

1.  Because  a  public  school  within  three  bloclcs  of  this  crossing  on  Fresh  Pond 
Uoad  is  about  to  be  opened. 

2.  Because  by  tabulations  made,  traffic  is  considerably  heavier  at  this  point  than 
at  other  roads  now  guarded  by  flagmen. 

3.  Because  of  obstructions  which  prevent  a  view  of  approaching  trains. 

4.  Because  drivers  approaching  this  crossing  from  the  north  are  unable  to  see 
eastbound   trains. 

The  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  operates,  during  the  summer  months,  from 
about  the  1st  of  June  to  the  early  part  of  September,  a  large  number  of  trains 
across  Fresh  Pond  road,  to  the  various  race  tracks.  During  the  winter  months 
only  four  trains  a  day.  In  each  direction,  are  operated  across  this  road,  no  gate- 
man  or  flagman  is  on  duty  and  the  gates  dismounted  from  their  pedestals.  There 
is    a    sign    and   an    alarm    bell    at   the   crossing. 

The  testimony  of  the  railroad  officials  Is  to  the  eflfect  that  the  entire  cost  of 
maintaining  a  flagman  at  this  crossing  during  the  winter  months  is  not  over  $50 
a  mouth  aud  as  they  have  the  gates  there  would  be  no  additional  expense.  At 
the  end  of  the  hearing  it  was  stated  by  the  railroad  officials  that  there  had  been 
an  accident  at  this  point  in  which  an  automobile  was  run  into,  but  that  the  acci- 
dent occurred  at  a  time  when  the  gates  were  in  operation  and  when  a  flagman  was 
stationed  there.  It  was  also  stated  by  the  railroad  officials  that  they  would 
rather  send  a  flagman  ahead  of  each  train  operated  across  this  crossing  during 
the  winter  months  than  station  a  flagman  at  the  road  crossing. 

While  it  might  be  less  expensive  for  the  railroad  company  to  send  Its  brake- 
man  ahead  of  each  train  with  a  flag  at  this  point,  I  believe,  nevertheless,  that  In 
practice  the  employees  would  J)e  apt  to  neglect  this  precaution  and  I  do  not  favor 
an  order  of  this  Commission  directing  this  means  of  reducing  the  danger.  I 
recommend  the  adoption  of  an  order  directing  the  company  to  maintain  a  flag- 
man at  this  crossing  and  operate  the  gates  from  May  1,  1908,  for  a  period  of  two 
years.  The  school  mentioned  in  the  testimony  will  undoubtedly  be  opened  by  the 
middle  of  September  and  until  It  appears  that  the  Fresh  Pond  road  will  not  be 
much  used  by  these  school  children,  it  will,  In  my  opinion,  be  reasonable  to 
require  an  expenditure  of  $50  a  month  on  the  part  of  the  railroad  company. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was   issued: 

ORDER  No.  364. 
March  24,   1908. 

'  This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  March  5, 
19C>8.  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  ta  an  order 
of  this  Commission  made  February  21,  1908,  No.  283,  and  returnable  on  the  5th 
day  of  March.  ltM)8,  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Long 
Island  Railroad  Company  and  that  the  said  service  was  by  It  duly  acknowledged, 
and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  bv  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters 
in  said  order  speeihed.  on  March  5.  iwS,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  March 
13  1(K)S,  at  both  of  which  sessions  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett  presided,  and 
Arthur  DuBois,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  John  Keeney,  Esq.. 
appearing  for  the  Long  Island  Railroad  CJompany,  and  proof  having  been  taken  at 
both  of  said  sessions  and  It  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  the 
Kald  hearing  that  during  certain  winter  months  no  flagman  was  stationed  and 
no  gates  were  ojwrated  at  the  grade  crossing  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Com- 
pany with  the  Fresh  Pond  road  and  It  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceed- 
ings on  said  hearing  that  lae  regulations,  practices,  service  and  equipment  of  the 
said  railroad  company  In  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  upon  said  Long: 
Island  Railroad,  in  the  First  District,  has  been  and  is  unsafe,  unreasonable, 
improper   and    Inadequate,    because   of   the   fact    that   insufficient   precautions   are 
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taken  for  the  safety  of  the  public  at  the  grade  crossing  at  Fresh  Pond  road,  and 
It  further  appearing  that  changes,  Improvements  and  additions  ought  reasonably 
to  be  made  in  the  manner  below  set  forth.  In  order  to  promote  the  security -or 
convenience  of  the  public  or  of  the  railroad  employees,  or  In  order  to  secure 
adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  transi>ortation  of  passengers,  and  It  being 
the  Judgment  of  the  Commission  luat  the  changes,  additions  and  improvements 
in  the  regulations,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  said  company,  as 
below  set  forth  are  such  as  are  just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper  an^i 
ought  reasonably  to  be  made,  in  order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience 
of  the  pub<.c  and  employees  of  the  railroad  company. 

Now,  on  motion  of  George  S.   Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission,   it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  be  and  it  hereby  is  directed 
and  required  to  maintain,  during  the  entire  year,  a  gateman  or  flagman  at  the 
crossing  of  its  tracks  with  the  Fresh  Pond  road,  in  the  borough  of  Queens,  and 
that  the  safety  gates  at  this  grade  crossing  be  operated  by  said  gatemnn  or  flag- 
man during  all  hours  in  which  trains  are  scheduled  to  pass  this  point. 

/*  i8  further  ordered.  That  said  service  be  put  Into  effect  by  the  said  Long 
Island  Railroad  Company  not  later  than  May  1,  1908,  and  that  it  be  continued 
for  a  period  of  two  years. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  the  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  notify 
the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  within  flve  days  after  service 
of  this  order  upon  it  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be 
obeyed. 


Long  Island  Railroad  Company. —  Flagman  at  Merrick  road 
grade  crossing  on  the  Montauk  division  at  Springfield,  Queens 
county. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  Motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
.Question  of  Regulations,  Practices,  Appliances 
and  Service  of  the  LONG  ISLAND  RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 


"  Flagman  at  Merrick   Road  grade  crossing  on   the 
Montauk  Division  at  Springfield,  Queens  County." 


^HEARING  ORDER 
No.  r>l>4. 

June   23,    1908. 


It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  15th  day  of  October,  1908. 
at  2:30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission.  No.  IM  Nassau  street,  borougb  of 
Manhattan,  City  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations,  prac 
tices,  equipment,  appliances,  or  service  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  in 
respect  to  transportation  of  persons  and  property  in  the  First  District  are  jnroa- 
sonable,  unsafe,  improper  or  Inadequate  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  and  whether 
changes,  improvements  and  additions  thereto  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  the 
manner  below  set  forth,  in  order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the 
public,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  transporta- 
tion of  passengers,  and  if  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact  then  to  determine  whether 
a  change,  addition  and  Improvement  In  the  regulations,  practices,  equipment, 
appliances  and  service  of  said  company  as  hereinafter  set  forth  are  such  as  will 
be  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in 
order  to  promote  the  safety  and  convenience  of  the  public  employees  of  the  rail- 
road, or  in  onler  to  secure  adequate  service  or  facilities  for  the  transportation  of 
passengers,   that  is  to  say: 

Whether  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  should  be  directed  to  station  and 
maintain  during  the  entire  twenty-four  hours  of  each  day  a  fla|?man  at  the  grade 
crossing  of  Merrick  road  across  the  tracks  of  its  Montauk  division  at  Springfield, 
Queens  county.   Long  Island. 

And  If  any  such  regulations,  changes,  Improveraeiits  and  additions  be  found  to 
be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the.  details  of  such  changes,  improve- 
ments and  additions  and  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a  reasonable  time 
within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  ond  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

further  Ordered,  That  the  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  be  given  at 
least  ten  (10)  days'  notice  of  such  hearing,  by  service  upon  it,  cither  personally 
or  by  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  com- 
pany be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining 
and  cross-examining  witnesses   as  to  the   matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  were  held  October  13th  and  20th. 
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Long  Island  Railroad  Company. —  Safety  precautions  at  the 
grade  crossing  at  Fresh  Pond  road  and  Metropolitan  avenue, 
borough  of  Queens. 

Hearing  Order  No.  730. 

Final  Order  No.  772. 

Case    772,    Hearing    Order. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  of  Improvement  In  and  addition  to  the  ser- 
vice of  the  LONG  ISLAND  RAILROAD  COM- 
PANY. In  respect  to  pafety  precautions  at  the  grade 
crossluig  at  Fresh  Pond  Road  an  i  M«tro:>olltau 
avenue,  borough  of  Queens,  city  of  New  York. 


ORDER  FOR  HEARING 

NUMBER  730. 

September  18,  1908. 


It  is  herehji  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  2d  day  of  October,  1908,  at 
2:.S0  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough 
of  Manhattan,  city  of  Now  York,  State  of  New  York,  to  Innulre  whether  the 
regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  the  Long  Island  Rail- 
road Company  !n  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  and  property  in  the  First 
District  are  unreasonable,  unsafe,  improper  or  Inadequate  as  hereinafter  set 
forth,  and  whether  changes.  Improvement  and  additions  thereto  onght  reasonably 
to  be  made  In  the  manner  below  set  forth.  In  order  to  nromote  the  security  and 
convenience  of  the  public,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and  facilities 
for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  and  If  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact  then  to 
determine  whether  a  change,  addition  and  Improvement  in  the  regulations,  prac- 
tices, equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  said  company  as  hereinafter  set  forth 
are  such  as  will  be  reasonably  safe,  adequate  and  proper  and  ou^ht  reasonablv 
to  be  made  In  order  to  promote  the  safety  and  convenience  of  the  public  and 
employees  of  the  railroad,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  or  facilities  for 
the  transportation  of  passensrers.  that  is  to  say: 

Whether  the  following  changes,  additions  and  regulations  should  l>e  put  into 
effect:  « 

That  the  Lone  Island  Railroad  Company  build  and  maintain  along  its  right 
of  way  a  suitable  fence  and  such  other  safety  precautions  as  the  Commission 
may  deem  necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  public  at  the  grade  crossing  at 
the  Junction  of  Fresh  Pond  road  and  MetronoUtan  avenue,  borough  of  Queens, 
city,  of  New  York,  so  as  to  permit  access  to  the  crossing  through  the  gates  alone, 
and,  that  the  Long  Island  Railroad   Company  repaint  the  gates  at  such  crossing. 

And  if  any  such  regulations,  changes.  Improvements  and  additions  b^  found  to 
be  such  as  ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  details  of  such 
changes,  improvements  and  additions  and  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a 
reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  and  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  prem- 
ise*? as   shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  Ordered,  That  the  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  be  given  at 
least  10  days*  notice  of  such  hearincr.  by  service  upon  it.  eUher  personally  or  by 
mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company 
be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  October  2d. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued : 

FINAL    ORDER   No.    772. 

October  9,   1908. 

Th's  matter  coming  on  upon  the  renort  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  October 
2,  1908.  and  It  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  nursvant  to  an 
order  of  this  Commission,  madn  September  18.  190S,  No.  730,  returnable  on  Oc- 
tober 2.  19<i8.  and  that  said  order  was  duly  served  on  the  Long  Island  Railroad 
Company  and  that  said  service  was  by  It  duly  acknowledged  and  that  the  said 
hea'-lng  was  hcl'i  bv  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  In  said  order 
speclflrd  on  October  2,  1008,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett,  presiding,  Arthur  Jlu- 
Bols,  Esq.,  appearing:  for  the  Commission  and  there  being  no  appearance  for  the 
Lone  Island  Railroad  Company,  and  proof  having  been  taken  at  said  hearing  and 
a  letter  from  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  having  been  read.  In  which  it 
was  stated  that  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  consented  to  build  and  main- 
tain along  Its  right  of  way  a  suitable  fence,  as  protection  for  the  public,  at  the 
grade  crossings  in  question  and  It  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on 
said  hearing  that  the  regulations,   practices,   service  and  equipment  of  said  rail- 
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road  company.  In. respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  In  the  First  District, 
has  been  and  is  in  certain  particulars  unsafe,  uureusouable  and  improper.  be< 
cause  of  the  fact  that  Insuflicient  precautions  are  talceu  for  the  safety  of  the 
public  at  the  grade  crossing^  at  Frcah  Pond  road  and  at  Metropolitan  avenue, 
and  it  further  appearing  that  changes,  improYcmeuta  and  additions  ought  rea- 
sonably to  be  made,  in  the  manner  below  set  forth,  in  order  to  promote  the 
security  or  convenience  of  the  public,  and  it  being  the  Judgment  of  the  Com- 
mission  that  the  changes,  additions  and  improvements,  as  below  set  forth,  are 
such  as  are  Just,  reasonable  and  safe,  adequate  and  proper  and  ought  reason- 
ably to  be  made,   in  order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public. 

Now,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission, 

It  is  Ordc-nd,  That  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  be  and  It  hereby  Is 
directed  and  required  to  construct  and  maintain  along  its  right  of  way  where 
Metropolitan  avenue  crosses  the  tracks  of  the  Long  island  Ilallroad  Company, 
in  the  borough  of  Queens,  and  where  Fresh  Pond  road  crosses  the  tracks  of  the 
Long  Island  Rallroa<I  Company,  in  the  borough  of  Queens,  a  suitable  fence,  so 
constructed  as  to  permit  access  to  the  said  crossings  through  the  gates  alone, 
and  that  the  Long  Island  Xkillroad  Company  repaint  the  gates  at  each  of  the 
said  crossings, 

And  it  i«  Further  Ordered,  That  in  addition  to  the  construction  of  such  fence  the 
said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  take  such  other  precautions  as  may  be 
necessary  to  make  efficient  tne  use  of  safety  gates  at  tne  two  crossings  above 
mentioned,  it  is  further 

Ordered,  That  the  construction  of  said  fence  be  completed  not  later  than  De- 
cember lo,  1908,  and  it  is  further 

Ordered,  That  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  First  District  within  live  (5)  days  after  the  service  of  this 
order  upon  it  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the  ques- 
tion of  compliance  by  the  LONG  ISLAND  RAIL- 
ROAD COMPANY  with  the  requirements  of  Order 
No.  772  of  the  l*ubllc  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  with  respect  to  safety  precautions 
at  grade  crossings  at  Fresh  Pond  road  and  at  Met- 
ropolitan avenue. 


rCASE  No.  772. 

IIEAKINCJ  ORDER. 

December  31, 1908. 


It  is  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  Gth  day  of  January,  1909,  at  3  :30 
o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  ad- 
journed, at  the  rooms  of  the  ('(mimlsslon.  No.  ir>4  Nassau  street,  in  the  borough 
of  Manhattan,  city  and  state  of  New  York,  on  the  question  of  compliance  by  the 
Long  Island  Railroad  Company  with  Order  No.  772  of  this  Commission  in  respect 
to  safety  precautions  at  the  grade  crossings  at  Fresh  Pond  road  and  at  Metropolitan 
avenue. 


Long  Island  Railroad  Company  —  Long  Island  Electric  Rail- 
way Company. —  Safety  precautions  at  the  grade  crossing 
at  South  street,  Jamaica. 

Hearing  Order  No.  605.  . 
Final  Order  No.  649. 

Extension   Order   No.  653. 

Extension   Order  No.  742. 

Extension  Order  No.  777. 

Extension   Order   No.  834. 

Extension  Order  No.  866. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Iloarlncr  on  tlie  motion  of  the  Commission  on  th^ 
question  of  improvement  In  and  additions  to  the 
service  and  oqulpmont  of  the  IX)N(i  Isr^AND 
RAILROAD  roMI'ANV  and  of  the  U)NG  ISLAND 
ELECTRIC  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  in  rosp«»('t  to 
safety  precautlonH  at  the  grade  crossini?  at  South 
street,  Jamaica,  borough  of  Queens,  city  of  New 
York. 


ORDER  IX)R 

LKAIUNC;  No.   no.-). 

May  19, 1008. 


It  in  hereby  orthtred.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  Ist  day  of  June,   1008,  at 
2:30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
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adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regula- 
tions, practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Com- 
pany and  of  the  I^ng  Island  Electric  Railway  Company,  in  respect  to  the  trans- 
portation of  persons  and  property  in  the  First  District  are  unreasonable,  unsafe, 
improper  or  Inadequate  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  and  whether  changes,  additions 
and  improvements  thereto  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  the  manner  below  set 
forth  in  order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public,  or  in  order 
to  secure  adeciuate  service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  and 
property,  and  to  determine  whether  a  change,  addition  and  Improvement  in  the 
regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  said  companies  as 
hereinafter  set  forth  are  such  as  will  be  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper  and 
ought  rensonnbly  to  hv  made : 

That  the  I»ng  Island  Railroad  Company  or  the  I^ong  Island  Electric  Railway 
Company,  or  both  of  the  said  companies,  install,  maintain  and  operate  suitable 
gates,  warning  bells,  signal  bells,  and  such  other  safety  precautions  and  devices 
as  the  Commission  may  deem  necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  public  at  the 
grade  crossing  at  South  street,  Jamaica,  borough  of  Ijueens,  city  of  New  York. 

And  If  any  such  regulations,  changes.  Improvements  and  additions  be  found  to  be 
such  as  ought  to  be  made  as  afon>sald.  then  to  determine  the  details  of  such  changes. 
Improvements  and  additions,  and  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a  reasonable' 
time  within   which   the  same   should   be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the  prem- 
ises as  shall  be  .lust  and  reasonahle. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  and  the  Long 
Island  Electric  Railway  Company  be  given  at  least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  bear- 
ing by  service  upon  each  of  them,  either  personally  or  by  mall,  of  a  certified  copy 
of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  companies  be  afforded  all  reasonable 
opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses 
as  to  the  matter  aforesaid. 

Hearing'    held  June   1st. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDER  No.  549. 
June  5.   1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  June  1, 
1908,  and  It  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  of 
this  Commission  made  May  19,  1908,  and  returnable  on  the  Ist  day  of  June,  1908, 
and  that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  and 
upon  the  I/)ng  Island  Electric  Railway  Company  and  that  the  said  service  was  by 
both  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Com- 
mission on  the  matters  In  said  order  specified,  on  June  1,  1908,  before  Mr.  Com- 
missioner Bas'^ett,  presiding ;  Arthur  DuBois,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission, 
and  C.  L.  Addison,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  and 
Van  Vechten  Voeder.  Esq..  appearing  for  the  Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Com- 
pany, and  proof  having  been  taken  and  it  being  made  to. appear  after  the  said 
hearing  that  the  grade  crossing  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  with  the 
tracks  of  the  l/ong  Island  Electric  Railway  Company  on  South  street^  Jamaica, 
borough  of  Quocus,  city  of  New  York,  is  insufficiently  protected  and  that  the  regu- 
lations, practices,  service  and  equipment  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  and 
of  the  Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company,  in  respect  to  transportation  of 
persons  and  property  on  the  said  railroads  has  been  and  is  unsafe,  unreasonable, 
improper  and  inndeqiiate.  l>eeauRe  of  the  fact  that  insufficient  precautions  are  taken 
for  the  safety  of  the  public  at  the  said  grade  crossing,  and  it  further  appearing 
tha^t  chnnpos.  Improvements  and  additions  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  the 
manner  below  set  forth.  In  order  to  promote  the  security  or  convenience  of  the 
public  or  of  the  railroad  employees  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and  facili- 
ties for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  and  it  being  the  Judgment  of  the  Com- 
mission that  the  changes,  additions  and  improvements  in  the  regulations,  equip- 
ment, appliances  and  service  of  the  said  companies  as  below  set  forth  are  such 
as  are  just,  reasonnl)le,  safe,  adequate  and  proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made 
In  order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public  and  employees  of 
the  said  railrond  conii)anles. 

Now.  on  motion  of  (ietirge  S.  Coleman.  Esq..  counsel  to  the  Compiission,  it  is 
Ordered:  1.  That  tlie  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  install,  maintain  and  oper- 
ate at  all  times,  at  tlie  grade  crossing  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  with 
the   South   Ktieet.    Jnmaica,   borough    of  Queens,   city   of   New  York,   suitable  gates, 
with  i)roper  signal   b'lls  to  be  operated  at  all  times  by  a  flagman  or  gateman. 

2.  Thnt  the  Lonir  Island  Electric  Railway  Company  Install,  maintain  and  operate 
at  all  times  a  sultal)le  derailing  system  at  the  South  street  crossing  of  the  liong 
Island  IlailroMd  (^oini)any's  tracks  In  .Jamaica,  boroncrh  of  Queens,  city  of  New  York. 

3.  That  tbe  lyong  Island  Railroad  Companv  and  the  Ix)ng  Island  Electric  Railway 
Company  In'^iall,  operate  and  maintain  at  all  times  a  suitable  and  efficient  system 
of  interlocking  sijrnals.  so  arrnnged  as  to  prevent  the  closing  of  the  derails  when 
a  steam  train  Is  approaching  the  crossing  on  the  tracks  of  the  Long  Island  Rail- 
road Company  and  so  as  to  signal  to  an  approaching  train  of  the  Long  Island 
Railroad  Company  the  preseroe  of  a  car  of  the  Long  Island  Electric  Railway 
Company  on  any  point  of  the  South  street  track  between  the  derails. 
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4.  That  the  Lon^r  Island  Railroad  Company  and  the  I<ong  Island  Eloctrlc  Rail- 
way Company  install,  operate  and  maintain  at  all  times  protective  devices  at  the 
grade  crossing  of  their  tracks  on  South  street.  Jamaica,  borough  of  Queens,  city 
of  New  York,  similar  in  character  and  at  least  equal  in  efficiency  to  those  now 
installed  and  maintained  at  the  crossing  of  the  Jamaica  and  Hempstead  turnpike 
with  the  Ix>ng  Island  Railroad  Company  near  Queens,  borough  of  Queens,  city  of 
New   York. 

And  it  i»  further  ordered,  That  the  said  safety  devices  be  completely  installed 
and  put  In  operation  not  later  than  August  1,  1908,  and  that  they  be  continued 
for  a  period  of  not  less  than  two  (2)   years. 

And  it  is  further  ordered,  That  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  and  the  Iiong. 
Island  Electric  Railway  Company  notify  the  I*ubllc  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  within  ten  (10)  days  after  service  of  this  order  upon  them  whether 
the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

The  time  for  complianee  with  the  above  order  was  extended  by  orders  Nos. 
653,  742,  777,  834  and  856  which  were  issued  on  the  applications  of  the 
Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company. 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  653. 

August  3,  1908. 

An  order,  No.  549,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  5th  day  of  June, 
1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  and  the  Long 
Island   Electric  Railway   Company  to   install,   operate,   and  maintain   at  all   times, 

Krotectlve  devices  at  the  grade  crossing  of  their  tracks  at  South  street,  Jamaica, 
orough  of  Queens,  city  of  New  York,  similar  in  character  and  at  least  equal  in 
efllclency  to  those  now  Installed  and  maintained  at  the  crossing  of  the  Jamaica 
and  Hempstead  turnpike  with  the  Long  Island  Railroad,  near  Qneens,  borough 
of  Queens,  city  of  New  York,  not  later  than  August  1,  lOOR.  and  the  lx>ng  Island 
electric  Railway  Company  having,  on  July  28,  100^,  applied  in  writing:  for  an 
extension  of  such  time  within  which  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  above 
order. 
Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered.  That  the  time  within  which  t-ie  I^ong  Island  Electric  Railway  Companv 
shall  complv  with  the  terms  of  Final  Order  No.  549  above  'mentioned,  with 
respect  to  the  installation  of  protective  devices  at  the  grade  crossing  at  South 
street,  Jamaica,  borough  of  Queens,  be.  and  the  same  hereby  Is,  extendtni  to  and 
including  the  15th  day  of  September,  1908. 

EXTENSION   ORDER   No.    742. 
September  25,   1908. 

An  order.  No.  549.  having  been  made  herein  on  or  a))out  the  .Ith  day  of  June, 
1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  and  the  Long  Island 
Electric  Railway  Company  to  install,  operate,  and  maintain  at  all  times,  pro- 
tective devices  at  the  grade  crossing  or  their  tracks  at  South  stn»et.  Jnmalcn, 
borough  of  Queens,  city  of  New  York,  similar  In  character  and  at  least  equal  in  effi- 
ciency to  those  now  installed  and  maintained  at  the  crossing  of  the  Jamaica  and 
Hempstead  turnpike  with  the  Long  Island  Railroad,  near  Queens,  borough  of  Queens. 
city  of  New  York,  not  later  than  August  1,  1JK>H,  and  the  time  wltl»ln  which  to 
comply  with  the  said  Order  No.  549  having  been  exten<led  to  and  'ncliid'np  the 
15th  day  of  September,  1908.  by  the  terms  of  Extension  Order  No.  053.  made 
herein  on  the  3rd  day  of  August.  190S.  and  the  Loug  Isbind  Klcctr'c  Railway 
Company  having,  on  Sept^'mber  11,  1908,  applied  In  writing  for  a  further  ex- 
tension of  such  time  within  which  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  above 
order. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  I»ng  Island  Electric  Railway  Company  within 
which  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  F'lnal  Order  No.  549  above  nn-ntloned.  with 
respect  to  the  instalatlon  of  protective  devices  at  the  pradi^  crossine  at  South 
street.  Jamaica,  borough  of  Queens,  be.  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to  and 
including  the  10th  day  of  October,  1908. 

EXTENSION    ORDER   No.    777. 
October    13,    1908. 

An  order.  No.  549,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  5th  day  of  June. 
1908.  ordering  and  directing  the  liong  Island  Railroad  Company  and  the  Long 
Island   Electric    Rnllwav   Company   to   install,    operate   and    maintain   at    all    times, 

Erotectlve  devices  at  the  grade  crosslnt^s  of  their  tracks  at  Sontli  str»M«t.  Jtunalcn. 
orough  of  Queens,  city  of  New  York,  similar  in  character  and  at  le.Tst  c<iin\l 
In  efficiency  to  those  now  installed  and  maintained  at  the  crossinij  of  the 
Jamaica  and  Hempstead   turnpike   with   the   Long   Island   Railroad,   near   Queens, 
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borough  of  Queens,  city  of  New  York,  not  later  than  August  1,  1908,  and  the 
time  within  which  to  comply  with  the  said  Order  No.  549  having  been  extended 
to  and  iocludlng  the  15th  day  of  September,  1908,  by  the  terms  of  Extension 
Order  No.  653  made  herein  on  the  3rd  day  ot  August,  1908,  and  the  lime  wiihlu 
which  to  comply  with  the  said  order  havlug  been  further  extended  to  and  in- 
cluding the  10th  day  of  October,  1908,  by  the  terms  of  Extension  Order  No.  742 
made  nereiu  on  the  25lh  day  of  Septemoer,  1008,  and  the  Long  Isluud  Electric 
Railway  Company  having,  on  October  10,  1908,  applied  In  writiug  for  a  further 
extension  of  such  time  within  which  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  above 
mentioned  order, 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 
•  Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  l^ng  Island  Electric  Railway  Company  within 
which  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  i«'inal  Order  No.  549  above  mentioned,  with 
respect  to  the  Instalation  of  protective  devices  at  the  grade  crossing  at  South 
street,  Jamaica,  borough  of  Queens,  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to  and 
including  the  10th  day  of  November,  1908. 

EXTENSION   ORDER   No.    834. 
November  13,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  549,  having  been  made  herein,  on  or  about  the  5th  day  of  June, 
1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  Long  Islaud  Railroad  Company  and  the  Long 
Island   Electric   Railway   Company   to   install,   operate  and   maintain  at  all   times, 

Erotectlve  devices  at  the  grade  crossing  of  their  tracks  at  South  street,  Jamaica, 
orough  of  Queens,  city  of  New  York«  similar  in  character  and  at  least  equal  in 
efficiency  to  those  now  installed  and  maintained  at  the  crossing  of  the  Jamaica 
and  Hempstead  turnpike  with  the  Long  island  Railroad,  near  Queens,  borough  of 
Queens,  city  of  New  York,  not  later  than  August  1,  1908.  and  the  time  within 
which  to  comply  with  the  said  order  having  been  extended  to  and  including  the 
15th  day  of  September,  1908,  by  the  terms  of  Extension  Order  No.  653,  made 
herein  on  the  3rd  day  of  August,  and  the  time  within  which  lo  comply  with  the 
said  order  having  been  further  extended  to  and  Including  the  10th  day  of  October, 
1908,  by  the  terms  of  Extension  Order  No.  742  made  herein  on  the  25th  day  or 
September,  1908,  and  the  lime  within  which  to  comply  with  the  said  order  having 
been  further  extended  to  and  including  the  10th  day  of  November,  1908,  and  the 
Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company  having  on  November  12,  1908,  applied  in 
writing  for  a  further  extension  of  su<*h  time  within  which  to  comply  with  the 
provisions  of  the.  above  mentioned  order, 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company  within 
which  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  Final  Order  No.  549  above  mentioned  with 
respect  to  the  installation  of  protective  devices  at  the  grade  crossing  at  South 
street.  Jamaica,  borough  of  Queens,  be.  and  the  same  hereby  Is,  extended  to  and 
including  the  17th  day  of  November,  1908. 

EXTENSION   ORDER   No.    856. 
November  24,    1908. 

An  order,  No.  549,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  5th  day  of  June, 
1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  and  the  Long 
Island   Electric    Railway   Company    to   install,   operate  and   maintain   at  all    times, 

Erotectlve  devices  at  the  grade  crossing  of  tholr  tracks  at  South  street,  Jamaica, 
orough  of  Queens,  city  of  New  York,  similar  In  character  and  at  least  equal  in 
efficiency  to  those  now  installed  and  maintained  at  the  crossing  or  the  Jamaica 
and  Hempstead  turnpike  with  the  Lonsj  Island  Railroad,  near  Queens,  borough 
of  Queens,  city  of  New  York,  not  later  than  August  1,  1908,  and  the  time  within 
which  to  comnly  with  the  *<a!d  order  having  been  extended  to  and  Including  the 
15th  day  of  September,  lOOs.  by  the  terms  of  Extension  Order  No.  653  made 
herein  oh  the  3rd  day  of  At  gust,  and  the  time  within  which  to  comply  with  the 
said  orde^r  having  been  furtlKr  (>xl(  iided  to  and  including  the  10th  day  of  October, 
1908,  bv  the  terms  of  Extension  ()r(l»»r  No.  742  made  herein  on  the  2oth  day  or 
September,  H)()S.  and  the  tlin«»  wit'nii  which  to  comply  with  the  said  order  having 
been  further  extended  to  ami  inclrding  the  10th  dav  of  November,  1908,  and  the 
time  within  which  to  coninlv  wl.h  the  said  order  havlug  been  further  extended 
to  and  including  the  17th  day  of  November,  1908,  by  the  terms  of  Extension 
Order  No.  834  made  hero'n  on  the  13th  day  of  November,  1908,  and  the  Long 
Island  Electric  Railway  Company  having,  on  November  17,  1908,  applied  in  writing 
for  a  further  extension  of  such  time  within  which  to  comply  with  the  provisions 
of  the  above  mentioned  order. 

Now.  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  It  Is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company  within 
which  to  comnly  with  the  terms  of  Final  Order  No.  540  above  mentioned  with 
respect  to  the"  Installation  of  protective  devices  at  the  grade  crossing  at  South 
street,  Jamaica,  borough  of  (^lUM'ns,  be.  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to  and 
including  the  Ist  day  of  December,  1008. 
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grade  crossings  at  Hollywood  and  Sea  View  avenues  in  the 

borough  of  Queens. 

Hearing  Order  No.  721. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 


Final  Order  No.  857. 


In   the  Matter 

of  the 

Gearing  on  the  Motion  of  the  Commission,  on  the 
question  of  Changes  and  Improvements  in  and 
Additions  to  the  Regulations,  Practices,  Equip- 
ment, Appliances  and  Service  of  the  LONG 
ISLAND  RAILROAD  COMPANY,  In  respect  to 
Safety  Precautions  at  the  Grade  Crossings  at 
Hollywood  and  Sea  View  Avenues,  In  the 
Borough  of  Queens,  City  of  New  Yorli. 


HEARING  ORDER  No.  721. 
September  11,  1908. 


It  itt  hrrrhjf  ordered.  That  a  bearing  be  had  on  the  24th  day  of  September.  1008, 
at  2:30  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  at  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough 
of  Manhattan,  city  and   State  of  New   York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations, 

{>ractices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  said  company  upon  and  near  its 
ine  near  Far  Rockaway,  in  the  borough  of  Queens,  city  of  New  York,  In  respect 
to  the  transportation  or  persons,  freight  or  property  within  the  State,  are  unjust, 
unreasonable,  unsafe,  improper  or  inadequate;  and  if  it  be  so  found,  then  to 
determine  whether  changes  in  said  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances 
or  service  In  the  particulars  following,  at  the  places  herein  mentioned,  would  be 
just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper  and  whether  such  changes  shaH  be  put 
in  force,  observed  and  used  on  the  line  of  said  company;  and  also  to  Inquire  and 
determine  whether  repairs,  improvements,  changes  or  additions  to  or  In  the 
tracks,  crossings,  safety,  precautions  or  other  property  or  device  used  by  said 
company,  in  the  particulars  following,  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  order  to 
promote  the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public  or  employees,  or  In  order  to 
secure  adequate  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  freight  or  property, 
namely : 

(1)  Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  erect  and  maintain  proper 
gates  with  suitable  signs  and  signals  at  the  points  where  said  line  crosses 
Hollywood  avenue  and  Sea  View  avenue,  in  the  borough  of  Queens,  city  and  State 
of  New  York,  and  should  station  one  or  more  persons  at  said  points  for  the 
proper  operation  and  management  of  said  gates  and  for  the  proper  warning  of 
pedestrians  and  vehicles  crossing  said  line  at  said  points. 

(2)  Whether  said  company  should  be  Instructed  to  install  and  maintain  at 
the  proper  place  or  places  a  signal  bell  or  signal  bells  to  acquaint:  and  warn 
the  flagmen  or  gatemen  at  said  crossings  of  the  approach  of  trains  from  either 
direction  and  from  both  directions,  to  the  end  that  the  gates  at  said  crossing 
may  be  lowered  at  the  proper  time  and  in  suitable  time  to  protect  the  public 
from  danger  in  crossing  the  tracks  of  said  rallpoad  at  those  points. 

(3)  Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  make  other  changes  and 
Improvements  in  or  additions  to  Its  propertv,  equipment  or  appliances  or  in  its 
regulations,  practices  and  service  upon  said  line  at  said  points  of  grade  crossings. 

And  if  such  changes,  improvements,  and  additions,  or  any  of  them,  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  such 
changes.  Improvements  and  additions  and  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a 
reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  ought  to  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Tt  /«  further  ordered.  That  said  liOng  Island  Railroad  Company  be  given  at  least 
five  (6)  days'  notice  of  such  hearing,  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally  or  by 
mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company  bo 
afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  to  present  evidence  and  to  examine  and  cross- 
examine  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  hereinbefore  set  forth. 

Hearings  were  held  September  24th  and  October  2d. 


Opinion  op  Commission. 
(Adopted  November  24,  1908.) 

COMMISSIOKRK  Bassbtt  : 

Hollywood  and  Sea  View  avenues  are  streets  In  Far  Rockaway,  borough  of 
Queens,  crossed  at  grade  by  the  Long  Island  Railroad.  A  number  of  accidents  and 
narrow  escapes  have  happened  at  these  two  crossings.     Complaints  of  citizens  and 
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recommendations  from  the  Commission's  accident  bureau  caused  the  Commission  to 
hold  a  series  of  hearings  on  the  subject  of  better  protection  of  the  public  at  these 
crossings.  Investigations  made  by  our  engineers,  the  results  of  which  have  been 
placed  in  evidence,  show  that  one  man  cannot  operate  gates  at  these  streets  with- 
out danger  of  closing  In  foot  passengers  at  one  crossing  or  the  other.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  traffic  at  present  does  not  seem  to  be  such  as  would  warrant  the 
installation  of  independently  operated  gates  at  each  crossing.  The  dangerous 
period  is  In  the  summer  time,  when  the  large  amount  of  travel  to  the*  sea  shore 
calls  into  operation  both  trains  and  trolley  cars.  In  the  winter  conditions  are 
not  at  present  bad  and  the  danger  is  very 'slight.  The  Long  Island  Railroad 
Company  Introduced  considerable  evidence  showing  that  a  system  of  semaphores 
and  bells  would  be  adequate  protection  to  the  public.  I  have  submitted  to  our 
chief  engineer  the  question  as  to  whether  flagmen  or  semaphores  are  preferable 
on  these  crossings,  and  it  is  his  opinion  that  flagmen  are  better.  I  therefore 
recommend  that  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  be  required  to  maintain  one 
flagman  at  the  Hollywood  avenue  crossing  and  one  flagman  at  the  Sea  View 
avenue  crossing  from  6  a.  m.  to  12  p.  m.  each  day  from  June  1st  to  September 
30th,  Inclusive.     Let  an  order  be  prepared  accordingly. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued : 

FINAL  ORDER  No.  857. 
November  24,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  September 
24,  1908,  and  October  2,  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  had  by 
and  before  the  Commission  pursuant  to  Hearing  Order  No.  721,  issued  September 
11.  1608,  and  returnable  September  24,  1908,  at  2:30  p.  M.,  and  it  appearing  that 
said  order  was  duly  served  upon  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  and  that  such 
service  was  by  it  duly  acknowledged,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  had 
by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  specified  in  said  order  on  September 
24,  1908,  and  October  2,  1908,  before  Mr,  Commissioner  Bassett,  presiding,  Harry 
M.  Chamberlain,  Esq.,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  C.  L. 
Addison,  Esq.,  appearing  for  said  railroad  company ;  and  testimony  having  been 
taken  upon  the  said  hearing,  and  it  having  been  made  to  appear  after  the  pro- 
ceedings on  said  hearing  that  the  regulations,  practices  and  service  of  said  Long 
Island  Railroad  Company  upon  and  near  Its  line  near  Far  Rockaway  in  the  borough 
of  Queens,  city  of  New  York,  at  the  points  where  said  line  crosses  Hollywood 
avenue  and  Sea  View  avenue  at  grade,  are  unsafe,  Improper  and  Inadequate,  par- 
ticularly between  and  including  June  1st  and  September  30th  in  each  year,  in  that 
there  Is  nothing  at  said  crossings  to  warn  persons  about  to  cross  the  tracks  at  said 
points  of  the  approach  of  trains  or  cars  from  either  direction  and  that  changes 
therein  and  additions  thereto  in  the  particulars  following  ought  reasonably  to  be 
made  and  to  be  thereafter  put  In  force,  observed  and  used  upon  said  line,  and 
that  it  would  be  reasonable  to  require  that  such  changes  and  additions  should  be 
Instituted  on  or  before  the  first  day  of  June,  1909, 

Now,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq..  counsel  to  the  Commission, 
It  in  Ordered:  1.  That  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  be  and  it  hereby  Is 
directed  and  required  to  maintain  one  flagman  at  the  Hollywood  avenue  crossing 
and  one  flagman  at  the  Sea  View  avenue  crossing  upon  the  said  line  of  said  c6m- 
pany,  at  Far  Rockaway  in  the  borough  of  Queens,  city  and  State  of  New  York, 
between  the  hours  of  6  a.  m.  and  12  p.  m.  each  day  from  June  Ist  to  September 
30th,  Inclusive,  in  each  year,  whose  duty  it  shall  be.  and  who  shall  be  instructed 
bv  said  companv  to  warn  all  persons  about  to  cross  the  tracks  at  said  crossings  of 
the  approach  of  trains  or  cars  from  either  direction. 

2.  It  is  Further  Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  June  1.  1909,  and 
shall  continue  in  force  until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  shall  otherwise  order. 

3.  It  is  Further  Ordered,  That  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  notify  the 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  on  or  before  the  first  day  of 
December,  1908,  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


Nassau    Electric    Railroad    Company. —  Erection    of    gates    at 
Eighty-sixth  street  crossing  on  the  west  end  line. 


Opinion  of  Commissioner  McCarroll. 
Final  Order  No.  585. 
Extension  Order  No.  732. 
Extension  Order  No.  802. 
Extension  Order  Case  No.  685. 
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Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  June  19,  1008.) 
CoMMissiONBB  McCabboll  : 

On  the  evening  of  April  20,  1908,  a  report  reached  the  Commission  that  a  very 
serious  accident,  resulting  in  the  injury  of  several  persons, 'had  occurred  at  Eighty- 
sixth  street,  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  on  the  West  End  line  operated  by  the 
Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company,  caused  by  a  collision  between  a  northbound 
elevated  train  on  said  West  End  line  and  a  westbound  trolley  car  on  Eighty-sixth 
street  at  the  point  where  the  tracks  of  said  West  End  line  cross  the  tracks  of  the 
trolley  line.  The  map  hereto  annexed  will  show  the  general  situation  and  the 
location  of  the  tracks.     The  tracks  at  this  point  cross  each  other  at  grade. 

In  view  of  the  serious  nature  of  this  accident,  it  was  deemed  best  to  proceed 
with  an  immediate  investigation  under  the  provisions  of  section  47  of  the  Public 
Service  Commissions  Law,  without  waiting  for  the  issuance  of  any  hearing  order, 
and  this  was  done. 

The  testimony  produced  upon  the  hearing  tended  to  show  that  the  accident  was 
caused  by  the  failure  of  the  motorman  on  the  trolley  car  to  heed  the  danger  sig- 
nal displayed  by  the  signalman  at  this  crossing,  warning  him  to  stop  his  car,  by 
reason  whereof  his  car  proceeded  upon  the  tracks  of  the  elevated  line  at  the  cross- 
ing and  was  struck  by  a  northbound  elevated  train  whioh  had  been  given  the 
right  of  way.  The  testimony  showed  that  the  ti-olley  car  was  turned  over  upon 
Its  side  and  badly  demolished,  and  that  several  persons  were  injured.  The  motor- 
man  of  the  elevated  train  and  the  signalman  at  the  crossing  were  both  examined, 
as  was  also  a  disinterested  spectator,  and  the  testimony  of  all  these  witnesses  as 
to  the  cause  of  the  accident  was  substantially  identical.  The  motorman  of  the 
trolley  car  was  subpoenaed  but  was  not  examined  as  a  witness  as  he  was  under 
arrest  on  a  charge  growing  out  of  the  accident  In  question  and  it  was  feared  that 
to  examine  him  might  result  in  giving  him  Immunity  from  prosecution  In  the 
criminal  court.  As  it  is  not  the  purpose  of  the  Commission  to  determine  the  guilt 
or  innocence  of  any  person,  but*to  arrive  at  a  conclusion  of  the  cause  of  the 
accident  with  a  view  to  taking  measures  for  the  prevention  of  future  accidents, 
it  was  not  deemed  necessary  to  examine  other  witnesses  than  those  examined. 

Upon  the  hearing  several  measures  were  proposed  for  the  prevention  of  future 
accidents  at  this  crossing.     These  were: 

(1)  The  location  of  stations  on  the  elevated  line  Immediately  north  and  south 
of  Eighty-sixth  street  so  that  an  elevated  train,  whether  north  or  southbound, 
would  be  compelled  to  stop  for  the  crossing  in  making  its  regular  station  stop. 

(2)  The  Installation  of  an  Interlocking  system  and  a  tower  to  operate  the  same 
whereby  the  tracks  on  one  line  would  be  closed  to  traflElc  while  the  tracks  on  the 
other  line  would  be  In  use. 

(3)  The  Installation  of  safety  gates  across  Eighty-sixth  street  on  each  side  of 
the  tracks  of  the  elevated  line. 

For  the  following  reasons  it  was  thought  best  to  adopt  the  last  method  sug- 
gested : 

(1)  The  first  method  would  Involve  the  removal  of  stations  from  their  present 
locations,  which  would  result  In  great  Inconvenience  to  the  traveling  public  resid- 
ing In  .the  locality  of  those  stations. 

(2)  The  second  method  would  take  no  account  of  the  vehicular  and  other 
traffic  through  Eighty-sixth  street,  of  which  there  Is  a  great  volume. 

(3)  The  company  operating  the  trolley  line  through  Eighty-sixth  street  has 
already  Installed  derailing  devices  and  the  operation  of  these  devices,  together  wllh 
the  operation  of  the  gates  suggested,  would  provide  very  effectually  agalnHt  the 
Ukelll)ood  of  trolley  cars  proceeding  upon  the  crossing  In  the  way  of  elevated 
trains. 

I  desire  to  add  that  in  this  Investigation  the  Nftssau  Electric  Railroad  Company, 
operating  the  elevated  line,  and  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  operat- 
ing the  trolley  line,  have  afforded  the  Commission  all  the  assistance  in  their  power 
in  the  way  of  producing  evidence  upon  this  hearing  and  furnishing  information 
from  which  the  Commission  could  arrive  at  a  determination  as  to  the  cause  of 
this  accident. 
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Thereupon  the  following  final  order   was  issued: 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  the  Motion  of  the  Commission  as  to  the 
Regulations,  Practices,  Equipment,  Appliances  and 
Service  of  tlie  N.MSAU  ELECTRIC  RAILROAD 
COMPANY  on  the  West  End  Line  at  the  Intersec- 
tion of  Eighty-sixth  Street  and  Bay  Nineteenth 
"Street,  In  the  borough  of  Brooklyn. 


FINAL  ORDER  No.  685. 

June  19, 1908. 


After  InveBtlgatlon  of  Accident  on  West  End  Line. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  24th 
day  of  April,  1908.  the  5th  day  of  May.  1908,  and  the  20th  day  of  May,  1908; 
and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  had  upon  motion  of  the  Commission  pur- 
suant to  the  provisions  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  La^,  but  without  the 
Issuance  of  a  preliminary  hearing  order ;  and  that  said  hearing  was  had  for  the 
purpose  of  Investigating  the  cause  of  an  accident  which  occurred  on  the  20th  day 
of  April,  1908,  on  the  line  of  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  known  as 
the  "  West  End  Line  '*  at  the  intersection  of  Eighty-sixth  street  and  Bay  Nineteenth 
street  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  at  the  point 
where  said  Nassau  Electric  railroad  crosses  said  Eighty-sixth  street ;  and  It  appear- 
ing that  said  hearing  was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission  upon  the  matter 
aforesaid  on  the  24th  day  of  April,  1908,  the  5th  day  of  May.  1908.  and  the  26th 
day  of  May,  1908.  before  Mr.  Commissioner  McCarroll,  presiding;  Harry  M.  Cham- 
berlain, Esq.,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  Arthur  N.  Dut- 
ton,  Esq.,  attending  for  said  railroad  company ;  and  proof  having  been  taken  upon 
said  hearing:  and  it  having  been  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said 
hearing  that  changes  and  improvements  In  and  additions  to  the  equipment  and 
appliances  of  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  upon  and  near  its  said  line 
known  as  the  **  West  End  Line  "  at  the  point  where  said  line  Intersects 'and  crosses 
Eighty-sixth  street  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  ought 
reasonably  to  be  made  In  the  manner  herein  below  set  forth,  in  order  to  promote 
the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public  and  4n  order  to  secure  adequate  service 
and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  and  that  it  would  be  reasonable 
to  reciuire  that  such  changes,  improvements  and  additions  be  made  by  or  before 
the  1st  day  of  October,  1908;  and  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  having 
expressed  its  willingness  to  accept  such  an  order  made  as  a  result  of  said  hearing 
or  Investigation,  directing  the  making  of  such  changes,  improvements  and  additions 
and  the  completion  of  the  same  on  or  before  October  1,  1908; 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq..  counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  Is 
Ordered:  1.  That  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  be,  and  It  hereby  Is 
directed  and  required  to  Install  and  erect  and  maintain  across  said  Eighty-sixth 
street  and  on  each  side  of  the  tracks  of  said  company  at  the  point  where  said 
tracks  cross  said  Eighty-sixth  street,  suitable  and  proper  safety  gates  and  erect 
and  operate  the  same  in  such  manner  as  to  adequately  prevent  the  use  of  said 
crossing  by  pedestrians,  vehicles  or  trolley  cars  at  all  times  when  trains  upon  said 
company's  line  phall  be  approaching  said  Eighty-sixth  street  and  crossing  the  same. 

2.  It  1i  further  ordered.  That  said  gates  be  installed  and  erected  and  placed  In 
operatloi.:  »)y  or  before  the  1st  day  of  October,  1908,  and  thereafter  maintained  and 
operated  tn  the  manner  hereinbefore  mentioned. 

3.  Tt  1*  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  efTect  Immediately  and  shall 
continue  in  force  until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Commission  -for  the  First 
District  shall  otherwise  order. 

4.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Cpmpany  notify  the 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  within  five  days  after  service  of 
this  order  upon  it  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be 'obeyed. 

Upon  applications  of  the  company  the  following  extension  orders  were  issued : 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  732. 
September  25,  1908. 

An  order,  No.  58.^.  havinir  been  made  herein  on  the  19th  day  of  June,  1908. 
ordering  and  direct  in?  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  to  Install,  erect  and 
maintain  across  Eichtv-sixth  street  and  on  each  side  of  tracks  of  said  company  at 
the  point  where  said*  traclcs  cross  said  Klghty-slxth  street,  suitable  safety  gates, 
said  pates  to  be  placed  in  operation  by  or  before  October  1,  1908,  and  the  said 
Nassau  Klectrlc  Railroad  Company  having,  on  S(nt ember  16,  1908,  applied  In  wrlt- 
In«r  to  this  CoTTimission  for  an  extension  of  such  time; 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is  .     ^  ., 

Ordered  That  the  time  within  which  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  shall 
comply  with  the  terms  of  Order  No,  585  be.  and  the  same  hereby  is.  extended  to 
and  including  the  1st  day  of  November,  1908. 
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EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  802. 
October  27,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  585,  haviDg  been  made  herein  on  the  19th  day  of  June,  1908,  order- 
ing and  directing  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  to  Install,  erect  and  main- 
tain across  Eighty-sixth  street  and  on  each  side  of  tracks  of  said  company  at  the 
point  where  said  tracks  cross  said  Eighty-sixth  street,  suitable  safety  gates,  said 
gates  to  be  placed  In  operation  by  or  before  October  1,  1908,  and  the  time  within 
which  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  said  order  having  been  extended  to  and  includ- 
ing November  1,  1908,  by  the  terms  of  Order  No.  7.32,  adopted  on  September  25, 
1908,  and  the  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  having,  on  October  23,  1908, 
applied  in  writing  to  this  Commission  for  a  further  extension  of  such  time ; 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  within  which 
to  comply  with  the  terms  of  Order  No.  585,  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended 
to  and  including  December  1,  1908. 

EXTENSION  ORDER  CASE  No.  585. 
December  4,  1908. 

An  order,  No.  585,  having  been  made  herein  on  the  19th  day  of  June,  1908,  order- 
ing and  directing  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  to  Install,  erect  and  main- 
tain across  Elgbty-slxth  street  and  on  each  side  of  the  tracks  of  said  company 
at  the  point  where  said  tracks  cross  said  Eighty-sixth  street,  suitable  safety  gates, 
said  gates  to  be  placed  in  operation  by  or  before  October  1,  1008,  and  the  time 
within  which  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  the  said  order  having  been  extended 
to  and  Including  November  1,  1908,  by  the  terms  of  Order  No.  732,  adopted  on 
September  25,  1908,  and  the  said  time  within  which  to  comply  with  the  terms  of 
Order  No.  585  having  been  further  extended  to  and  including  December  1,  1908,  by 
the  terms  of  Extension  Order  No.  802,  adopted  on  October  27,  1908,  and  the  said 
Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  having  on  December  1,  1908,  applied  in  writing 
to  this  Commission  for  a  further  extension  of  time ; 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  within  which 
to  comply  with  the  terms  of  Order  No.  585  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to 
and  including  January  1,  1909. 


New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company. — 
Additional  safety  appliances  and  precautions  at  Two  Hun- 
dred and  Twenty-fifth  street  grade  crossing. 

Hearing?  Order  No.  212. 
Final  Order  No.  268. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  as  to  the 
regulations,  practices,  equipment  and  service  of  the 
NEW  YORK  CENTRAL  AND  HUDSON  RIVER 
RAILROAD  COMPANY,  in  the  respects  herein- 
after mentioned. 


ORDER  FOR  HEARING 
No.  212. 
January  21,  1908. 


It  ie  lUTfhy  Ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  3d  day  of  February,  1908, 
at  4  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission  at  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough 
of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulatJons, 
practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  said  company  upon  and  near  its 
line  known  as  the  New  York  and  Putnam  Division,  at  Its  point  of  crossing  at 
Two  Hundred  and  Twenty-fifth  street.  In  the  borough  of  the  Bronx.  In  respect  to 
the  transportation  of  persons,  freight  or  property  within  the  State,  are  unjujjt. 
nnreasonaole,  unsafe.  Improper  or  Inadoqunte:  and  If  It  be  so  found,  then  to  de- 
termine whether  changes  in  said  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances 
or  fervlce  In  the  particulars  following,  at  the  place  or  places  herein  mentioned, 
would  be  lust,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper,  and  whether  such  changes 
shall  be  put  In  force,  observed  and  used  on  the  line  of  said  company;  and  also 
to  inquire  and  determine  whether  repairs,  Improvements,  changes  or  additions 
to  or  in  tne  tracks,  switches,  terminals,  tormlnal  facilities  or  other  property 
or  derlce  used  by  said  company  In  the  particulars  following,  ought  reasonably  to' 
be  made  In  order  to  promote  the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public  or  em- 
ployees or  In  order  to  secure  adequate  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  paa- 
■engers,  freight  or  property,  viz. : 


/^ 


/ 
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Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  erect  and  maintain  proper  gates 
with  suitable  signs  and  signals  at  the  point  where  said  line  crosses  Two  Hundred 
and  Tweniy-flfth  street,  in  the  borough  of  the  Bronx,  city  and  State  of  New  York, 
and  should  station  one  or  more  persons  at  said  point  for  the  proper  operation  and 
management  of  said  gates  and  for  the  proper  warning  of  pedestrians  and  yehicles 
crossing  said  line  at  said  point. 

Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  improve  the  equipment  of  the  gates 
now  Installed  at  the  above  mentioned  crossing  or  to  place  new  and  more  adequate 
gates  at  said  crossing. 

Whether  the  said  company  should  be  directed  to  station  more  competent  and 
efficient  gatemen  at  said  crossing. 

Whether  said  company  should  be  Instructed  to  install  and  maintain  at  the 
proper  place  or  places  a  signal  bell  or  signal  bells  to  acquaint  and  warn  the  flag- 
man or  gateman  at  said  crossing  of  the  approach  of  trains  from  either  direction 
and  from  both  directions,  to  the  end  that  the  gates  at  said  crossing  may  be 
lowered  at  the  proper  time  and  in  suitable  time  to  protect  the  public  from  danger 
in  crossing  the  tracks  of  said  railroad  at  that  point. 

Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  make  other  changes  In  its  prop- 
erty, equipment  or  appliances  or  in  its  regulations,  practices  and  service  upon  said 
line  at  said  point  of  grade  crossing. 

And  If  such  changes,  improvements  and  additions,  or  any  of  them,  be  such 
as  ought  to*  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a 
reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  ought  to  be  directed  to  1>e  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Further  Ordered,  That  said  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad 
Company  be  given  at  least  ten  days*  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  It, 
either  personally  or  by  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  snch 
hearing  said  company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  to  present  evidence 
and  to  examine  and  cross-examine  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  hereinbefore  Bet 
forth. 

Hearing  held  February  3d. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER   No.   258. 
February  11,  1©06. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  3d  day 
of  February.  1908,  under  order  for  hearing  No.  212,  dated  January  21,  1906^  and 
it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  had  pursuant  to  said  order,  which  was  duly 
served  on  the  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  on 
the  22d  day  of  .Tanuary,  1906.  and  that  said  hearing  was  held  bv  and  before  the 
Commission  on  the  matters  embraced  In  said  order  on  the  3d  day  of  February, 
1908.  before  Mr.  CommisMioner  Enstis,  presiding,  Harry  M.  Chamberlain,  Esq., 
appearing  for  the  Commission  and  Clyde  Brown,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  said 
railroad  company  and  proof  having  been  taken  upon  said  bearing  and  It  having 
been  made  to  appear  by  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  the  regulations, 
practices  and  service  of  said  rati  road  company  in  respect  to  the  transportation 
of  persons,  froijrht  and  property  upon  its  line  known  as  the  New  York  and  Put- 
nam Division,  at  the  Two  Hundred  and  Twenty-flfth  street  crossing  of  said  di- 
vision. In  the  borough  of  the  Bronx,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  are  unsafe. 
Improper  and  inadequate  In  that  the  gates  at  said  crossing  are  maintained  In  a 
vertical  position  and  are  in  practice  lowered  only  when  trains  arc  approaching 
and  that  owing  to  obstructions  In  the  line  of  vision  of  the  gateman  at  said  cross- 
ing it  is  impossible  for  him  in  every  instance  to  detect  the  approach  of  trains  in 
time  to  lower  said  gates  and  thereby  protect  the  traveling  public,  and  that  said 
gates  are  at  times  not  lowered  In  time  to  protect  the  traveling  public  and  that 
the  chan&res  In  the  method  of  operating  said  gates  at  said  crossing  ought  reason- 
ably to  be  made.  In  order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public 
and  it  appearing  from  the  testimony  taken  on  said  hearing  that  the  security  and 
convenience  of  the  public  would  be  promoted  by  a  change  in  the  practices  of  said 
company,  In  the  manner  of  operating  said  gates  at  said  crossing,  by  keeping  said 
gates^  lowered  in  a  horizontal  position,  except  at  such  times  as  pedestrians,  teams 
or  vehicles  may  wish  to  cross  the  railroad  tracks  at  said  crossing  and  It  appear- 
ing from  the  testimony  taken  upon  said  hearing  that  the  maintenance  of  said  gates 
In  a  vertical  position,  as  above  stated,  is  contrary  to  and  In  violation  of  the 
orders  of  said  railroad  company  to  its  gateman  at  said  crossing  and  that  a  com- 
pliance with  such  orders  would  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the 
public   as   aforesaid. 

Now.  on  motion   of  George  S.   Coleman,   Esq.,   counsel  to  the  Commission,  It  Is 

Ordered,  That  the  New  York  Centrnl  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  be 
and  It  hereby  is  directed  and  required  to  keep  and  maintain  the  gates  at  said 
crossing  in  a  horizontal  position  at  all  times  except  when  pedestrians,  teamf  or 
vehicles  may  desire  to  cross  the  tracks  at  said  crossing. 

Jt  is  fmthfr  Ordered.  That  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  R»«llrA<id 
Company  put  such  change  in  the  operation  of  said  gates  Into  effect  within  five 
days  after  serviee  upon   It  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order. 

'it  in  further  Ordered.  That  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  RWer  Railroad 
Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  within 
five  (IS)  days  after  the  service  of  this  order  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are 
accepted  and  will  he  obeyed. 
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New  York   Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company.- 

Additional  flagmen  along  Eleventh  avenue. 

Hearing  Order  046. 
Opimon  of  Commissioner  Eustis. 
Final  Order  669. 
'     Rehearing  Order  697. 
Final  Order  707. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  regulations,  practices,  appliances,  equip- 
ment and  service  of  the  NEW  YORK  CEJNTRAL 
AND  HUDSON  RIVER  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


''Additional  flagmen  along  Eleventh  Avenue." 


HEARING  ORDER  No.  646, 
July  21,  1906. 


It  is  hereby  Ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  29th  day  of  July,  1908,  at 
11  o'clock  In  the  forenoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  SUte  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations, 
practices,  appliances,  equipment  and  service  of  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson 
River  Railroad  Company  in  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  and  property 
In  the  First  District  are  unreasonable,  improper,  unsafe  or  Inadequate  as  here* 
Inafter  set  forth,  and  whether  changes,  additions  and  improvements  thereto  ought 
reasonably  to  be  made  in  the  manner  below  set  forth  in  order  to  promote  the 
eecurity  and  convenience  of  the  public  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  nnd 
facilities  for  the  transportation  of  persons  and  property,  and  to  determine  whether 
a  change,  addition  and  improvement,  in  the  regulations,  practices,  equipment, 
appliances  and  service  of  said  company,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  are  such  aa 
will  be  Just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be 
made: 

Whether  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  should 
be  directed  to  increase  the  number  of  flagmen  employed  at  street  crossings  at 
and  along  Its   tracks  on  Eleventh  avenue  in  the  city  of  New  York. 

Whether  the  hours  during  which  said  flagmen  are  on  duty  at  said  street  cross- 
ings should   be  lengthened. 

And  if  any  such  regulations,  changes.  Improvements  and  additions  be  found  to 
be  such  as  ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  details  of  such 
changes,  improvements  and  additions,  and  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a 
reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  Ordered,  That  the  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad 
Company  be  given  at  least  three  days*  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it, 
«lther  personally  or  by  mail,  of  a  certifled  copv  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such 
hearing  said  company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evi- 
<lence  anu  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  were  held  July  29tli  and  August  5th. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  August  11,  1908.) 

COMMISSIONBR    EUSTIS  : 

This  hearing  was  had  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  after  many  and 
atrenuous  complaints  made  by  residents  of  the  west  side.  The  complaints  cover 
the  entire  subject  of  track  removal,  but  this  hearing  was  limited  to  the  question 
of  whether  additional  flagmen  should  be  maintained  at  the  cross  streets  on 
Eleventh  avenue.  It  appeared  at  the  hearing  that  all  parties  agreed  that  the 
altuatlon  was  dangerous,  the  testimony  of  our  inspectors  and  of  the  railroad's 
witnesses  tending  to  show  the  principal  danger  to  be  on  the  tracks  between 
atreets  and  not  on  the  cross  streets  themselves.  The  train  movement  on  Eleventh 
avenne  consists  of  six  passenger  trips,  several  milk  or  fruit  train  trips  and  a 
varied  amount  of  freight  switching  done  by  one  engine  only. 

The  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  several  years  ago  recommended  that  cer- 
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tain  flagmen  be  stationed.  An  examination  of  the  condldoM  at  each  cross  road 
convinces  me  that  there  are  other  streets  where  protection  is  needed  to  an  equal 
If  not  greater  extent,  and  the  chief  defect  of  the  present  system  of  protection 
appears  to  me  to  be  the  hours  during  which  the  flagmen  work.  At  present  the 
streets  which  are  protected  have  either  one  flagman  on  duty  from   7  a.    m.  to 

6  P.  K.,  or,  In  the  case  of  a  few  of  the  most  crowded  streets,  one  flagman  from 

7  A.  K.  to  6  P.  K.,  and  a  second  flagman  from  6  p.  h.  to  7  a.  m.  My  recom- . 
mendatlons  for  an  Increased  service  are  contained  In  the  proposed  order  accom- 
panying this  report,  In  which,  with  the  exception  of  Forty-first,  Forty-fourth, 
Forty-flfth,  Flfty-flfth,  Fifty-sixth,  Fifty-seventh  and  Fifty-eighth  streets,  pro- 
tection is  provided  at  all  cross  streets.  At  Forty-third,  Forty-sixth,  Forty-seventh 
and  Forty-eighth  streets,  the  provision  is  for  a  watchman  from  7  a.  m.  to  10  p.  m.. 
it  being  my  Intention  to  have  a  flagman  on  duty  in  the  hours  of  the  heaviest 
cross  trafllc  Immediately  after  H  o'clock  and  in  the  evening  hours  when  people 
are  going  down  to  the  piers  and  the  riverside.  At  Fifty-second,  Fifty-third  and 
Flfty-fonrth  streets  the  provisions  are  for  flagmen  at  all  hours  of  the  day  and  night 
during  the  summer  months,  owing  to  the  heavy  traffic  across  the  tracks  to  t)eWitt 
Clinton  Park. 

The  proposed  order  is  In  the  form  calling  for  not  less  than  the  protection 
specified,  and  should  the  railroad  comply  with  the  order  strictly  the  net  result 
would  be  an  increase  of  not  over  two  or  three  watchmen  and  extended  hours  of 
work  at  perhaps  half  a  dozen  crossings. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL    ORDER    No.    659. 
August  11,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  July  29, 
1908,  and  It  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  hela  by  and  pursuant  to  ao 
order  of  this  Commission  made  July  21,  1908,  and  returnable  on  July  29,  1908, 
and  that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson 
River  Railroad  Company,  and  that  the  said  service  was  by  It  duly  acknowledged, 
and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  bv  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters 
in  said  order  speclfled  on  July  29,  1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  August 
S,  1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Eustis  presiding,  Arthur  DuBols,  Esq.,  appear- 
ing for  the  Commission,  and  A.  S.  Lvman.  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  railroad  com- 
8 any  at  both  said  sessions,  and  proof  having  been  taken,  and  it  appearing  after 
tie  said  hearing  that  the  tracks  of  the  New  Yoric  Central  and  Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company  on  Eleventh  avenue  are  at  certain  places  insufllclently  pro- 
tected,  and  that  rne  regulations,  practices,  service  and  equipment  of  the  New 
York    Central   and    Hudson    River   Rallruad    Company,    In    respect    to    the    trans- 

f>ortatlon  of  persons  and  property  on  ks  Eleventh  avenue  tracks,  has  been  and 
s  In  certain  respects  unsafe,  unreasonable,  improper  and  Inadequate  because  of 
the  fact  that  certain  street  crossings  are  insufflciently  protected,  and  it  further 
appearing  that  changes,  improvements  and  additions  ought  reasonably  to  be 
made  In  the  manner  below  set  forth,  In  order  to  promote  the  security  or  con- 
venience of  the  public  or  of  the  railroad  employees,  and  it  being  the  Judgment 
of  the  Commission  that  the  changes,  additions  and  improvements  in  the  regu- 
lations, equipment,  appliances  and  services  of  the  said  company,  as  below  set 
forth,  are  such  as  are  Just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper  and  ought 
reasonably  to  be  made,  in  order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the 
public  and  employees  of  the  said  railroad  company; 

Now,  on  motion  of  (ieorge  S.   Coleman.   Ksa.,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  Is 
Ordered,    That   the   New    York    Central   and   Hudson    River    Railroad    Company 
maintain    at    the    times    and    in    the    places   below    speclfled   watchmen   or    flagmen 
whose  services  shall  be  exclusively  devoted  to  the  protection  of  the  public  at  the 
street  crossings  below  named  for  at  least  the  hours  below  speclfled: 

1.  At  Thirty-fourth  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  not  less  than  one  watchman 
or  flagman  at  all  hours  of  the  day  and  night. 

2.  At  Thirty-fifth  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  not  less  than  one  watchman 
or  fiagman  at  all  hours  of  the  day  and  niflrht. 

3.  At  Thirty-seventh  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  not  less  than  one  watchman 
or  fiagman  at  all  hours  between  7  a.  m.  and  6  p.  m. 

4.  At  Thirty-eighth  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  not  less  than  one  watchman 
or  fiagman  at  all  hours  between  7  a.  m.  and  6  p.  m. 

5.  At  Fortieth  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  not  less  than  one  watchman  or 
fiagman  at  all  hours  of  the  day  and  night. 

6.  At  Forty-second  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  not  less  than  two  watchmen 
or  flaemen  at  all  hours  of  the  dav  and  night. 

7.  At  Forty-third  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  not  less  than  one  watchman 
or  flagman  at  all  hours  between  7  a.  m.  and  10  p.  m. 
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8.  At  Forty-Blxth  street  and  Eleyenth  avenue,  not  less  than  one  watchman 
or  flagman  at  all  hoars  between  7  a.  m.  and  10  P.  M. 

9.  At  Forty-seventh  street  and  Eleventh  avenne,  not  less  than  one  watchman 
or  flagman  at  all  honrs  between  7  a.  m.  and  10  p.  m. 

10.  At  Forty-eighth  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  not  less  than  one  watchman 
or  flagman  at  all  hours  between  7  a.  m.  and  10  p.  m. 

11.  At  Forty-ninth  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  not  less  than  one  watchman 
or  flagman  from  10  a.  m.  to  10  p.  m. 

12.  At  Fiftieth  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  not  less  than  one  watchman 
or  flagman  at  all  hours  of  the  dav  and  night. 

13.  At  Flfty-flrst  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  from  May  Ist  to  November  Ist 
in  each  and  every  year,  not  less  than  one  watchman  or  flagman  between  the 
hours  of  10  A.  M.  and  10  p.  m. 

14.  At  Fifty-second  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  not  less  than  one  watchman 
or  flagman  at  alt  hours  of  the  day  and  night. 

15.  At  Fifty-third  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  from  May  1st  to  November  Ist 
in  each  and  every  year,  not  less  than  one  watchman  or  flagman  at  ail  hours 
of  the  day  and  night. 

16.  At  Fifty-fourth  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  from  May  lat  to  November  1st 
in  each  and  every  year,  not  less  than  one  watchman  or  flagman  at  all  hours  of 
the  day  and  night. 

17.  At  Fifty-ninth  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  not  less  than  one  watchman 
or  flagman  between  the  hours  of  7  a.  m.  and  0  p.  m. 

And  U  is  further  Ordered,  That  the  provisions  of  this  order  shall  take  effect 
not  later  than  August  20,  1908,  and  they  shall  be  continued  in  force  for  a  period 
of  two  years. 

And  it  i9  further  ordered.  That  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Rail- 
road Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  within 
three  days  after  the  service  of  this  order  upon  it,  whether  the  terms  of  this 
order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

HEARING  ORDER  No.  697. 

In  respect  to  changes  in  Final  Order  No.  659. 

August  27. 1908. 

Tt  U  herehy  ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  28th  day  of  August,  1908,  at 
4  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Man- 
hattan, city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations,  practices, 
appliances,  equipment  and  service  of  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Rail- 
road Company,  in  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  and  property  in  the  First 
District,  are  unreasonable,  unsafe,  improper  or  inadequate  as  hereinafter  set  forth, 
and  whether  changes,  additions  and  Improvements  thereto  ought  reasonably  to  be 
made  in  the  manner  below  set  forth,  in  order  to  promote  the  security  and  conven- 
ience of  the  public,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the 
transportation  of  persons  and  property,  and  to  determine  whether  a  change,  addi- 
tion and  improvement  in  the  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  service 
of  the  said  company  as  hereinafter  set  forth  are  such  as  will  be  just,  reasonable, 
safe,  adequate  and  proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made,  that  Is  to  say : 

1.  Whether  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  should 
be  directed  to  increase  the  number  of  flagmen  employed  at  street  crossings  at  and 
along  its  tracks  on  Eleventh  avenue,  in  the  city  of  New  York; 

2.  Whether  the  hours  during  which  the  said  flagmen  are  on  duty  at  said  street 
crossings  should  be  lengthened; 

8.  Whether  Final  Order  No.  659,  directed  to  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson 
River  Railroad  Company,  and  entered  and  filed  in  the  ofllce  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  First  District  on  August  11,  1908,  in  respect  to  the  service  on 
the  Eleventh  Avenue  line  should  be  abrogated,  changed  or  modified,  so  as  to  pro- 
vide for  protection  in  addition  to  that  provided  In  Final  Order  No.  659  by  main- 
taining watchmen  or  fiagmcn  at  the  points  where  the  tracks  of  the  New  York 
Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  on  Eleventh  avenue  cross  Forty-fourth 
street  and  Forty-fifth  street; 

And  if  any  such  changes,  improvements  and  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  and  if  the  said  Final  Order  No.  659  Is  found  to 
be  such  as  should  be  abrogated,  changed  or  modified,  then  to  determine  what 
period  will  be  a  reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be 
csecnted. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  premises 
as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad 
Companv  be  rfven  at  least  one  day's  notice  of  such  hearing,  by  service  upon  it. 
either  personallv  or  bv  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such 
hearing  the  said  company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opnortunity  for  presenting 
evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  August  28th. 
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The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDER  No.  707. 
August  28,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  August  28. 
1908,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  or 
this  Conmiisslon,  No.  697,  made  August  27,  1908,  and  returnable  August  28,  1908, 
and  that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company,  and  that  the  said  service  was  by  it  duly  acknowleged,  and  that 
the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  In  said 
order  specified  on  August  28,  1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Enstis,  presiding; 
Arthur  DuBois,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  C.  C.  Paulding,  Esq.,  ap- 
pearing for  the  railroad  company,  and  proof  having  been  taken,  and  it  appearing 
after  the  said  hearing  that  the  tracks  of  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company  at  Eleventh  avenue  are  at  certain  places  insufficiently  protected, 
and  that  the  regulations,  practices,  service  and  equipment  of  the  New  York  Cen- 
tral and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,  in  respect  to  transportation  of  persons 
and  property  on  Its  Eleventh  Avenue  tracks,  has  been  and  Is  in  certain  particulars 
unsafe,  unreasonable,  improper  and  inadequate,  and  it  further  appearing  that  an 
order  of  this  Commission  entitled  "  Final  Order  No.  659,"  was  made  and  entered 
on  Augoat  11.  1908,  requiring  protection  at  certain  cross  streets,  and  that  the  said 
final  order  did  not  provide  for  protection  at  the  track  crossings  at  Eleventh  avenue 
and  Forty-fourth  street  and  at  Eleventh  avenue  and  Forty-fifth  street,  and  it  being 
the  Judgment  of  the  Commission  that  the  said  Final  Order  No.  659,  made  August 
11,  1908,  should  be  changed  so  as  to  provide  protection  at  the  Forty-fourth  and 
Forty-fifth  Street  crossings; 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  Is 
Ordered,  That  Order  No.  659,  made  August  11,  1908,  be,  and  the  same  hereby  Is, 
changed  and  modified  to  read  as  follows : 

FINAL  ORDER  No.  639. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  July  20,  1908, 
and  it  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  of 
this  Commission  made  July  21,  1008.  and  returnable  on  July  29,  1908,  and  that 
said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad 
Company,  and  that  tie  said  service  was  by  It  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the 
said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  the  said 
order  specified  on  July  29.  1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  August  5,  1908, 
before  Mr.  Commissioner  Eustis.  presiding;  Arthur  DuBols,  Eaq.,  appearing  for  the 
Commission,  and  A.  S.  Lyman.  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  railroad  company  at  both 
said  sessions,  and  proof  having  been  taken,  and  it  appearing  after  the  said  hearing 
that  the  tracks  of  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  on 
Eleventh  avenue  are  at  certain  places  insufficiently  protected,  and  that  the  regula- 
tions, practices,  service  and  equipment  of  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company,  In  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  and  property  on  Its 
Eleventh  Avouue  tracks,  has  been  and  Is  In  certain  respects  unsafe,  unreasonable, 
improper  and  Inadequate  because  of  the  fact  that  certain  street  crossings  are  in- 
sufficiently protected,  and  it  further  appearing  that  changes.  Improvements  and 
additions  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  the  manner  below  set  forth.  In  order  to 
promote  the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public  or  of  the  railroad  employees,  and 
it  being  the  judgment  of  the  Commission  that  the  changes,  additions  and  improve- 
ments in  the  regulations,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  said  company, 
as  below  set  forth,  are  such  as  are  just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper  and 
ought  reasonably  to  be  made  In  order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of 
the  public  and  employees  of  the  said  railroad  company; 

Now,  on  motion  of  Georee  S.  Colomnn.  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  is 
Ordered,  That  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  main- 
tain at  the  times  and  In  the  places  below  specified  watchmen  or  flagmen  whose  serv- 
ices shall  be  exclusively  devoted  to  the  protection  of  the  public  at  the  street  cross- 
ings below  named  for  at  least  the  hours  below  specified : 

1.  At  Thirty-fourth  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  at  least  one  watchman  or  flag- 
man at  all  hours  of  the  day  and  night. 

2.  At  Thirty-fifth  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  at  least  one  watchman  or  flag- 
man at  all  hours  of  the  day  and  night. 

3.  At  Thirty-seventh  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  at  least  one  watchman  or  flag- 
man at  all  hours  between  7  a.  m.  and  6  p.  m. 

4.  At  Thirty-eighth  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  at  least  one  watchman  or  flag- 
man at  all  hours  between  7  a.  m.  and  6  P.  M. 

6.  At  Fortieth  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  at  least  one  watchman  or  flagman  at 
all  hours  of  the  day  and  night. 

6.  At  Forty-second  street  siid  Eleventh  avenue,  at  least  two  watchmen  and  flag- 
men at  all  hours  of  the  day  and  night. 

7.  At  Forty-third  street  and  Rlevpnth  avenue,  at  least  one  watchman  or  flag- 
man at  all  hours  between  7  a.  m.  and  10  p.  m.  .  ^ 

8.  At  Forty-fourth  street  and  Kle^'enth  avenue,  at  least  one  watchman  or  flag- 
man at  all  hours  between  7  a.  m.  and  6  p.  m. 
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0.  At  Forty-fifth  street  and  Eleyenth  avenue,  at  least  one  watchman  or  flag- 
man at  all  hoars  between  7  a.  m.  and  6  p.  m. 

10.  At  Forty-sixth  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  at  least  one  watchman  or  flag- 
man at  all  hours  between  7  a.  m.  and  10  p.  m. 

11.  At  Forty-seventh  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  at  least  one  watchman  or  flag- 
man at  all  hours  between  7  a.  m.  and  10  p.  m. 

12.  At  Forty-eighth  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  at  least  one  watchman  or  flag- 
man at  all  hours  between  7  a.  m.  and  10  p.  m. 

13.  At  Forty-ninth  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  at  least  one  watchman  or  flag- 
man from  10  A.  M.  to  10  P.'  M. 

14.  At  Fiftieth  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  at  least  one  watchman  and  flagman 
at  all  hours  of  the  day  and  night 

15.  At  Fifty-flrst  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  from  May  1st  to  November  1st  in 
each  and  every  year,  at  least  one  watchman  or  flagman  between  the  hoars  of  10 
A.  M.  and  10  P.  M. 

16.  At  Fifty-second  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  at  least  one  watchman  or  flag- 
man at  all  hours  of  the  day  and  night. 

17.  At  Fifty-third  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  from  May  1st  to  November  Isf  In 
each  and  every  year,  at  least  one  watchman  or  flagman  at  all  hours  of  the  day 
and  night 

18.  At  Fifty-fourth  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  from  May  Ist  to  November  1st 
In  each  and  every  year,  at  least  one  watchman  or  flagman  at  all  hours  of  the  day 
and  night 

19.  At  Fifty-ninth  street  and  Eleventh  avenue,  at  least  one  watchman  or  flagman 
between  the  hours  of  7  a.  m.  and  6  p.  m. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  the  provisions  of  this  order  shall  tako  pfTpct  not 
later  than  September  1,  1908,  and  they  shall  be  continued  In  force  for  a  period  of 
two  years. 

And  it  i9  further  ordered.  That  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad 
Oompany  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  on  or  before 
September  1,  1908,  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


South  Brookl3m  Railway  Company. —  Safety  precautions  at  Van 
Sicklen  station,  Culver  line. 


In   the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commission  as  to  the  regu- 
lations, equipment,  practices,  appliances  and  ser- 
vice of  the  SOUTH  BROOKLYN  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANY. 


'  Safety   Precautions  at  Van   Sicklen   Station,   Culver 
Line." 


^HEARING    ORDER 
No.  623. 

July   7,    1W>S. 


It  ie  herrhy  Ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  29th  day  of  July,  1908.  at 
2:30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  at  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough 
of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations, 
practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  the  South  Brooklyn  Railway  Com- 
pany, upon  or  near  Its  Culver  Line  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Van  Sicklen  station  In 
the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  in  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons,  freight  or 
property  within  the  State,  are  unjust,  unreasonable,  unsafe,  improper  or  In- 
adequate; and  If  it  be  so  found,  then  to  determine  whether  changes  in  said 
regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  in  the  particulars  fol- 
lowing, at  the  place  or  places  herein  mentioned,  would  be  Just,  reasonable,  safe, 
adequate  and  proper  and  whether  such  changes  shall  be  put  in  force,  observe<y 
and  used  on  the  line  of  said  company;  and  also  to  inquire  and  determine  whether 
repairs,  improvements,  changes  or  additions  to  or  in  the  tracks,  switches,  termi- 
nals, terminal  facilities  or  other  property  or  device  used  by  said  company  In  the 
particulars  following  ought  reasonably  to  be  made,  in  order  to  promote  the 
security  or  convenience  of  the  public  or  employees,  or  In  order  to  secure  ade- 
quate service  or  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  freight  or  prop- 
erty: namely: 

Whether  said  South  B.rooklyn  Railway  Company  should  be  directed  to  pro- 
vide and  maintain  additional  safety  precautions  upon  its  Culver  Line  lit  th(> 
Tlclnity  of  the  Van  Sicklen  station  on  the  curve  which  begins  Just  north  of  the 
fltotion  platform. 

Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  make  other  changes  in  its  property, 

anlpment  or  appliances,  or  In  its  regulations,  practices  and  service  upon  snid  line 
any  of  said  points  of  grade  crossing: 
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And  if  such  change.  Improvement  and  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as  ought 
to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a  reasonable  time 
within  which  the  same  ought  to  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  Ordered,  That  the  said  Soutn  Brooklyn  Railway  Company  be  glyen  at 
least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing,  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally  or 
by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  com- 
pany be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  to  present  evidence  and  to  examine  and 
cross-examine  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  hereinabove  set  forth. 

Hearings  held  July  29th  and  August  4th. 


Staten   Island  Rapid   Transit   Railway   Company. —  Safety  de- 
vices at  crossings. 

Rehearing  Order  No.  195. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  McCarroU. 
Final  Order  No.  217. 
Extension  Order  No.  523. 


In   the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  of  Improvements  in  and  additions  to  the 
service  and  equipment  of  the  STATEN  ISLAND 
RAPID  TRANSIT  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 


Matter  of  rehearing  on  matters  contained  in  Order 
No.    175    entered    December    27,    1907. 


ORDER  FOR  REHEARING 
No.  195. 
January   10,   1908. 


An  order  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  December  27,  1907,  No.  175,  under 
and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  hearing  made  November  8,  1907,  No.  78,  and  there- 
after having  been  duly  served  upon  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway 
Company,  the  same  to  take  eflTect  immediately  and  in  and  by  the  said  order  the  said 
Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company  having  been  required  to  notify 
this  Commission  before  January  10.  1908,  whether  the  terms  of  said  Order  No. 
175  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed,  and  the  said  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit 
Railway  Company  having,  on  January  6,  1908.  applied  in  writing  to  this  Com- 
mission for  a  rehearing  In  respect  to  the  matters  contained  In  the  said  Order 
No.  175,  and  sufficient  reason  for  said  rehearing  being  made  to  appear, 

Ordered,  That  said  request  for  rehearing  be  granted  and  that  said  rehearing 
upon  the  matters  contained  in  said  Order  No.  175.  entered  and  filed  on  December 
27,  1907,  be  held  on  the  16th  day  of  January,  1908,  at  2  :aO  o'clock  in  the  after- 
noon, or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms 
of  the  Commission.  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State 
of  New  York,  to  determine  after  such  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of  the 
facts  Including  those  arising  since  the  making  of  the  Order  No.  175  whether  the 
original  Order  No.  175,  or  any  part  thereof,  is  in  any  respect  unjust  or  unwar- 
ranted, and  whether  the  said  Order  No.  175  should  be  abrogated,  changed  or 
modified. 

And  if  any  such  abrogation,  changes  or  modifications  are  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  then  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  changes  or  modi- 
fications of  the  said  order,  and  to  determine  the  time  of  taking  effect  of  the 
order  as  changed  or  modified. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Further  Ordered,  That  the  said  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company 
be  given  at  least  five  days'  notice  of  such  rehearing  by  service  upon  it  either 
personally  or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order  and  that  at  such  hearing 
said  company  shall  be  aflTorded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence 
and   examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters   aforesaid. 

Dated,  New  York,  January  10,  1908. 

Hearings  were  held  January  16th  and  20th. 
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Opinion  of  Coicmission. 
(Adopted  January  24,  1908.) 
Commissioner  McCabboll: — 

The  application  for  rehearing  was  made  in  form  exactly  similar  to  that  in  the 
Staten  Island  Railway  matter.  The  principal  changes  made  after  the  rehearing  in 
this  matter  have  been  a  modification  of  the  terms  of  the  order  in  regard  to  bells 
and  signals  on  the  North  Shore  Division.  Mr.  McUmont,  Electrical  Engineer  to 
the  Commission,  personally  examined  every  crossing  on  this  division  and  found, 
I  think,  tuat  each  crossing,  with  two  exceptions,  was  completely  planked  and 
guarded  by  a  flagman.  Upon  his  advice,  it  appears  that  owing  to  the  nature  of 
the  villages  crossed  by  this  railroad,  the  protection  by  the  flagman  was  sufficient, 
and  that  warnini;  bells  would  probably  be  a  useless  annoyance  to  the  neighboring 
residents.  All  the  principal  crossings  were  guarded  by  gates,  as  well  as  by  a 
flagman,  and  for  this  reason  the  new  order  simply  specifies  additional  bells  for 
two  crossings,  additional  signs  for  nine  crossings  and  double-arm  gates  for  one 
crossing.  The  same  changes  in  the  recitals  and  dates  of  the  order  have  been 
made  as  reported  in  the  order  on  the  Staten  Island  Railway. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.   217  MADE  AFTER  REHEARING. 
January  24,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  rehearing  of  Order  No.  175  had 
herein  on  the  16th  day  of  January,  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  rehearing 
was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission,  dated  January  10,  1908, 
and  numbered  195,  and  returnable  on  the  16th  day  of  January,  1908,  and  that  the 
said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company, 
and  that  the  said  service  was  by  It  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  said  rehearing 
was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  order  for  rehearing 
specified  on  January  16,  1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly  liad  on  January  20,  1908, 
before  Commissioner  McCnrroIl,  presiding;  Joseph  P.  Cotton.  Esq..  appearing  for 
the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Companv,  and  Arthur  DuBoIs,  Esq.,  for  the  Com- 
mission, and  the  said  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company  having  been 
afforded  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross^ 
examining  witnesses,  and  having  waived  Its  right  so  to  do,  and  having  announced 
that  it  had  no  evidence  to  offer; 

Now,  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  rehearhig,  and  after  consideration  of  the 
facts.  Including  those  arising  since  the  makln"-  of  the  order,  the  Commission  being 
of  opinion  that  the  original  Order  No.  175.  for  the  improvement  in  and  addition 
to  the  equipment  and  service  of  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company 
should  be  changed  and  modified  In  certain  particulars. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman.  E}eq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  Order  No.  175.  issued  December  27,  1907,  and  directed  to  the 
improvement  in  and  additions  to  the  equipment  and  service  of  the  Staten  Island 
Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company  be,  and  the  same  is,  changed  and  modified  to  read 
as  follows: 

ORDER  No.  175. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  22d 
day  of  November,  1007.  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and 
pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission,  made  November  8,  1007,  ami  returnable 
on  the  22d  day  of  November.  1007,  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon 
the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company,  and  that  the  said  service  was 
by  It  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the 
Commission  on  the  matters  In  said  order  specif od,  on  November  22.  1907.  before 
Commissioner  McCarroll,  presiding;  Abel  B.  Blackmar,  Esq.,  appearing^for  the  Com- 
mission: .Joseph  P.  Cotton,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit 
Railway  Company,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  November  26.  1907,  and  by 
adjournment  duly  had  on  December  3,  1907,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  Decem- 
ber 10,  1907,  at  all  of  which  adjourned  sessions  Arthur  DuBois,  Esq.,  appearing  for 
the  Commission,  and  Joseph  P.  Cotton,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  railways ;  Mr.  Com- 
missioner Eustls  presiding  at  the  session  of  December  3,  1907,  and  Mr.  Commis- 
sioner McCarroll  presiding  at  all  other  adjourned  sessions,  and  proof  having  been 
taken  at  all  of  said  sessions; 

Now,  the  Commission  being  of  the  opinion,  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  hear- 
ing, that  the  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  Staten 
Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company  In  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  in 
the  First  District  have  been  and  are  in  certain  particulars  unsafe,  unreasonable. 
Improper  and  inadequate,  and  In  the  Judgment  of  tlie  Commission  certain  changes, 
improvements  and  additions  thereto  being  such  as  ought  reasonably  to  be  made, 
in  the  manner  below  set  forth,  in  order  to  promote  the  security  or  convenience 
of  the  public,  or  of  its  employees,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and  facili- 
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ties  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  and  It  being  the  judgment  of  the  Com- 
mission that  the  changes,  additions  and  improvements  in  regulations,  equipment* 
appliances  and  service  of  ihe  said  company,,  as  below  set  forth,  are  such  as  are  just, 
reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  to  promote 
the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public  and  employees; 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  Abel  B.  Blackmar,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  It  is 
Ordered:  1.  That  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company  adopt  the 
following  precautions  and  install  and  maintain  the  following  appliances  for  the 
better  protection  of  its  employees  and  the  public. 

A.  BELLS  AND  SIGNALS.  That  the  company  provide  and  maintain  at  least  one 
electrically  operated  warning  bell  at  the  grade  crossing  on  the  North  Shore  division 
at  Morning  Star  road  and  at  Central  avenue. 

The  provisions  of  this  subdivision  to  be  complied  with  not  later  than  March 
15,  190S. 

B.  Wabnino  Signs.  At  Snug  Harbor,  a  suitable  sign  to  be  installed,  warning 
the  engineer  of  trains  approaching  In  either  direction  of  the  crossing  to  the  coal 
dock  and  freight  platform  of  Sailors*  Snug  Harbor : 

At  Broadway,  liaple  avenue,  BSlm  street,  Sharpe  avenue,  John  street,  suitable 
street  crossing  signs. 

At  Nicholas  street,  signs  for  both  sides  of  the  track,  the  sign  now  in  place  to  be 
repaired. 

At  Maple  avenue,  St.  Bfary's  avenue,  suitable  street  crossing  signs. 

Chestnut  avenue  sign  to  be  put  in  good  repair. 

The  provisions  of  this  subdivision  to  be  complied  with  not  later  than  February  20^ 
1908. 

C.  Gates.  That  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company  install, 
maintain  and  operate  at  all  regular  hours  of  traffic,  over  the  company  s  tracks, 
suitable  double  arm  gates,  at  the  Broadway  crossing,  Port  Richmond. 

The  provisions  of  this  subdivision  to  be  complied  with  not  later  than  March  15, 
1908. 

D.'  DiMPS  AND  Lighting.  That  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway 
Company  install,  maintain  and  use  new  lamps  of  the  so-called  "  Belgian  *'  station 
lamp  type  or  other  suitable  lamp  of  at  least  equal  candle  power  to  the  lamp  pro- 
duced by  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company  at  the  hearing  before 
the  Commission,  in  sufficient  numbers  adequately  to  light  the  stations  and  platforms 
at  New  Brighton,  Snug  Harbor,  Livingston,  west  New  Brighton,  Port  Richmond, 
Blm  Park,  Tompkinsville,  Stapleton. 

The  provisions  of  this  subdivision  to  be  complied  with  not  later  than  February 
15,  1908. 

2.  That  all  passenger  cars  used  by  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Com- 
pany be  adequately  lighted. 

The  provisions  of  this  subdivision  to  take  effect  at  once. 

3.  TBAiN  Schedules.  That  all  trains  operated  by  the  Staten  Island  Rapid 
Transit  Railway  Company,  either  on  the  North  Shore  or  South  Shore  divisions,  con- 
nect at  St.  George  with  boats  of  the  Municipal  ferry. 

The  provisions  of  this  section  to  take  effect  not  later  than  January  25,  1908. 

4.  Smoke  and  Noise.  That  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Com- 
pany prohibit  and  take  all  necessary  steps  to  prevent  all  unnecessary 'and  unreason- 
able noises  and  smoke  nuisances  from  engines  or  shops  which  it  owns  or  controls 
at  Clifton  and  St  George  or  at  any  other  point  or  points  where  engines  run  or 
are  allowed  to  stand. 

That  all  labor  on  Sunday,  by  or  for  the  companv,  be  prohibited,  excepting  the 
works  of  necessity  and  charity.  In  works  of  necessity  or  charity  is  included  what- 
ever is  needful  during  the  day  for  the  good  order,  health  or  comfort  of  the 
community. 

The  provisions  of  this  section  to  take  effect  immediately. 

And  it  ie  further  ordered,  That  this  order  shall  continue  in  force  for  a  period  of 
two  years  from  and  after  taking  effect  of  the  same,  but  without  prejudice  to  an 
order  for  further  or  additional  hearings  and  action  thereon  by  the  Commission,  in 
respect  of  anything  herein  prescribed  or  in  respect  of  anything  covered  by  the  order 
for  hearing  herein,  prior  to  expiration  of  said  period  of  two  years. 

And  it  i$  further  ordered.  That  before  January  28,  1908.  the  said  Staten  Island 
Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  order  extending  the  time 
for  compliance  with  the  foregoing  order  was  issued: 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  523. 

May  22, 1908.  

An  order.  No.  217,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  24th  day  of  January, 
1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company  to 
Install  warning  signs  at  certain  crossings  therein  mentioned,  not  later  than  Feb- 
ruary 20,  1908,  and  said  company  having  applied  in  writing  on  May  16,  1908,  for 
an  extension  of  such  time; 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded.  It  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railwav  Company 
within  which  to  do  the  work  above  mentioned,  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended 
to  and  including  the  15th  day  of  June,  1908. 
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Rehearing  Order  No.  194. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  McCarroll. 
Final  Order  No.  216. 
Extension  Order  No.  522. 
Extension  Order  No.  868. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 

question  of  improvements  in  and  additions  to  the 

service  and  equipment  of  the  STATEN   ISLAND 

RAILWAY  COMPANY. 


Matter  of  rehearing  on  matters  contained  In  order 
174  entered  December  27,  1907. 


ORDER  FOR 
REHEARING  No.  194. 

January  10,  1908. 


An  order  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  December  27,  1907,  No.  174,  under 
and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  hearing  made  November  8,  1907,  No.  77,  and  there- 
after having  been  duly  served  upon  the  Staten  Island  Railway  Company,  the  same 
to  talie  effect  immediately,  and  in  and  by  the  said  order  the  said  Staten  Island 
Railway  Company  having  been  required  to  notify  this  Commission  before  January 
10.  1908,  whether  the  terms  of  said  Order  No.  174  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed, 
and  the  said  Staten  Island  Railway  Company  having,  on  January  6,  1908,  applied 
in  writing  to  this  Commission  for  a  rehearing  In  respect  to  the  matters  contained 
in  the  said  Order  No.  174,  and  sufficient  reason  for  said  rehearing  being  made  to 
appear. 

Ordered,  That  said  request  for  rehearhig  be  granted  and  that  said  rehearing 
upon  the  matters  contained  in  said  Order  No.  174,  entered  and  filed  on  December 
27,  1907,  be  held  on  the  16th  day  of  January,  1908,  at  2  :30  o'clock  in  the  after- 
noon or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms 
of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State 
of  New  York,  to  determine  after  such  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of  the 
facta  including  those  arising  since  lue  making  of  the  order,  No.  174,  whether  the 
original  order  No.  174.  or  any  part  thereof,  is  in  any  respect  unjust  or  unwar- 
ranted, and  whether  the  said  Order  No.  174  should  be  abrogated,  changed  or 
modified. 

And  If  any  such  abrogation,  changes  or  modifications  are  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  then  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  changes  or  modifica- 
tions of  the  said  order,  and  to  determine  the  time  of  taking  effect  of  the  order 
as  changed  or  modified. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the  prem- 
ises as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Staten  Island  Railway  Company  be  given  at  least 
live  days'  notice  of  such  rehearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally  or  by  mall, 
of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company  shall  be 
afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross- 
examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  held  January  16th  and  20th. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  January  24,  1908.) 
Co ji  M I  ssionrr  McCarboll  : — 

The  railway  company,  by  its  attorney,  objected  to  the  clause  in  the  order  requir- 
ing two  automatic  bells  to  be  installed  at  each  double  track  crossing.  It  also  called 
attention  to  the  misnaming  of  one  street  and  to  the  fact  that  protection  was  ordered 
at  some  crossings  which  were  practically  impassable  to  teams. 

In  a  conference  with  the  counsel  for  the  railway,  it  appeared  that  the  provision 
as  to  placing  two  automatic  bells  at  every  double  track  crossing  had  been  mis- 
understood  by  him..  It  seems  that  he  had  understood  the  order  to  require  two 
complete  sets  of  track  Instruments,  whereas  the  order  plainly  called  for  two  bells 
only,  to  be  rung  by  one  set  of  track  Instruments.  After  conferring  with  Mr. 
Hcljlmont,  electrical  engineer,  it  was  decided  to  change  the  form  of  the  order,  No. 
174,  section  1,  subdivision  A,  so  that  instead  of  calling  for  two  bells  at  every  double 
track  eroeiing,  a  provision  should  be  made  for  two  bells  at  certain  named  crossings, 
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to  be  specified  after  a  farther  complete  examination  by  Mr.  Mclilmont.  Biz  snch 
croBslngB  were  named  by  Mr.  McLlmont  after  hla  further  examination  of  the  prem- 
ises. A  further  paragraph  was  Inserted  In  the  same  subdivision  calling  for  at  least 
one  bell  at  all  grade  crossings  of  macadamized  roads  not  guarded  by  gates  or 
watchmen,  and  also  at  certain  specified  roads  that  were  not  macadamised.  Seven 
of  these  country  roads  were  specified  by  Mr.  McLdmont.  The  object  of  the  changes 
in  this  section  was  to  avoid  the  direction  in  general  terms  of  certain  precautions 
at  "  all  grade  crossings/'  as  it  appeared  that  In  that  part  of  Staten  Island  through 
which  the  railway  runs  there  has  been  a  recent  real  estate  development  that  has 
resulted  in  the  laying  out  upon  the  map  of  a  very  great  number  of  roads  that  are 
shown  In  the  new  1907  Atlas  of  Btaten  Island  as  opened  roads,  but  which,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  are  never  used  and  hardly  recognisable  as  roads.  By  restricting 
the  order  to  roads  which  were  macadamized,  and  to  certain  additional  country 
roads,  the  order  is  made  more  definite  and  is  restricted  to  roads  actually  used. 

Subdivision  C  of  the  same  section  has  been  slightly  modified,  the  result  being 
that  on  eleven  specified  crossings  the  planking  is  to  extend  the  full  width  of  the 
driveway  and  the  full  distance  between  the  rails.  A  paragraph  is  added  directing 
that  at  all  grade  crossings  of  macadamized  roads,  and  at  six  specified  grade  cross- 
ings of  country  roads,  the  planking  is  to  extend  the  full  distance  between  the  rails, 
but  need  not  extend  the  full  width  of  the  driveway,  provided  that  in  all  cases  it 
shall  be  wide  enough  for  two  vehicles  to  pass  each  other  on  it  with  ease.  The 
present  order  also  requires  that  at  all  crossings  not  covered  by  the  two  previous 
subdivisions  there  shall  be  at  least  a  guard  plank  outside  of  each  outer  rail,  the 
intervening  space  to  be  well  packed  with  macadam,  stone,  gravel  or  cinders. 

In  the  recitals  of  the  new  order  the  expression  "  has  been  and  is  unsafe.  unrea> 
sonable.  Improper  and  inadequate,*'  has  been  changed  to  read  "  is  in  certain  par- 
ticulars unsafe,"  etc. 

E^ccept  for  unimportant  changes  in  dates  upon  which  the  order  is  to  take 
effect,  and  certain  small  changes  in  the  form  of  the  recitals,  which  are  recom- 
mended by  counsel,  there  is  no  further  change  in  the  order. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.  216,   MADE  AFTER  REHEARING. 
January   24,   1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  rehearing  of  Order  No.  174  had 
herein  on  the  16th  day  of  January,  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  rehearlDg 
was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission,  dated  January  10,  1908. 
and  numbered  194.  and  returnable  on  the  16th  day  of  January,  1908,  and  that  the 
said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Staten  Island  Railway  Company,  and  that  the 
said  service  was  by  it  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  said  rehearing  was  held  by 
and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  order  for  rehearing  specified,  on 
January  16,  1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  January  20,  1908,  before  Com- 
missioner McCarroll,  presiding.  Joseph  P.  Cotton,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Staten 
Island  Railway  Company,  and  Arthur  DuBols,  Esq.,  for  the  Commission,  and  the 
said  Staten  Island  Railway  Company  having  been  afforded  reasonable  opportunity 
for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses,  and  having 
waived  its  right  so  to  do,  and  having  announced  that  it  had  no  evidence  to  offer, 

Now  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  rehearing,  and  after  consideration  of  the 
facts,  including  those  arising  since  the  making  of  the  order,  the  Commission  being 
of  opinion  that  the  original  order  No.  174,  for  the  improvement  in  and  additions 
to  the  equipment  and  service  of  the  Staten  Island  Railway  Company  should  be 
changed  and  modified  in  certain  particulars, 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  Is 

Ordered^  That  the  order  No.  174,  issued  December  27,  1907,  and  directed  to  the 
Improvement  in  and  additions  to  the  equipment  and  service  of  the  Staten  Island 
Railway  Company  be  and  the  same  is  changed  and  modified  to  read  as  follows : 

ORDER  No.  174. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  22d  day 
of  November,  1907,  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant 
to  an  order  of  this  Commission,  made  November  8,  1907,  and  returnable  on  the 
22d  day  of  November,  1907,  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the 
Staten  Island  Railway  Company,  and  that  the  said  service  was  by  it  duly  acknowl- 
edged, and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the 
matters  in  said  order  speclfled,  on  Novembor  22.  1907.  before  Commissioner 
McCarroll,  presiding,  Abel  E.  Blackmar,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission.  Joseph 
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p.  Cotton.  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  "Staten  Island  Eallway  Company,  and  by  adjourn- 
ment  duly  had  on  Noyember  26,  1907,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  December 
3,  1007,  and  by  adjournment  duly  bad  on  December  10,  1907,  at  all  of  which 
adjourned  aesalons  Arthur  DuBois,  lOsq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  Joseph 
P.  Cotton,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Staten  Island  Ballway  Company,  Mr.  Commis- 
sioner Eustis  presiding  at  the  hearing  of  December  8,  1907,  and  Mr.  Commissioner 
McCarroll  presiding  at  all  other  adjourned  sessions,  and  proof  haying  been  taken  at 
all  of  said  sessions. 

Now,  the  Commission  being  of  the  opinion,  after  the  proceedings  upon  said 
hearing,  that  the  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  sendee  of  the 
Staten  Island  Bailway  Company  in  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First 
District  haye  been  and  are  in  certain  particulars  unsafe,  unreasonable,  improper  and 
inadequate,  and  in  the  Judgment  of  the  Commission  certain  changes,  improyements 
and  additions  thereto  being  such  as  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  the  manner 
below  set  forth,  in  order  to  promote  the  security  and  conyenience  of  the  public,  or 
of  its  employees,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  seryice  and  facilities  for  the 
transportation  of  passengers,  and  It  being  the  Judgment  of  the  Commission  that  the 
changes,  additions  and  improyements  in  regulations,  equipment,  appliances  and 
•eryice  of  the  said  company,  as  below  set  forth,  are  such  as  are  Just,  reasonable, 
■afe,  adequate  and  proper,  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  to  promote  the  security 
and  convenience  of  the  public  and  employees, 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  Abel  E.  Blackmar,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  is 

Ordered: 

I.  That  the  Staten  Island  Railway  Company  adopt  the  following  precautions 
and  install,  at  or  near  grade  crossings,  and  maintain  the  following  appliances  for 
the  better  protection  of  its  employees  and  the  public: 

<A)  Bbll  and  Signals. 

At  the  following  crossings,  the  company  shall  provide  and  maintain  two  auto- 
matic, electrically  operated  warning  bells,  one  on  each  side  of  the  track  and  diagon- 
ally opposite  to  each  other,  so  that  both  bells  at  each  crossing  shall  be  rung  by 
every  train  passing  that  crossing: 

Tompkins  avenue,  Clifton ;  Amboy  road,  near  Huguenot ;  Church  street.  Totten- 
yllle ;  Ambov  road,  near  Great  Kills ;  Amboy  road,  near  Pleasant  Plains ;  East 
Broadway,  Tottenville. 

At  all  other  grade  crossings  of  macadamized  roads  not  guarded  by  gates  or  watch- 
men and  also  at  all  the  grade  crossings  named  below,  the  company  shall  maintain 
at  least  one  electrically  operated  warning  bell  so  arranged  that  it  shall  be  rung  by 
eyery  train  passing  that  crossing. 

Burgher  avenue.  Liberty  avenue,  Jefferson  avenue,  Franklin  avenue,  Colfax  avenue, 
Tysons  Lane,  Bridge  avenue. 

Nothing  in  this  order  shall  be  construed  to  authorize  the  removal  of  any  warning 
bells  now  in  use.  and  no  such  warning  bells  shall  be  removed  unless  other  bells  of 
equal  efficiency  be  substituted.  The  company  shall  test  all  bells  at  least  once  dally. 
in  the  morning,  reports  of  such  tests  to  be  regularly  made  and  promptly  filed  at 
the  principal  operating  office  of  the  company. 

The  provisions  of  this  subdivision  A  to  be  completed  not  later  than  March  15. 
1908. 

(B)  Warning  Signs. 

At  every  grade  crossing  where  double  tracks  occur,  warning  signs  shall  be  prop- 
erly located  and  maintained,  one  on  either  side  of  the  track  and  diagonally  onnosite 
each  other,  and  where  one  track  only  occurs,  one  such  sign  shall  be  properly  located 
and  maintained. 

The  provisions  of  this  subdivision  to  be  completed  not  later  than  February  20, 
1908. 

(C)  Planking. 

Each  of  the  following  crossings  shall  be  planked  for  the  full  width  between  the 
rails  and  have  one  12-inch  guard  plank  outside  of  each  outer  rail.  Such  planking 
to  extend  across  the  full  width  of  the  driveway. 

Tompkins  avenue.  Cllve  avenue.  Old  Town  road,  Colfax  avenue.  Amboy  road. 
Church  street.  Tottenville :  Ambov  road.  Great  Kills :  Annadale  road :  Amboy  road. 
Huguenot;  Amboy  road,  Pleasant  Plains:  Richmond  Valley  road. 

All  other  grade  crossings  of  macadamized  ronds  and  also  all  the  grade  crossings 
named  below  shall  be  planked  for  the  full  width  between  the  rails  and  have  one 
12-inch  guard  plank  outside  of  each  outer  rail.  Such  planking  is  to  extend  across 
the  driveway  far  enough  to  allow  two  vehicles  to  pass  each  other  on  It  with  ease. 
The  crossing  at  all  times  to  be  maintained  in  flrst-cIass  condition : 

Burgher  avenue.  Concord ;  Liberty  avenue,  Colfax  avenue.  Bridge  avenue,  Jefferson 
avenue,  Tysona  avenue. 

All  other  crossings  of  public  highways  not  planked  for  the  full  distance  between 
the  rails  shall  have  at  least  one  12-lnch  guord  plank  on  each  side  of  all  rails  for 
the  full  width  of  the  driveway,  and  the  Rpace  between  the  guard  plank  shall  be  kept 
evenly  graded  to  the  top  of  the  rails  and  solidly  packed  with  macadam  stone  or 
gravel  or  cinders.     The  crossing  at  all  times  to  be  maintained  in  first-class  conriuion. 

The  provisions  of  this  subdivision  to  be  completed  not  later  than  April  1,  100.9. 

(D>     Gater. 

At  the  Lincoln  avenue  crossing  In  Grant  City,  a  single-arm  gate  or  bar  shall  be 
Installed  and  a  flagman  shall  be  kept  on  duty  at  this  point  to  operate  It.  during 
the  months  from  May  1st  to  October  1st. 

The  provisions  of  this  subdivision  to  be  completed  not  later  than  May  1.  1008. 
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(B)     Flagmen. 

That  a  flagman  shall  be  stationed  at  the  arrade  crossing  on  Tyroil  street,  Totten- 
viUe,  to  remain  on  duty  during  all  hours  In  which  trains  are  scheduled  to  cross 
these  tracks. 

The  provisions  of  this  subdivision  to  be  complied  with  not  later  than  May  1,  1908. 

II.  That  all  trains  be  so  run  as  to  connect  with  the  municipal  ferry  boats  to 
St.  George. 

The  provisions  of  this  section  to  take  effect  immediately. 

HI.     Smoke  and  Noise. 

That  the  Staten  Island  Railway  Company  prohibit  and  take  all  necessary  steps 
to  prevent  all  unnecessary  and  unreasonable  noises  and  smoke  nuisances  from  engines 
or  shops  which  it  owns  or  controls  at  Clifton,  St.  George  or  TottenviUe,  or  at  any 
other  point  or  points  where  engines  run  or  are  allowed  to  stand. 

That  all  labor  on  Sunday,  by  or  for  the  company,  be  prohibited,  excepting  the 
works  of  necessity  and  chanty.  In  works  of  necessity  or  charity  is  included  what- 
ever is  needful  during  the  day  for  the  good  order,  health  and  comfort  of  the 
community. 

The  provisions  of  this  section  to  take  eifect  immediately. 

IV.  Lamps  and  Liqhtino. 

That  the  Staten  Island  Railway  Company  install,  use  and  keep  in  good  condition 
a  sufficient  number  of  new  lamps  of  the  so-called  "  Belgium  "  station  lamp  type, 
or  other  sui table  lamps  of  at  least  equal  candle  power,  similar  to  the  lamp  exnlbited 
to  the  Commission  at  the  hearing,  adequately  to  light  the  stations  and  platforms  at 
the  following  places : 

Tottonvlllo,  Richmond  Valley.  Huguenot.  Annadale,  Pleasant  Plains,  Great  Kills, 
New  Dorp,  Orant  City.  Dongan  Hills,  Grosmere. 

The  Drovlsionn  of  this  section  to  be  complied  with  as  soon  as  possible  and  not 
later  than  April  1.  1908. 

V.  That  the  following  additions,  changes  and  readjustment  of  service  and  time 
.schedules  be  put  in  eifect  without  unnecessary  delay,  but  not  later  than  February  15, 
1908 

(A)  By  running  a  train  not  less  than  three  cars  to  leave  Tottenville  daily,  except 
on  Sundays  and  holidays,  between  trains  shown  as  No.  3  and  No.  5  on  official  time 
table,  dated  October  14,  1907,  such  train  to  run  to  St.  George,  making  all  stops 
between  Tottenville  and  Grosmere,  except  that  the  stop  at  Whitlock  may  be  on  flag 
signal,  the  train  to  reach  St.  George  in  time  to  connect  with  the  7  :30  boat  from 
St.  George. 

(B)  By  running  an  additional  train  to  leave  St.  George  daily,  except  Sundays  and 
holidays,  between  trains  No.  34  and  No.  36,  shown  on  official  time  table  dated 
October  14,  1907,  said  train  to  leave  after  arrival  of  municipal  ferry  boat  leaving 
Manhattan  at  7  :00  P.  M.  and  to  make  all  stops  to  Tottenville. 

(C)  By  running  an  additional  train  to  leave  St.  George  after  the  arrival  of  the 
municipal  ferry  boat  which  leaves  Manhattan  at  12  o'clock  midnight  and  to  make 
all  stops,  regular  or  on  signal,  to  Tottenville. 

And  it  U  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  continue  in  force  for  a  period  of 
two  years  from  and  after  taking  effect  of  the  same,  but  without  prejudice  to  an 
order  for  further  or-  additional  hearings  and  action  thereon  by  the  Commission,  in 
respect  of  anything  herein  prescribed  or  in  respect  of  anythbig  covered  by  the 
order  for  hearing  herein,  prior  to  the  expiration  of  said  period  of  two  years. 

And  it  i9  further  ordered.  That  before  January  28.  1908,  the  said  Staten  Island 
Railway  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Cfommlsslon  for  the  First  District 
whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  application  made  by  the  company  the  following  extension  orders  were 
issued: 

EXTENSION   ORDER    No.    522. 
May  22,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  216,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  24th  day  of  January, 
1908.  ordering  and  directing  the  Staten  Island  Railway  Company,  not  later  than 
April  1.  1908.  to  plank  certain  crossings  therein  mentioned,  and  said  Staten  Island 
Railway  Company  having  applied  in  writing  on  May  16',  1908,  for  an  extension  of 
such  time, 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  Staten  Island  Railway  Company  within  which  to  do 
the  work  above  mentioned,  be  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to  and  Including 
the  15th  day  of  June,  1908. 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  868. 
November  24,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  216,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  24th  day  of  January, 
1908.  ordering  and  directing  the  Staten  Island  Railway  Company,  In  paragraph  (C), 
to  plank  certain  crossings  therein  mentioned  not  later  than  April  1,  1908,  and 
said  time  within  which  to  comply  with  said  section   (C)   of  Order  No.  216  having 
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been  extended  to  and  including  Jane  16.  1008,  and  said  company  having  on  Novem- 
ber 10,  1008,  applied  In  writing  for  a  further  extension  of  auch  time. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  It  is  _  ^  _ 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  Staten  Island  Railway  Company  shall 
comply  with  section  (C)  of  said  Order  No.  216  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is, 
extended  to  and  including  the  31st  day  of  December,  1008. 


PROCEEDINGS  BASED  MAINLY  ON  NUMBER  OF 
CARS  OPERATED. 


Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company. —  Service  on  Third  avenue  sur- 
face line. 

COMPIAINT  OF  GEOBOE  FOX 

against 
Bbookltn  City  Railroad  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  277  (see  form,  note  1)  issued  February  2l8t. 

Brookl3m  Heights  Railroad.  Company. —  Failure  to  operate  cars 
•     on  Nassau  avenue  line  from  midnight  to  6  a.  m. 

Complaint  of  the  Board  of  Aldermen 

against 
Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company. 

Complaint    Order    No.    297     (see   form,  note  1)  issued  March  3d. 
The  company  answered  stating  that  there  was  praxstically  no  traffic  offered 
to  south-bound  trains  between  the  hours  named,  but  there  seemed  to  be  some 
demand  for  north-bound  service  for  which  arrangement  would  be  made. 

Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company.— Increase  of  service  on 
Flatbush-Seventh  avenue  line. 


ORDER  FOR  HEARING 
ORDER  No.  872. 

liiarch  27,  1906. 


In   the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  the  Motion  of  the  Commission 
on  the  Question  of  Improvements  in  and  Addi- 
tions to  the  Service  and  Equipment  of  the 
BROOKLYN  HEIGHTS  RAILROAD  COMPANY, 
in   respect   to   the  Flatbush-Seventh  Avenue  Line. 

It  U  herebu  ordered  that  a  hearing  he  had  on  the  8th  day  of  April.  1908,  at  2  :30 
o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  oe 
•djonmed.  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  stj^.^*'  ,^«>"|?„i^'. 
Manhattan,  Cltv  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations,  equip- 
ment, appliances  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn  HeUhts  Railroad  Company,  in  respect 
to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  DistrTct,  are  "oJ"**' J*^J.«^f^f  *Sl  •  Juh 
proper  and  inadequate,  and  whether  the  said  company  runs  «"  «°2JS.n«wr^fi 
irafflclent  frequency  or  possesses  or  operates  motive  power  enough  "Monably  ta 
accommodate  the  passenger  traffic  transported  by  It  or  offered  for  transportation 
tolt  and  if  suchV  foSnd  not  to  be&e  fact,  then  to  <^;^f^l:^;j;^f^^ljl^ 
reasonably  necessary   to  accommodate   and  transport   the   said   traffic   transportea 
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or  offered  for  transportation  and  Is  and  will  be  just,  reasonable,  proper  and 
adequate  to  direct  that  the  service  of  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Oom- 
pany  on  its  Flatbash-Seventh  avenue  line  be  increased  and  supplem^ted  at  the 
points  and  times  and  in  the  particulars  following,  that  is  to  say: 

(a)  W9§ihound,  leaving  Seventh   avenue  and  Twentieth   street. 

1.  Between  6:45  and  7:15  A.  Bf.,  by  an  increase  of  1  car  in  the  Pulton  Ferry 
service,  making  a  total  service  of  7  cars.  I  e.,  3  to  Fulton  Ferry  and  4  to  City 
Hall. 

2.  Between  7:15  and  7:45  A.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  1  car  in  the  Fulton  Ferry 
service,  and  2  cars  in  the  City  Hall  service,  making  a  total  service  of  9  cars,  i.  e., 
8  to  Fulton  Ferrr  and  6  to  city  Hall. 

3.  Between  7:45  and  8:15  A.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  1  car  in  the  Fulton  Ferry 
service  and  3  cars  in  the  City  Hall  service,  making  a  total  service  of  12  cars,  L  e., 
4  to  Fulton  Ferry  and  8  to  City  Hall. 

4.  Between  8 :15  and  8  :45  A.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  2  cars  in  the  Fulton  Fierry 
service  and  4  cars  in  the  City  Hall  service,  making  a  total  service  of  12  cars,  L  e., 
4  to  Fulton  Ferry  and  8  to  City  Hall. 

5.  Between  8  :45  and  9  :15  A.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  2  cars  in  the  City  Hall  serr- 
Ice,  making  a  total  service  of  10  cars,  i.  e.,  4  to  Fulton  Ferry  and  6  to  Cily  Hall. 

6.  Between  9  :  15  and  9:45  A.  M,  by  an  increase  of  1  car  in  the  Fulton  Ferry 
service  and  2  cars  in  the  City  Hall  service,  making  a  total  service  of  8  cara,  L  e., 
4  to  Fulton  Ferry  and  4  to  City  Hall. 

7.  Between  9  :45  and  10  :15  A.  M.,  by  an  Increase  of  4  cars  in  the  City  Hall  serv- 
ice, making  a  total  service  of  9  cars,  i.  e.,  4  to  Fulton  Ferry  and  5  to  City  Hall. 

8.  Between  10:15  and  10:45  A.  M.,  by  an  Increase  of  3  cars  in  the  City  Hall 
service,  making  a  total  service  of  7  cars,  i.  e.,  4  cars  to  Fulton  Ferry  and  8  cars 
to  Citv  Hall. 

9.  Between  10 :45  and  11 :15  A.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  3  cars  in  the  City  Hall 
service,  making  a  total  of  7  cars,  i.  e..  4  to  Fulton  Ferry  and  3  to  City  Hall. 

10.  Between  11 :15  and  11 :45  A.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  1  car  In  the  City  Hall 
service,  making  a  total  service  of  5  cars,  i.  .e.,  4  to  Fulton  Ferry  and  1  to  City 
Hall. 

11.  Between  12 :45  and  1 :15  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  2  cars  in  the  City  Hall 
service,  making  a  total  service  of  6  cars,  1.  e.,  4  to  Fulton  Ferry  and  2  to  City 
Hall. 

12.  Between  1 :15  and  1  :45  P.  M.,  by  an  Increase  of  3  cars  in  the  City  Hall 
service,  making  a  total  service  of  8  cars,  1.  e.,  5  to  Fulton  Ferry  and  3  to  City 
Hall. 

18.  Between  1 :45  and  2 :15  P.  M..  by  an  increase  of  2  cars  In  the  City  Hall 
service,  making  a  total  service  of  7  cars,  i.  e.,  5  to  li'ulton  Ferry  and  2  to  City 
Hall. 

14.  Between  2 :15  and  2  :45  P.  M.,  by  an  Increase  of  3  cars  in  the  City  Hall 
service,  making  a  total  service  of  8  cars,  i.  e.,  5  to  Fulton  Ferry  and  8  to  City 
Hall. 

15.  Between  2  :45  and  3 :15  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  3  cars  in  the  City  Hall 
service,  makbig  a  total  service  of  8  cars,  i.  e.,  5  to  Fulton  Ferry  and  3  to  City 
Hall. 

16.  Between  7:15  and  7:45  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  6  cars  in  the  City  Hall 
service,  making  a  total  service  of  14  cars,  i.  e.,  5  to  Fulton  Ferry  and  9  to  City 
Hall. 

17.  Between  7 :45  and  8 :15  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  3  cars  in  the  City  Hall 
service,  making  a  total  service  of  6  cars,  i.  e.,  3  cars  to  Fulton  Ferry  and  3  cars 
to  City  Hall. 

(b)  BoBthound,  leaving  City  Hall  to  Seventh  avenue  and  Twentieth  street 

18.  Between  10  :45  and  11 :15  A.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  1  car,  or  by  an  increasa 
from  4  to  5  cars. 

19.  Between  11 :15  and  11 :45  A.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  2  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  4  to  6  cars. 

20.  Between  11:45  A.  M.  and  12:15  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  2  cars,  or  by  an 
Increase  from  5  to  7  cars. 

21.  Between  12 :15  and  12  :45  P.  SI,  by  an  increase  of  1  car,  or  by  an  increase 
from  6  to  7  cars. 

22.  Between  12  :45  and  1 :15  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  1  car,  or  by  an  Increase 
from  6  to  7  cars.  ^  *  , 

23.  Between  1 :15  and  1 :45  P.  M.,  by  an  hicrease  of  1  car,  or  by  an  increase 
from  5  to  6  cars. 

24.  Between  1 :45  and  2 :15  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  1  ear,  or  by  an  increase 
from  5  to  6  cars. 

25.  Between  2  :15  and  2 :45  P.  M.,  by  an  hicrease  of  2  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  5  to  7  cars. 

26.  Between  2  :45  and  3  :15  P.  M..  by  an  increase  of  3  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  4  to  7  cars. 

27.  Between  3:15  and  3:45  P.  M..  by  an  increase  of  3  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  6  to  9  cars. 

28.  Between  3  :45  and  4  :15  P.  M..  by  an  Increase  of  2  cars,  or  by  an  Increase 
from  8  to  10  cars. 

29.  Between  4  :15  and  4  :45  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  3  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  8  to  11  cars. 
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80.  Between  4  :45  and  5  :15  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  4  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  8  to  12  cars. 

81.  Between  5  :15  and  5 :45  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  3  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  9  to  12  cars. 

32.  Between  5  :45  and  6 :15  P.  M.,  by  no  increase,  12  cars  were  operated. 
88.  Between  6:15  and  6:45  P.  M.,  by  an  Increase  of  2  cars,  or  by  an  Increase 
from  10  to  12  cars. 

34.  Between  6 :45  and  7  :15  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  2  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  9  to  11  cars. 

35.  Between  9:15  and  9:45  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  1  car,  or  by  an  increase 
from  3  to  4  cars. 

36.  Between  9:45  and  10:16  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  1  car,  or  by  an  increase 
from  3  to  4  cars. 

37.  Between  10 :15  and  10 :46  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  4  cars,  or  by  an  Increase 
from  4  to  8  cars. 

38.  Between  10 :45  and  11 :15  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  4  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  4  to  8  cars. 

39.  Between  11 :15  and  11 :45  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  4  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  4  to  8  cars. 

And  if  any  such  changes,  improvements  or  additions  be  foand  to  be  snch  as 
oaght  to  be  made,  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a  reasonable 
time  within  which  the  same  shonld  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Brooklyn  Heij^hts  Railroad  Company  be  given  at 
least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally  or  by 
mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company  be 
afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross- 
examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  were  held  April  8th,  22d,  and  27th. 


Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company. —  Inadequate  service  on 
Sixteentk  avenue  line,  Brooklyn. 

Complaint    of   Thomas    E.    Habtman 

and  othebs 

against 

The  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  425   (see  form,  note  1)  issued  April  2l8t. 


Brooklyn    Heights    Railroad    Company. —  Service   on   Flatbush 

avenue  line. 

Hearing  Order  No.  347. 
Final  Order  No.  434. 
Rehearing  Order  No.  458. 
Final  Order  No.  504. 
Rehearing  Order  No.  564. 
Final  Order  No.  610. 
Rehearing  Order  No.  662. 
Final  Order  No.  684. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Ilearlnf?  on  the  Motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
Question  of  Improvements  In  and  Additions  to 
the  Service  and  Equipment  of  the  BROOKLYN 
HEIGHTS  RAILROAD  COMPANY  In  respect  to 
the  Flatbush  Avenue  Line. 


ORDER  No.  847. 

March  17,  1008. 


Tt  U  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing?  be  had  on  the  27th  dav  of  March,  1008,  at 
2  :80  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  roomti  of  the  Commission,  at  No.   154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
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Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  recnla- 
tiona,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Bailroad  Com- 
pany in  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District  are  unjust, 
unreaaonaule,  Improper  or  inadequate,  and  whether  the  said  company  runs  cars 
enough  or  with  sufficient  frequency,  or  possesses  or  operates  motive  power  enough 
reasonably  to  accommodate  passenger  traffic  transported  by  It  or  offered  for  trans- 
portation to  it.  and  if  such  be  found  not  to  be  the  fact,  then  to  determine  whether 
ft  is  reasonably  necessary  to  accommodate  and  transport  the  said  traffic  trans- 
ported or  offered  for  transportation,  and  is  and  will  be  Just,  reasonable,  proper 
and  adequate  to  direct  that  the  service  of  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Bailroad  Com- 
pany on  its  Flatbush  line  be  increased  and  supplemented  at  the  points  and  tlmen 
and  in  the  particulars  following,  that  is  to  say: 

A. —  Westbound. 

Leaving  depot  at  Avenue  "N  *'  and  Forty-eighth  street  and  running  at  least  as 
far  west  as  City  Hall. 

1.  Between  6:00  and  6:30  A.  M.,  by  an  Increase  of  1  car,  or  by  an  increase 
from  5  to  6  cars. 

2.  Between  6:30  and  7:00  A.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  2  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  9  to  11  cars. 

8.  Between  7 :00  and  7  :30  A.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  2  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  10  to  12  cars. 

4.  Between  7:30  and  8:00  A.  M.,  by  an  Increase  of  5  cars,  or  by  an  Increase 
from  11  to  16  cars. 

5.  Between  8:00  and  8:30  A.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  6  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  11  to  17  cars. 

6.  Between  8 :30  and  9  HK)  A.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  3  cars/  or  by  an  increase 
from  9  to  12  cars. 

7.  Between  9  :00  and  9 :30  A.  M.,  by  an  Increase  of  4  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  8  to  12  cars. 

8.  Between  9:30  and  10:00  A.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  3  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  7  to  10  cars. 

9.  Between  10:00  and  10:30  A.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  2  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  8  to  10  cars. 

10.  Between  10 :30  and  11 :00  A.  M.  by  an  Increase  of  1  car,  or  by  an  increase 
from  8  to  9  cars. 

11.  Between  11 :00  and  11 :30  A.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  1  car,  or  by  an  Increase 
from  7  to  8  cars. 

12.  Between  12 :80  and  1 :00  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  2  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  8  to  10  cars. 

13.  Between  1 :00  and  1 :30  P.  M,  by  an  increase  of  2  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  7  to  9  cars. 

14.  Between  1 :30  and  2 :00  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  1  car,  or  by  an  increase 
from  8  to  9  cars. 

15.  Between  2  :00  and  2 :30  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  5  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  9  to  14  cars. 

16.  Between  7  :00  and  7  :30  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  2  cars,  or  by  an  Increase 
from  10  to  12  cars. 

17.  Between  7  :30  and  8 :00  P.  M.,  by  an  Increase  of  1  car,  or  by  an  increase 
from  7  to  8  cars. 

B. —  Bastbound. 

Leaving  City  Hall,  and  running  at  least  as  far  east  as  Vanderveer-  Park  (Flat- 
bush   and   Nostrand   avenues). 

18.  Between  2:15  and  2:45  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  2  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  6  to  8  cars. 

19.  Between  2  :45  and  3  :15  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  3  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  9  to  12  cars. 

20.  Between  8  :15  and  8  :45  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  1  car,  or  by  an  increase 
from  11  to  12  cars.  * 

21.  Between  3  :4r>  and  4  :15  P.  M.,  by  an  Increase  of  1  car,  or  by  an  increase 
from   12  to  13  cars. 

22.  Between  4  :lo  and  4  :45  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  3  cars,  or  by  an  Increase 
from  13  to  16  cars. 

23.  Between  4  :45  and  5 :15  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  3  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  15  to  18  cars. 

24.  Between  5  :15  and  5  :45  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  3  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  15  to  18  cars. 

25.  Between  5  :45  and  6  :15  P.  M.,  by  an  Increase  of  4  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  14  to  18  cars. 

26.  Between  6:15  and  6:45  P.  M.,  by  an  Increase  of  5  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  13  to  18  cars. 

27.  Between  6 :45  and  7  :00  P.  M.,  by  an  Increase  of  3  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  5  to  8  cars. 

28.  Between  10:15  and  10:45  P.  M.,  by  an  Increase  of  4  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  6  to  10  cars. 

29.  Between  10  :45  and  11 :45  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  2  cars,  or  by  an  Increase 
from  8  to  10  cars. 

And  if  any  such  changes,  improvements  or  additions  be  found  to  be  such  lU 
ought  to  be  made,  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a  reasonable 
time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 
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All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered,  That  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Ballroad  Company  be  given  at 
least  nine  days*  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it.  either  personally  or  by 
mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company  be 
afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  held  March  27th  and  April  9th. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued : 

OBDEB  No.  434. 
April  24,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  27th 
day  of  March,  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pur- 
suant to  an  order  of  this  Commission.  No.  347,  made  March  19,  1908,  and  returnable 
'on  the  27tb  dav  of  March,  1908,  and  that  the  said  order  was  dulv  served  upon  the 
Brooklyn  Heights  Bailroad  Company  and  that  the  said  service  was  by  it  duly 
acknowledged  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission 
on  the  matters  in  said  order  specified  on  March  27th,  1908,  and  by  adjournment 
duly  had  on  April  9,  1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett,  presiding,  Arthur  11. 
Dntton,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Bailroad  Company,  and  proof 
having  been  taken  at  both  of  said  sessions. 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  hearing  that  the 
regulations  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Bailroad  Company,  In  respect  to 
transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  XMstrlct  on  the  Flatbush  avenue  line  has 
been  and  Is  unreasonable,  improper  and  inadequate  and  that  the  said  Brooklyn 
Heights  Bailroad  Company  does  not  run  cars  enough  or  with  sufficient  frequency 
on  its  Flatbush  avenue  line  reasonably  to  accommodate  the  traflic  offered  for  trans- 
portation to  it  and  that  It  will  be  Just,  reasonable  and  proper  that  said  service 
of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Bailroad  Company  on  its  Flatbush  avenue  line  should  be 
supplemented  in  the  particulars  hereinafter  set  forth  at  the  points  and  at  the  times 
specified. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 
It  is 

Ordered,  That  the  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Bailroad  Company  on  Its 
Flatbush  avenue  line  be  changed,  increased  and  supplemented  at  the  points  and 
times  and  In  the  particulars  following,  tnat  is  to  say,  by  operating  dally  except 
Sundays  during  the  periods  mentioned,  cars  as  follows: 

A. —  WsaTBOUNI). 

'  N  "  and  Forty-eighth  street  and  running  at  least  as 


Leaving  depot  at  Avenue  * 
far  west  as  Borough  Hall. 

1.  Between     6 :00  and     6 

2.  Between     6 :30  and     7 

3.  Between     7 :00  and     7 

4.  Between     7 :30  and     8 

5.  Between     8 :00  and     8 

6.  Between     8:30  and     9 

7.  Between     9 :00  and     9 

8.  Between     9:30  and  10 

9.  Between  10:00  and  10 

10.  Between  10  :30  and  11 

11.  Between  11 :00  and  11 

12.  Between  12:30  and     1 

13.  Between     1 :00  and 


14.  Between 
IK.  Between 

16.  Between 

17.  Between 


1 :30  and 
2:00  and 
7:00  and 
7  :30  and 


30  A. 
:00  A. 
:30  A. 
:00  A. 
30  A. 
00  A. 
;30  A. 
:00  A. 
30  A. 
:00  A. 
30  A. 
00  P. 
30  p. 
00  p. 
30  p. 
30  p. 
00  P. 


not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 


than 
than 
than 
than 
than 
than 
than 
than 
than 
than 
than 
than 
than 
than 
than 
than 
than 


five  (5)  cars, 
seven  (7)  cars 
eleven  (11)  cars, 
fifteen  (15)  cars, 
fifteen  (15)  cara 
twelve  (12)  cars, 
ten  (10)  cars, 
eight  (8)  cars, 
seven  (7)  cars, 
eight  (8)  cars, 
eight  (8)  cars, 
ten  (10)  cars, 
ten  (10)  cars, 
ten  (10)  cars, 
ten  (10)  cars, 
ten  (10)  cars, 
six  (6)  cars. 


B. —  Eastbound. 


Leaving  Borough   Hall,  and  running  at 
(Flatbush  and  Nostrand  avenues). 

18.  Between     2:15  and     2:45  p.  m.,  not 

19.  Between     2:45  and     3:15  p.  m.,  not 

20.  Between     3  :15  and     3  :45  p.  M.,  not 

21.  Between     3  :45  and     4  :15  p.  m.,  not 

22.  Between     4  :15  and     4  :45  p.  m.,  not 
28.  Between     4  :45  and     5  :15  r.  m.,  not 

24.  Between     5 :15  and     5  :45  p.  m.,  not 

25.  Between     5:45  and     6:15  p.  m.,  not 

26.  Between     6:15  and     6:45  p.  m.,  not 

27.  Between     6  :45  and     7  :00  p.  m.,  not 

28.  Between  10:15  and  10:45  p.  m.,  not 

29.  Between  10:45  and  11:45  P.  m.,  not 


least  as   far  east   as   Vandcrveor   Park 


less  than 
less  than 
less  tban 
less  tban 
less  than 
loss  than 
less  than 
less  than 
less  than 
less  than 
less  than 
less  than 


ten  (10)  cars, 
eleven  (11)  cars, 
eleven  (11  >  cars, 
thirteen   (13)  cars, 
fourteen  (14)  cars, 
sixteen  (16)  cars, 
fifteen  (15)  cars, 
nineteen  (19)  cars, 
fifteen  (15)  cars, 
six  (6)  cars, 
five  (5)  cars. 
(10)  cars. 


ten 
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At  all  other  periods  of  the  day  and  on  Sundays  there  shall  be  operated  at  least 
the  number  of  cars  called  for  by  schedule  of  March  30,  1008,  as  supplemented  by 
Patch  No.  1,  filed  with  the  Public  Service  Commission. 

And  it  U  further  ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  eCFect  on  May  8,  1908,  and 
shall  continue  in  force  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  the  taking  effect 
of  the  same  but  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearings 
and  action  thereon  by  the  Commission  in  respect  of  anything  herein  prescribed 
or  in  respect  of  anything  covered  by  the  order  for  hearing  herein  prior  to  the 
expiration  of  said  period  of  two  years. 

Further  ordered.  That  before  May  4,  1908,  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Com- 
pany notlfv  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  B*irst  District  whether  the  terms 
order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


pany  no 
of  this 


Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  rehearing  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  FOR  REHEARING  No.  468. 
May  5,  1908. 

An  order  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  or  about  the  24th  day  of  April, 
1908,  No.  434.  under  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  hearing  made  March  19,  1908, 
No.  847,  and  thereafter  having  been  duly  served  upon  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad 
Company,  the  same  to  take  effect  on  May  8,  1908,  and  in  and  by  said  order  the 
said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  having  been  required  to  notify  this  Com- 
mission before  May  4,  1908.  whether  the  terms  of  said  order.  No.  434.  are  accepted 
and  will  be  obeyed,  and  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  having,  on 
May  1,  1908.  applied  to  this  Commission  for  a  rehearing  in  respect  to  some  ot  the 
matters  contained  in  said  Order  No.  434,  and  suflicient  reason  for  said  rehearing 
being  made  to  appear: 

Ordered,  That  the  said  request  for  a  rehearing  be  eranted  and  that  such  rehear- 
ing  upon  the  matters  contained  in  said  Order  No.  434,  entered  and  filed  on  April 
24,  ld08,  be  held  on  the  11th  day  of  May,  1908,  at  2  :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon, 
or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the 
Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New 
Tork,  to  determine  after  such  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of  the  facts, 
including  those  arising  since  the  making  of  Order  No.  434,  whether  the  original 
Order  No.  434  or  any  part  thereof  is  in  any  respect  unjust,  or  unwarranted,  and 
whether  the  said  Order  No.  434  should,  in  any  respects,  be  abrogated,  changed  or 
modified,  and  if  any  such  abrogation,  changes  or  modifications  are  found  to  be 
such  as  ought  to  be  made,  then  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  such  changes 
or  modifications  of  the  said  order  and  to  determine  the  time  of  taking  effect  of  the 
order  as  changed  and  modified. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  be  given  at 
least  five  days'  notice  of  such  rehearing  oy  service  upon  it,  either  personally  or  by 
mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  the  said  company 
shall  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining 
and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  time  of  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company 
within  which  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  said  Order  No.  434.  be  and  the  same 
hereby  is,  extended  until  such  time  as  the  Commission  shall  enter  an  order  upon 
the  rehearing  herein  provided  for. 

Hearing  held  May  11th. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued  : 

JJ'INAL  ORDER   No.    504.   AFTER  REHEARING. 
May  19,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  rehearing  of  Order  No.  434  had 
herein  on  the  11th  day  of  May,  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  rehearing  was 
heM  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission  dated  May  5,  1908,  No.  4.58, 
and  returnable  on  the  11th  day  of  May,  lOOS,  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly 
ser\'ed  upon  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  and  that  said  service  was  by 
it  duly  acknowledged  and  that  the  said  rehearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Com- 
mission on  the  matters  in  said  order  for  rehearing  specified  on  May  11,  190(8.  before 
Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett  presiding,  Arthur  N.  Dutton,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the 
Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  and  Arthur  DuBois,  Esq..  appearing  for  the 
('ommiftslon.  HUd  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  having  been  afforded 
reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining 
witnesses  and  proof  having  been  taken. 

Now.  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  rehearing  &nd  after  consideration  of  the 
facts,  including  those  facts  arising  since  the  making  of  the  order,  the  Commission 
being  of  opinion  that  the  original  Order  No.  434  should  be  changed  and  modified 
iQ  certain  particulars. 
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Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  connsel  to  the  Commission,  It  Is 
Ordered,  That  Order  No.  484  made  April  24,  1908,  and  directed*  to  the  Improve- 
ment in  and  additions  to  the  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  In 
respect   to   the    Flatbush    avenae   line  be    and    the   same   hereby   is   changed   and 
modified  to  read  as  follows: 

ORDER  No.  434. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  27th 
day  of  March,  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant 
to  an  order  of  this  Commission  No.  347,  made  March  19,  1908,  and  returnable  on 
the  27th  day  of  March,  1908,  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the 
Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  and  that  the  said  service  was  by  it  duly 
acknowledged  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on 
the  matters  in  said  order  specified  on  March  27,  1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had 
on  April  9,  1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett,  presiding,  Arthur  N.  Dutton, 
Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  and  proof  having  been 
taken  at  both  of  said  sessions, 

Now.  It  being  made  to  appear  that  the  proceedings  upon  said  hearing  that  the 
regalations  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  in  respect  to 
transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District  on  the  Flatbush  avenue  line  has 
been  and  is  unreasonable,  improper  and  Inadequate  and  that  the  said  Brooklyn 
Heights  Railroad  Company  does  not  run  cars  enough  or  with  suflldent  frequency 
on  its  Flatbush  avenue  line  reasonably  to  accommodate  the  traffic  offered  for  trans- 
portation to  it  and  that  it  will  be  Just,  reasonable  and  proper  that  said  service  of 
the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  on  Its  Flatbush  avenue  line  should  be 
supplemented  in  the  particulars  hereinafter  set  forth  at  the  points  and  at  the  times 
specified. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  on  its 
Flatbush  avenue  line  be  changed,  increased  and  supplemented  at  the  points  and 
times  and  in  the  particulars  following,  that  Is  to  say.  by  operating  dally  except 
Sundays  during  the  periods  mentioned,  cars  as  follows: 

A« —  WteTBOUND. 

Leaving  depot  at  Avenue  **  N  "  and  Forty-eighth  street  or  Vanderveer  Park  and 
running  at  least  as  far  west  as  Borough  Hall. 

1    Between     6:00  and     6:30  a.  m.,  not  less  than  five  (5)   cars. 

2.  Between     6:30  and     7:00  a.  m.,  not  less  than  seven   (7)   cars. 

3.  Between  7:00  and,  7:30  a.  m.,  not  less  than  eleven  (11)  cars. 
4  Between  7:30  and  8:00  a.  m.,  not  less  Than  Hfrcm  n.^J  oars. 
.'».  Between     8:00  and     8:30  a.  m.,  not  less  than  fifteen   (15)   cars. 

6.  Between  8:30  and    9:00  a.  m.,  not  less  than  twelve  (12)  cars. 

7.  Between  9:00  and     9:30  a.  m.,  not  less  than  ten   (10)   cars. 

8.  Between  9:30  and  10:00  a.  m.,  not  less  than  eight  (8)   cars. 
».  Between  10:00  and  10:30  A.  m.,  not  less  than  seven   (7)   cars. 

10.  Between  10  :.30  and  11:00  a.  m.,  not  less  tnun  eight  (8i   cars. 

11.  Botwoen  11:00  and  11:30  A.  M.,  not  less  than  eight   (8)   cars, 

12.  Between  12:30  and     1:00  p.  m.,  not  less  than  ten   (10)   cars. 

13.  Between     1:00  and     1:80  p.  M.,  not  less  than  ten   (10)  cars. 

14.  Botween     1:30  and     2  :CK)  p.  m.,  not  less  than  ten   (10)   cars. 
1.5.  Between     2:00  and     2:30  P.  M.,  not  less  than  ten   (10)   cars. 

16.  Botween     7  :00  and     7  :30  p.  m.,  not  less  than  ten   CIO)   cars. 

17.  B-^tween     7:80  and     8:00  p.  m.,  not  less  than  six   (6)   cars. 

B. —  Eastbound. 

leaving  Borough  Hall,  nnd   running  at   least   as  far  east   as   Vanderveer   Park 

<Flatbush   and  Nostrand  avenues)  : 

18    Between  2:ir»  and  2:45  p.  M..  not  less  than  ten   (10)   cars, 

m    Botwoen  2  :4r»  and  .3  :1.">  p.  m..  not  less  than  eleven   (11)   cars. 

•>o*  Betw.M»n  '^:^'>  and  ;J  :4.5  v.  m..  not  less  than  eleven   (11)   cars. 

21  BetwoPH  .S-4*»  and  4:iri  p.  m..  not  less  than  thirteen   (13)   cars. 

22  Between  4:15  and  4:45  p.  m.,  not  less  than  fourteen   (14)  cars. 
23*.  Between  4  :45  and  5  :15  p.  m..  not  less  than  sixteen   (16)   cars. 
'*4    Rptwoon  5  :15  nnd  5  :45  r.  M.,  not  less  than  fifteen   (16)   cars. 
'>5    Botwoen  5:45  80*1  rt:i5  r.  m.,  not  loss  than  nineteen   (19)  cars. 
26*.  Between  6:15  and  6:45  p.  m.,  not  less  than  fifteen   (15)  cars. 
•>7    i»..tvv«»on  ^'J^*  and  7  :(>(>  p.  m.,  not  loss  than  six  (6)   cars. 

28.  Botween  10:15  and  10:45  P.  M.,  not  less  than  five  (6)   cars. 
liO.  Botwoon  10:45  and  11:45  p.  m.,  not  less  than  ten   (10)   cars. 

At  all  other  periods  of  the  dav  oxcent  on  Sundays  there  shall  be  operated  at 
least  the  number  of  cars  called  for  by  schedule  of  March  30.  1908.  as  supplemented 
hy  Patch  No.   1.  filed  with  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District, 

And  it  U  further  ordemt.  That  this  order  ahall  take  effect  on  >rav  20.  1908.  and 
shall  continue  in  force  for  a  porlod  of  two  yoars  from  and  after  taknar  offoot  of  the 
same,  without  prejudice  for  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearings  and  action 
thereon  by  the  Commission  in  respect  of  anything  herein  prescribed  or  In  respoct  of 
anything  covered  by  the  ordor  for  hearing  horein  prior  to  the  expiration  of  said 
period  of  two  years,  and  it  Is 
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Further  ordered.  That  before  May  26,  1908.  the  said  Brooklyn  Heiehta  RAilroii^T 
Companv  notify  tile  Public  Servlce'^CommlsslonfSr  the  First  felstrl^^^^^^^ 
terms  of  thte  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed.  ^^^trici  wneuier  tne 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  rehearing  order  was  issued: 

REHBARING  ORDER  No.  564. 
June  9,  1908. 

..#^*J?^?&o^®-  f^^'  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  or  about  the  19th  day 
iL^Al*  ^S^&  """1*^?°^  pursuant  to  an  order  for  rehearing,  No.  458.^de  on  the 
6th  day  of  May,  1908.  resettling  the  terms  of  Final  Order  No.  434  made  and  filed 

it^^^^^  2?J^**^  ^"V  Ap4|1^S'.*^^  thereafter  said  Order  nS  504  hay iSJ 
been  duly  served  upon  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  the  same  to  take 
effect  on  the  26th  day  of  May.  1908;  and  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  RaI™oadCom^ 
S,^^?^'!*"*  ^Au^"?^  ®'  190d,  apDlied  in  writing  to  this  tommllsion  for  a  ftirth^r 
modification  of  the  terms  of  said  Order  No.  434,  and  to  that  end  requested  a  second 
'*^Sri5«w*°w^^«P«^'  *<*  ■<>™«  o'  ^^«  matters  contained  in  said  Ofdcr  No  434  as 
modified  by  the  terms  of  said  Order  No.  504.  and  sufficient  reason  for  said  rehearing 
being  made  to  appear,  ^cucurin*. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  request  for  a  rehearing  be  granted  and  that  such  rehearing 
upon  the  matters  contained  in  said  Order  No.  604,  entered  and  filed  on  April  24 
1908,  be  held  on  the  18th  day  of  June,  1908,  at  4  :00  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or 
at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the 
Commission,  No.  164  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New 
York,  to  determine  after  such  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of  the  facts, 
including  those  arising  since  the  making  of  Order  No.  604,  whether  the  original 
Order  No.  434,  as  modified  by  Order  No.  504,  should  in  any  respect  be  further 
abrogated,  changed  or  modified,  and  if  any  such  abrogation,  changes  or  modifica- 
tions are  found  to  be  such  as  ought  to  be  made,  then  to  determine  the  nature  and 
extent  of  such  changes  or  modifications  of  the  said  order  and  to  determine  the  time 
of  taking  effect  of  the  order  as  changed  and  modified. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premiscb  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  be  given  at 
least  six  (6)  days'  notice  of  such  rehearing  by  service  upon  It,  either  personally  ot 
by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  the  said  company 
shall  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining 
and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  time  of  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company 
within  which  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  said  Order  No.  504,  In  so  far  as  It 
relates  to  Saturday  afternoons,  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  extended  until  such  time 
as  the  Commission  shall  enter  an  order  upon  the  rehearing  herein  provided  for. 

Hearing  held  June  18th. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDER   No.   610,  AFTER   REHEARING. 
June  26,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  rehearing  of  Order  No.  604  had 
herein  on  June  18.  1908,  and  It  appearing  that  the  said  rehearing  was  held  by 
and  pursuant  to  an  ordor  of  this  Commission  No.  504,  dated  June  9,  1908,  and 
returnable  on  June  18,  1908,  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  on  the 
Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  and  that  said  service  was  by  It  duly  acknowl- 
edged, and  that  the  said  rehearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the 
matters  in  said  order  for  rehearing  soeclfled  on  June  18,  1908,  before  Mr.  Com- 
missioner Bassett,  presiding,  Arthur  N.  Dutton,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Brooklyn 
Heights  Railroad  Company,  and  Arthur  DuBoIs,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Commis- 
sion and  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  having  been  afforded  rea- 
sonable opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examlnlnir 
witnesses,  and  proof  having  been  taken, 

♦*i!f-^U-?^*.7  *^t  proceedings  upon  said  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of  the 
ffccts  including  those  facts  arising  since  the  making  of  the  order,  the  Commission 
beinf  of  opinion  that  Order  No.  504  should  be  changed  and  midifled  in  cerSiS 
particulars.  ^*whm 

it  'Jg^®'®'^^®'   ^^  motion  of  George  S.   Coleman,  Esq..   Counsel  to   the  Commission, 

Ordered,  That  Order  No.  504  made  May  19.  1908,  be  and  the  same  hereby  Ir 
changed  and  modified  to  read  as  follows  :  ,   iw  aua  ine  same  nercoy   is 
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FINAL  ORDER  No.   504. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  27th 
^ay  of  March,  1008,  and  It  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant 
to  an  order  of  this  Commission  No.  347  made  March  19,  1008,  and  returnable  on 
the  27th  day  of  March,  1008,  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the 
Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  and  that  the  said  service  was  by  it  duly 
acknowledged  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission 
on  the  matters  in  said  order  specified  on  March  27,  1008,  and  by  adjournment 
•duly  had  on  April  0,  1008,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett,  presiding,  Arthur  N. 
Dutton,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  and  proof 
having  been  taken  at  both  of  said  sessions. 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  hearing  that  the 
regulations  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  In  respect  to 
transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District  on  the  Flatbush  avenue  line  has 
been  and  Is  unreasonable,  improper  and  inadequate  and  that  the  said  Brooklyn 
Heights  Railroad  Company  does  not  run  cars  enough  or  with  sufficient  frequency 
on  Its  Flatbush  avenue  line  reasonably  to  accommodate  the  traffic  offered  for  trans- 
portation to  it  and  that  it  will  be  just,  reasonable  and  proper  that  said  service 
of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  on  its  Flatbush  avenue  line  should  be 
supplemented  in  the  particulars  hereinafter  set  forth  at  the  points  and  at  the  times 
apecifled. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 
it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  on  its 
flatbush  avenue  line  be  changed,  Increased  and  supplemented  at  the  points  and 
times  and  In  the  particulars  following,  that  is  to  say,  by  operating  during  the 
periods  mentioned,  cars  as  follows: 


Westbound. 
A. —  Daily  except  Saturday  and  Sunday. 


leaving  Vanderveer  and  running 

1.  Between     6  :00  and    6 :80  a. 

2.  Between     6:30  and     7  :00  ▲. 

3.  Between     7:00  and    7:80  a. 

4.  Between     7:30  and    8:00  a. 

5.  Between     8:00  and     8:30  a. 

6.  Between     8:80  and    0:00  a. 

7.  Between     0  :00  and     9  :30  a. 

8.  Between    0:80  and  10:00  a. 

9.  Between  10:00  and  10:30  a. 

10.  Between  10 :30  and  11 :00  a. 

11.  Between  11 :00  and  11 :30  a. 

12.  Between  12  :30  and     1 :00  P. 

13.  Between     1 :00  and     1 :30  p. 

14.  Between     1 :30  and     2 :00  p. 

15.  Between     2  :00  and     2  :30  p. 

16.  Between     7:00  and     7:80  p. 

17.  Between    7:30  and     8:00  p. 


at  least  as  far  west  as  Borough  Hall, 
than  five  (5)  cars, 
than  seven  (7)  cars, 
than  eleven  (11)  cars, 
than  fifteen  (15)  cars, 
than  fifteen  (15)  cars, 
than  twelve  (12)  cars, 
than  ten  (10)  cars, 
than  eight  (8)  cars, 
than  seven  (7)  cars, 
than  eight  (8)   cars, 
than  eight  (8)  cars. 


M.. 
M., 

M., 
M., 
M., 
M., 
M., 
M., 
M., 
M., 
M., 
M., 
M., 
M., 
M., 
M., 
M., 


not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 
not  less 


than  ten 
than  ten 


(10) 
(10) 


cars, 
cars. 


than  ten  (10)  cars, 
than  ten  (10)  cars, 
than  ten  (10)  cars, 
than  six   (6)   cars. 


Eastbound. 
B. —  Daily  except  Saturday  and  Sunday. 


Leaving  Borough   Hall,  and   running  at 
< Flatbush  and  Nostrand  avenues). 


18. 

Between 

2  :15  and 

2  :45  P. 

H., 

not  less  than 

19. 

Between 

2:45  and 

3:15  P. 

M.. 

not  less  than 

20. 

Between 

3:15  and 

3:45  P. 

M., 

not  less  than 

21. 

Between 

3 :45  and 

4  :15  P. 

M., 

not  less  than 

22. 

Between 

4  :15  and 

4  :45  P. 

M., 

1  not  less  than 

28. 

Between 

4 :45  and 

5:15  P. 

M., 

,  not  less  than 

24. 

Between 

5:15  and 

5  :45  P. 

M., 

not  less  than 

26. 

Between 

5:45  and 

6:15  P. 

M., 

not  less  than 

26. 

Between 

6:15  and 

6:45  P. 

M., 

,  not  less  than 

27. 

Between 

6:45  and 

7:00  P. 

M., 

not  less  than 

28. 

Between 

10  :15  and 

10:45  p. 

U., 

not  less  than 

29. 

Between 

10:45  and 

11 :45  P. 

M., 

not  less  than 

least  as  far   east   as   Vanderveer   Park 


ten  (10)  cars, 
eleven  (11)  cars, 
eleven  (11)  cars, 
thirteen  (13)   cars, 
fourteen   (14)  cars, 
sixteen  (16)  cars, 
fifteen  (15)  cars, 
nineteen  (19)  cars, 
fifteen  (15)  cars, 
six  (6)  cars, 
five  (5)   cars, 
ten   (10)   cars. 
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C. —  By  operating  on  Saturdays  during  tlie  months  of  June,  July,   August  and 
September  cars  as  follows : 

A. —  Main  Line. 
Vanderveer  Park  to  Park  Row   or  Borough   Hall  and   return. 


From 

4:67 

to 

6:12 

A. 

M., 

on 

15 

min.  headway. 

From 

6:12 

to 

6:30 

A. 

M., 

on 

6 

**           ** 

From 

6:30 

to 

6:40 

A. 

M., 

on 

6 

««           «i 

From 

6:44 

to 

6:54 

A. 

M., 

on 

3^ 

«<           <« 

From 

6:64 

to 

7:00 

A. 

M., 

on 

3 

«<           it 

From 

7:00 

to 

7:30 

A. 

M.. 

on 

Xi 

*•           *• 

From 

7:30 

to 

7:52 

A. 

M., 

on 

«                         M 

From 

7:52 

to 

8:42 

A. 

M., 

on 

2 

**                         *' 

From 

8:42 

to 

9:30 

A. 

M., 

on 

2% 

««                         II 

From 

9:30 

to 

10:00 

A. 

M., 

on 

3 

(1                         II 

From 

10:00 

to 

11:28 

A. 

M., 

on 

4 

«l                         «« 

From 

11:28 

to 

12:32 

P. 

M., 

on 

2 

II                         II 

From 

12:32 

to 

6:00 

P. 

M., 

on 

2% 

••                          '* 

From 

6:00 

to 

7:34 

P. 

M., 

on 

3  v. 

*•                          " 

From 

7:34 

to 

7:50 

r. 

M., 

on 

4 

l«                              >4 

Prom 

7:50 

to 

9:00 

p. 

M., 

on 

5 

II                              II 

From 

9:00 

to 

11:00 

p. 

M., 

on 

6 

l«                              II 

From 

11:00 

to 

12.00 

p. 

M., 

on 

7% 

<•                              II 

From 

12:00 

to 

12:46 

A. 

M., 

on 

15 

11                              il 

From 

12:46 

to 

2:05 

A. 

M., 

on 

20 

•  I                              11 

From 

2:05 

to 

2:33 

A. 

M., 

on 

28 

II                              II 

From 

2:33 

to 

4:33 

A. 

M., 

on 

30 

"                              II 

At  all  other  periods  of  the  day  except  on  Sundays  nnd  on  all  Ratnrda.w  except 
in  the  months  of  June,  July.  Aug:ust  and  S4>ptemb«»r,  there  shall  be  oi)orated  at 
least  the  number  of  cars  called  for  bv  schedule  of  March  30.  1908,  as  supple- 
mented by  Patch  No.  1,  filed  with  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District. 

Afi<i  it  i%  iwriher  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  July  6,  1908,  and 
shall  continue  in  force  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  taking;  effect  of 
the  same,  without  prejudice  for  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearings  and 
action  thereon  bv  the  Commission  in  respect  of  anything  herein  prescribed  or  in 
respect  of  anything  covered  by  the  order  for  hearing  herein,  prior  to  the  expira- 
tion of  said  period  of  (wo  years,  and  It  Is 

Further  ordered.  That  before  July.  3.  1908,  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad 
Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  JCMstrlct  whether  the 
terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  rehearing  order  was  issued : 

REHEARING  ORDER  No.  662. 
August   7,    1908. 

An  order.  No.  610,  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  or  about  the  26th  day 
of  June,  1908,  on  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  rehearing  No.  564  made  on  the 
9th  day  of  June.  1908,  resettling  the  terras  of  Final  Order  No.  504  made  and  filed 
herein  on  the  19th  dav  of  May,  1908,  said  Order  No.  504  having  been  a  resettle- 
ment of  the  terms  of  'Final  Order  No.  434  made  and  filed  herein  on  the  24th  day 
of  April,  1908,  pursuant  to  order  for  rehearing  No.  458  made  May  5.  1908.  and 
thereafter  said  Order  No.  610  having  been  served  upon  the  Brooklyn  Heights 
Railroad  Company  the  same  to  take  effect  on  July  6,  1908,  and  the  said  Brooklyn 
Heights  Railroad  Company  having  on  July  28,  1908,  applied  In  writing  to  this 
Commission  for  a  further  modiflcntion  of  the  terms  of  said  Order  No.  43^.  and 
to  that  end,  requested  a  further  hearing  in  regard  to  some  of  the  matters  con- 
tained in  said  Ord^r  No.  434.  as  modified  by  the  terms  of  said  Order  No.  504,  and 
said  Order  No.  610;  and  sufl9cient  reason  for  said  rehearing  being  made  to  appear^ 

Ordered,  That  the  said  request  for  a  rehearing  b*^  granted,  and  that  such  re- 
hearing upon  the  matters  contained  in  said  Order  No.  504,  entered  and  filed  on 
April  24,  1908,  and  said  Order  No.  610,  entered  and  filed  on  June  26,  1908,  be 
held  on  the  13th  day  of  August.  1908.  at  3  :00  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  or  at  any 
time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission. 
No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to 
determine  after  such  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of  the  facts,  including  those 
arising  since  the  making  of  Orders  Nos.  504  and  610,  whether  the  original  Order 
No.  434,  as  modified  by  Orders  Nos.  504  and  610,  should  in  any  respect  be  further 
abrogated,  changed,  or  modified,  and  if  any  such  abrogation,  changes,  or  modifica- 
tions are  found  to  be  such  as  ought  to  be  made,  then  to  determine  the  nature  and 
extent  of  such  changes  or  modifications  of  the  said  order,  and  to  determine  the 
time  of  taking  effect  of  the  order  as  changed  or  modified. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and   reasonable. 

Further  Ordered,  That  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  be  given  at 
least  five   (5)   days*  notice  of  such   rehearing  by  service  upon  It,  either  personally 
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or  by  mall,  of  a  certlfled  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  com- 
pany shall  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  ex- 
amining and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  held  August  13th. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDEUa  No.  684. 
August  21,   1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  rehearing  of  Order  No.  610  had 
herein  on  August  13,  1908,  and  It  appearing  that  said  rehearing  was  held  by  and 
pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission.  No.  662,  dated  August  7,  1908,  and  re- 
turnable on  August  13,  1908,  and  that  said  order  was  duly  served  on  the  Brooklyn 
Heights  Railroad  Company,  and  that  said  service  was  by  It  duly  acknowledged, 
and  that  the  said  rehearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters 
In  said  order  for  rehearing  specified  on  August  13,  1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner 
McCarroll,  presiding,  Arthur  N.  Dutton,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Brooklyn  Heights 
Railroad  Company,  and  Arthur  Du  Bols,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and 
the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  having  been  afforded  reasonable  op- 
portunity for  presenting  evidence  and  cross-examining  witnesses,  and  proof  having 
been  taken ; 

Now,  after  the  proceedings  upon  the  said  lehearlng,  and  after  consideration  of 
the  facts  including  those  facts  arlslne  since  the  making  of  the  order,  the  Com- 
mission being  of  opinion  that  Order  No.  610,  made  June  26,  1908,  should  be 
changed  and  modified  In  certain  particulars. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq..  counsel  to  the  Commission,  It  Is 

Ordered,  That  Order  No.  610,  made  August  7,  1908,  be  and  the  same  hereby  Is 
changed  and  modified  to  read  as  follows : 

FINAL  ORDER   No.   610. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  27th 
day  of  March  1908.  and  It  appearin&r  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant 
to  an  order  of  this  Commission,  No.  347,  made  March  19,  1908,  and  returnablo 
on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1008,  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon 
the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  and  that  the  said  service  was  by  It  duly 
acknowledged  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission 
on  the  matters  in  said  order  specified  on  March  27.  1908,  and  by  adjournment 
duly  had  on  April  9.  1908.  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett,  presiding,  Arthur  N. 
Dutton,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  and  proof 
having  been  taken  at  both  of  said  sessions. 

Now.  It  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  hearing  that  tho 
regulations  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  in  respect  to 
transportation  of  persons  In  the  First  District  on  the  Flatbush  avenue  lino  has 
been  and  Is  unreasonable,  improper  and  inadequate  and  that  the  said  Brooklyn 
Heights  Railroad  Company  does  not  run  cars  enough  or  with  suflScient  frequency 
on  Its  Flatbush  avenue  line  reasonably  to  accommodate  the  traffic  offered  for 
transportation  to  it  and  that  It  will  be  Just,  reasonable  and  proper  that  said 
service  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  on  its  Fatbush  avenue  line 
should  be  supplemented  In  the  particulars  hereinafter  set  forth  at  the  points  and 
at  the  times  specified. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Bsq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  is? 

Ordered,  That  the  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Iielghts  Railroad  Company  on  Its 
Flatbush  avenue  line  be  changed,  increased  and  supplemented  at  the  points  and 
times  and  in  the  particulars  following,  that  Is  to  say,  by  operating  during  the 
periods  mentioned,  cars  as  follows : 

Wkstbound. 

A.  Dally  except  Saturday  and  Sunday. 

Leaving  Vanderveer  Tark  and  running  at  least  as  far  west  as  Borough  Ilall. 

1.  Between     6:00  and     6:30  a.m.  not  less  than  five   (5)   cars. 

2.  Between     6:30  and     7:00  ▲.  m.  not  less  than  seven   (7)   cars. 
8.  Between     7:00  and     7:30  a.m.  not  less  than  eleven   (11)  cars, 
4.  Between     7:30  and     8:00  a.m.  not  loss  than  fifteen   (15)   cars. 
6.  Between     8:00  and     8:30  a.  m.  not  less  than  fifteen   (IR)   cars. 

6.  Between  8:30  and  9:00  a.  m.  not  less  than  twelve   (12)   cars. 

7.  Between  9:00  and  9:30  a.m.  not  less  than  ten   (10)   cars. 

8.  Between  9:30  and  10:00  a.  m.  not  less  than  eight  (8)   cars. 

9.  Between  10:00  and  10:30  a.m.  not  loss  than  seven   (7)   cars. 

10.  Between  10:30  and  11:00  a.  m.  not  less  than  eight  (8)   cars. 

11.  Between  ii  :00  and  11  :.30  a.  m.  not  less  than  eight   (8)   cars. 

12.  Between  12:30  and     1:00  p.m.  not  loss  than  ten   (10)  cars. 
18.  Between     1 :00  and     1 :30  p.  m.  not  less  than  ten   (10)  cars. 

14.  Between  1 :30  and  2  :00  p.  m.  not  less  than  ten   (10)  cars. 

15.  Between  2:00  and  2  :.^0  p.m.  not  less  than  ten   (10)   cars. 

16.  Between  7:00  and  7:30  p.m.  not  less  than  ten   (10)  cars. 

17.  Between  7  :30  and  8  :00  p.  m.  not  less  than  six   (6)  cars. 
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Eastbodnd. 
B.  Dally  except  Saturday  and  Sunday. 


Leaying  Borough  Hall,  and  running  at  least  aa  far  east  as  Vanderveer  Park 
(Flatbush  and  Nostrand  avenues). 

18.  Between    2  :15  and    2 :45  p.  m.  not  less  than  ten  (10)  cars. 

19.  Between    2 :45  and     8 :15  p.  m.  not  less  than  eleven  (11)  cars. 

20.  Between    8:15  and    3:45  p.m.  not  less  than  eleven  (11)  ears. 

21.  Between     3:45  and     4:15  p.m.  not  less  than  thirteen  (18)  cars. 

22.  Between     4  :15  and    4  :45  p.  m.  not  less  than  fourteen  (14)  cars. 

23.  Between    4  :45  and     5 :15  P.  M.  not  less  than  sixteen  (16)  cars. 

24.  Between     6  :15  and     5  :45  P.  m.  not  less  than  twelve  (12)  cars. 

25.  Between     5  :45  and    6  :15  P.  M.  not  less  than  sixteen   (16)  cars. 

26.  Between     6 :15  and     6 :45  P.  m.  not  less  than  fifteen   (15)  cars. 

27.  Between     6  :45  and     7 :00  p.  m.  not  less  than  six  (6)  cars. 

28.  Between  10:16  and  10:45  p.m.  not  less  than  five  (6)  cars. 

29.  Between  10:45  and  11:45  p.m.  not  less  than  ten  (10)  cars. 

BB.  By  operating  In  addition  to  cars  above  stated,  from  Atlantic  avenue  loop, 
eastbonnd,  dally  except  Saturday  and  Sunday,  between  the  hours  of  5:30  and 
6:30  P.  M.,  not  less  than  six  (6)  cars  to  run  at  least  as  far  east  as  Vanderveer 
Park. 


C.  By   operating  on    Saturdays   during  the   months  of  June,   July, 
September  cars  as  follows : 


August  and 


(a)  Main  line- 

—  Vanderveer  Park  to  Park  Bow  and  Borough 

Prom 

4  :57  to 

6:12  A.  M 

.  on 

15 

min 

.  headway. 

From 

5  :12  to 

6  :30  A.  M. 

on 

6 

mln. 

headway. 

From 

6:30  to 

6  :40  A.  M. 

on 

5 

min. 

headway. 

From 

6:44  to 

6 :64  A.  M 

.  on 

3% 

mln. 

headway. 

From 

6:64  to 

7  :00  A.  M. 

on 

3 

min. 

headway. 

From 

7:00  to 

7  :30  A.  M. 

on 

2% 

min. 

headway. 

From 

7:30  to 

7  :62  A.  M. 

on 

1% 

min. 

headway. 

From 

7  :52  to 

8  .42  A.  M. 

on 

2 

min. 

headway. 

Prom 

8:42  to 

9  :30  A.  M. 

on 

2% 

min. 

headway. 

Prom 

0  :30  to 

10:00.A.  M. 

on 

3 

min. 

headway. 

From 

10  :00  to 

11 :28  A.  M 

.  on 

4 

mln 

.  headway. 

From 

11 :28  to 

12  :32  P.  M. 

on 

2 

min. 

headway. 

From 

12:32  to 

6  :00  p.  M. 

on 

2% 

min. 

headway. 

From 

6:00  to 

7  :34  p.  M. 

on 

3V^ 

min. 

headway. 

From 

7:34  to 

7  :50  p.  M. 

on 

4 

min. 

headway. 

From 

7:60  to 

9  :00  P.  M. 

on 

6 

min. 

headway. 

From 

9  :00  to 

11  :00  P.  M. 

on 

6 

min. 

headway. 

From 

11 :00  to 

12  :00  P.  M. 

on 

7% 

mln. 

headway. 

B*rom 

12  :00  to 

12  :46  P.  M. 

on 

15 

headway. 

From 

12:45  to 

2  :05  A,  M. 

on 

20 

min. 

headway. 

From 

2:05  to 

2  :33  A.  M. 

on 

28 

min. 

headway. 

From 

2  :33  to 

4  :33  A.  M 

.  on 

30 

min. 

headway. 

Hall  and  return. 


At  all  other  periods  of  the  day,  except  on  Sundays  and  on  all  Saturdays  except  in 
the  months  of  June,  July,  August  and  September,  there  shall  be  operated  at  leaat 
the  number  of  cars  called  for  by  schedule  of  March  80,  1908,  as  supplemented  by 
Patch  No.  1,  filed  with  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District 

And  it  i8  further  Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  August  21,  1908, 
and  shall  continue  in  force  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  taking  effect 
of  the  same,  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearings  and 
action  thereon  by  the  Commission  in  respect  of  anything  herein  prescribed  or  In 
respect  of  anything  covered  by  the  order  for  hearing  herein,  prior  to  the  expiration 
of  said  period  of  two  years,  and  it  is 

Further  Ordered,  That  before  August  28,  1908,  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Rail- 
road Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  whether 
the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 
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Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company. —  Service  on  the  Williamfl- 
hurg  Bridge  —  Bridge  local  cars. 

Hearing  Order  No.  635. 
Final  Order  No.  706. 
Extension  Order  No.  716. 
Behearing  Order  No.  719. 
Final  Order  No.  723. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the  qaes- 
tlon   of   Improyements    In    and    additions   to    the 
service  of  the  BROOKLYN  HEIGHTS  RAILROAD 


"  Service  on  the  Willlamsborg  Bridge - 


-  Bridge  Local 


^HEARING  ORDER  No.  635. 
July  14,  1908. 


/«  ij  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  2l8t  day  of  July.  1908,  at 

J  10  o  clock  In  the  forenoon  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  ad- 
onmed,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  1.^4  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Man- 
lattan,  city  of  New  York,  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  whether  the  regulations, 
practices  and  services  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  In  respect  to  the 
tranpportatlon  of  persons  In  the  First  District  upon  Bridge  Local  cars  of  the  Wil- 
liamsburg Bridge  are  unreasonable,  improper  or  inadequate,  and  whether  the  said 
Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  run  cars  enough  or  with  sufficient  frequency 
or  upon  a  reasonable  time  schedule  reasonably  to  accommodate  passenger  traffic 
transported  by  it  or  offered  for  transportation  to  it,  and  If  such  be  found  to  be 
the  fact  then  to  determine  whether  It  Is  reasonably  necessary  to  accommodate  and 
transport  the  said  traffic  transported  or  ofTered  for  transportation,  and  is  and  will 
be  Just,  reasonable,  proper  and  adequate  to  direct  that  the  service  of  the  said 
Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  be  increased,  supplemented  and  changed  in  the 
following  manner,  that  is  to  say : 

1.  By  operating  daily,  including  Sundays,  over  every  part  of  Its  Bridge  Local 
service  a  sufficient  number  of  cars  past  any  point  of  observation  to  provide  during 
every  thirty-minute  period  of  the  day  or  night  a  number  of  seats  at  least  equal  to 
the  number  of  passengers  at  that  point,  the  number  of  cars  to  be,  however,  not 
less  than  six  per  hour  in  each  direction,  except  that  between  1  a.  h.  and  5.30  a.  m. 
the  number  of  cars  per  hour  shall  never  be  lens  than  two  in  each  direction;  or 

2.  By  operating  a  minimum  number  of  thirty  cars  during  each  thirty-minute 
period  in  which  tne  provisions  of  subdivision  (1)  above  are  not  compled  with. 

8.  By  making  such  other  and  further  changes  In  the  schedule  and  manner  of 
operating  cars  on  the  Bridge  Local  line  on  the  Williamsburg  Bridge  as  may  be 
just  and  reasonable. 

And  If  any  such  changes.  Improvements  or  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as  ought 
to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a  reasonable  time 
within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  prem- 
ises as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  be  given 
at  least  five  days*  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  It.  either  personally  or 
by  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company 
be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  held  July  2l8t  and  24t}i. 


The  following  final  order  was  issued : 

FINAL  ORDER  No.  706. 
August  28, 1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  2l8t  day 
of  Jnly.  1908.  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to 
an  order  of  this  Commission,  No.  635.  made  July  14,  1908,  and  returnable  on  Jnly 


.                                                   3  Ju. 
21,  1908,  and  that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad 
"at  i    *"  '  '        •   -     -         

fled^  on"  July  21,   1008,  and,  by  adjournment  duly  had.  on  July  24.  1908,  at  both 


Company,  and  that  said  service  was  by  it  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  said 
hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission, on  the  matters  in  said  order  specl- 


of  which  sessions  Mr.  Commissioner  McCarroll  presided;  Arthur  DuBols,  Esq.,  ap- 
pearing for  the  Commission,  and  Arthur  N.  Dutton,  Esq.,  Superintendent  of  Trans- 
portation, appearing  for  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company, 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear  after  proceedings  after  said  hearing,  that  the  regu- 
lations and  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  in  respect  to  the 
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transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District  have  been,  and  are.  in  certain  re- 
spects, unreasonable,  improper  and  inadequate  in  that  the  said  railroad  company 
does  not  run  cars  enough  or  with  sufficient  frequency,  or  on  a  reasonable  time 
schedule,  reasonably  to  accommodate  the  passenger  traffic  transported  by  or  offered 
for  transportation  to  It  upon  the  Williamsburg  Bridge;  and  It  appearing  that  the 
changes  and  improvements  In  the  regulations  and  service  of  the  said  company,  duly 
set  forth  herelnbelow,  are  such  as  are  just,  reasonable,  adequate  and  proper  and 
ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  order  to  promote  the  convenience  of  the  public; 

Now,  therefore,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  Is 

Ordered,  That  the  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  on  the 
Williamsburg  Bridge,  as  affecting  the  Bridge  Local  cars,  be  supplemented  and 
changed  in  the  following  manner,  that  is  to  say : 

1.  By  operating  dally,  including  Sundays,  over  anv  part  of  its  Bridge  Local 
service  a  sufficient  number  of  cars  past  any  point  of  observation  to  provide  during 
every  thirty-minute  period  of  the  day  or  night  a  number  of  seats  at  least  equal 
to  the  number  of  passengers  at  that  point,  the  number  of  cars  to  be.  however,  not 
less  than  six  per  hour  in  each  direction,  except  that  between  1  and  5  :30  ▲.  u.  the 
number  of  cars  per  hour  shall  be  never  less  than  two  In  each  direction  ;  or 

2.  By  operating  a  minimum  number  of  twenty-four  (24)  cars  during  each  thirty- 
minute  period  in  which  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (1)  above  are  not  complied 
with.     And  it  is  further 

Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  September  8,  1908,  and  shall  con- 
tlnue  in  force  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  taking  effect  of  the  same, 
but  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearing  and  action 
thereon  by  the  Commission,  in  respect  of  anything  herein  prescribed  or  in  respect 
of  anvthing  covered  by  the  order  for  hearing  herein,  prior  to  the  expiration  of  said 
period  of  two  years.     And  it  is  further 

Ordered,  That  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  First  District  within  five  days  after  service  upon  It  of  a  cer- 
tJflprt  copy  of  this  order  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be 
olMiyid. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  extension  order  was  issued: 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  715. 
September  8,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  706.  bavins:  been  made  herein  on  the  28th  day  of  August,  1908, 
ordering  and  directing  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  to  supplement  and 
change  the  Bridge  Local  service  on  Williamsburg  Bridge  in  certain  particulars,  said 
order  to  take  effect  September  8,  1908,  and  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad 
Company  having,  on  September  5,  1908,  applied  in  writing  to  this  Commission  for 
an  extension  of  such  time. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company 
Rhall  comply  with  the  forms  of  Order  No.  706  be.  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended 
to  and  including  the  18th  day  of  September,  1908. 

t^pon  application  of  the  company  the  following  rehearing  order  was  issued: 

REHEARING  ORDER  No.  719. 
September  11, 1908. 

An  order,  No.  706,  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  the  28th  day  of  August, 
1908.  under  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  a  hearing.  No.  635,  made  July  14,  1908, 
and  thereafter  having  been  duly  served  upon  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Com- 
pany, the  same  to  take  effect  on  September  8.  1908,  and  in  and  by  said  order  the 
said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  having  been  required  to  notify  this  Com- 
mission on  or  before  September  2,  1908,  whether  the  terms  of  said  Order  No.  706 
are  accepted  and  will  be  oboyed,  and  the  snld  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company 
having,  on  September  5,  1908,  applied  in  writing  to  this  Commission  for  a  rehearing 
In  respect  to  the  matters  contained  In  said  Order  No.  706,  and  sufficient  reason 
for  said  rehearing  having  been  made  to  appear,  It  Is 

Ordered,  That  said  request  for  rehearing  be  granted,  and  that  the  said  rehearing 
upon  the  matters  contained  in  said  Order  No.  706.  entered  and  filed  on  August  28, 
1908,  be  held  on  the  17th  day  of  September,  1908,  at  2  :30  o'clock  in  the  after- 
noon, or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms 
of  the  Commission,  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  state  of 
New  York,  to  determine  after  such  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of  the  facts, 
including  those  arising  after  the  making  of  the  Order  No.  706,  whether  the  original 
Order  No.  706,  or  any  part  thereof,  Is  in  any  respect  unjust  or  unwise,  and  whether 
the  said  Order  No.  706  should  be  abrogated,  changed  or  modified. 

And  If  any  such  abrogation,  changes  or  modifications  are  found  to  bo  such  as 
ought  to  be  made,  then  to  determlnp  the  nature  and  extent  of  changes  or  modifi- 
cations of  the  snld  order,  and  to  determine  the  time  of  taking  effect  of  the  order 
as  changed  or  modi  Hod. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  prem- 
ises as  shall  be  just  and  roasonablo. 

Further  onlcrctt.  That  the  said  Brooklyn  Hoijrhts  Railroad  Company  be  given  at 
least  five  (5)  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it  either  personally 
or    by    mail,    of   a   certified    copy    of   this   order,    and    that   at  such    rehearing  said 
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company  shall  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and 
examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  time  of  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company 
within  which  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  said  Order  No.  706  be.  and  the  same 
hereby  is,  extended  until  such  time  as  the  Commission  shall  enter  an  order  npon 
the  rehearing  herein  provided  for. 

Hearings  held  September  17th. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.  723. 
September  18,  1008. 

An  order.  No.  706,  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  the  28th  day  of  August, 
1908,  under  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  a  hearing  No.  635  made  on  the  14th 
day  of  July,  1908,  and  said  order  having  thereafter  been  duly  served  upon  the 
Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  and  said  company  having  applied  In  writing 
to  this  Commission  for  a  rehearing  upon  said  order  and  for  a  modification  of  Its 
terms,  and  an  Order  No.  719  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  the  11th  day 
of  September,  1908,  directing  a  rehearing  on  the  matters  contained  In  said  Order 
No.  706,  and  said  rehearing  having  duly  come  on  before  the  Commission  on  the 
17th  day  of  September,  1908,  Mr.  Commissioner  McCarroU  presiding,  Qrosvenor  H. 
Backus,  Esq.,  assistant  counsel  for  the  Commission,  attending,  and  Mr.  Arthur  N. 
Dutton,  Superintendent  of  Transportation  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Com- 
pany, appearing  for  the  company,  and  testimony  having  been  taken,  and  the  Com- 
mission being  of  the  opinion  after  such  rehearing  and  after  a  consideration  of 
the  facts,  including  those  arising  since  the  making  of  said  Order  No.  706,  that 
no  part  of  said  order  Is  In  any  respect  unjust  or  unwarranted,  and  that  there  is 
no  reason  to  abrogate,  changie  or  modify  said  order: 

Now,  therefore,  on  motion  duly  made  and  seconded.  It  is 

Ordered,  That  the  application  of  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  for 
a  modification  of  said  Order  No.  706  be  and  the  said  application  Is  hereby  denied ; 
and  It  Is  further 

Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  Immediately,  and  that  a  copy  of  the 
same  be  served  on   the  Brooklyn   Heights  Railroad  Company. 


Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company. —  Insufficient  trolley  car 
service  furnished  to  lower  Fulton  and  Washington  street  sec- 
tions. 
Complaint    of    H.    G.    Andebson    and  C.  Wm.  Stenzel 
against 
Bbooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  7^5   (see  form,  note  1)   issued  October  6th. 
The  company  answered  stating  that  various  measures  of  relief  were  under 
advisement,  and  on  November  10th  installed  a  new  line  of  service. 
No  further  communication  was  received  from  the  complainants. 


Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad.  Company;  New  York  City  Rail- 
way Company. —  Insufficient  service  over  the  Williamsburg 
Bridge  between  the  hours  of  11  P.  ^f.  and  3  A.  M. 


Complaint  Order  No.  446. 
Discontinuance  Order  No.  i)'M). 


Complaint  op  Aaron   Rabinowitz 

against 

Brookltn  Heights  Kailboao  Company,  New 
YOBK  City  Railway  Company  or  its 
receivers. 

Complnint  Order  No.  446   (see  form,  note- 1 )   i:«45ued  May  Ut. 
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The  matters  complained  of  were  satisfied  and  the  oomplainant  so  notified 
the  commission  on  May  23d. 
The  following  discontinuance  order  was  issued: 


AARON  RABINOWITZ, 
against 


Oomplainant, 


BROOKLYN  HEIGHTS  RAILROAD  COMPANY, 
NEW  YORK  CITY  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  or  Its 
Receivers, 

Defendants. 

"  Insufficient  serrice  over  the  WllUamsbure  Bridge 
between  the  hours  of  11  p.  M.  and  8  a.  m.*^ 


DISCONTINUANCE   ORDER 
No.  530. 

May  26.   190S. 


An  order,  No.  446,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  Ist  day  of  Majr 
1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  Brooklyn  Heights  RaUroad  Company,  and  the 
New  York  Ci&  Railway  Company  or  Its  receivers,  to  answer  the  complaint  herein 
within   a   time   therein   specified,    and    the   said   Brooklyn   Heights   Railroad   Com- 

nr  and  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  and  its  receivers,  having,  on  May 
908,  made  answer  thereto,  from  which  It  appears  that  the  matters  complained 
of  In  the  said  complaint  above  mentioned  have  been  satisfied,  and  the  complainant 
herein  having,  on  May  23,  1008,  notified  the  Commission  In  writing  of  sncb 
satisfaction, 

Now,  npon  motion  made  and  dnly  seconded.  It  is 

Resolved,  That  the  proceedings  herein  be,  and  the  same  hereby  are,  dlscontmned. 


Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad  Company. — 
Service  on  Broadway  line  between  Alabama  avenue  and 
Cypress  Hills. 


Complaint  Order  No.  493. 
Extension  Order  No.  633. 


A.  Jay 


Complaint  of  F. 
against 

Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  493   (see  form,  note  1)   issued  May  15th. 
Extension  Order  No.  633  (see  form,  note  2)  issued  May  26th. 
An  answer  was  received  and  a  copy  thereof  sent  to  complainant, 
further  was  heard  from  him. 


Nothing 


Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad  Company. — 

Service  on  Ralph  avenue  surface  line. 


In   the   Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  of  improvement  in  and  additions  to  the 
service     and     equipment      of     the     BROOKLYN. 

8UEBNS    COUNTY    &    SUBURBAN    RAILROAD 
OMPANY,   in    respect  to   Ralph   avenue   Surface 
line. 


ORDER   No.   678. 

August    14,    1908. 


It  is  herehv  Ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  26th  day  of  August,  1908, 
at  2:30  o'cloclc  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  at  154   Nassau  street,  boroai^  of 
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Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  whether  the  regula- 
tions, equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  &  Sub- 
urban Railroad  Company,  In  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  In  the  First  Dis- 
trict, are  unjust,  unreasonable.  Improper  or  Inadequate,  and  whether  the  said 
company  does  not  run  cars  enough  or  with  sufficient  frequency  or  possess  or 
operate  motive  power  enough  reasonably  to  accommodate  passenger  traffic  trans- 
ported by  it  or  offered  for  transportation  to  It.  and  If  such  be  found  to  be  the 
fact,  then  to  determine  whether  It  Is  reasonably  necessary  to  accommodate  and 
transport  the  said  traffic  transported  or  offered  for  transportation  to  It,  and  Is 
and  will  be  just,  reasonable,  proper  and  adequate  to  direct  that  the  service  of  the 
Brooklyn,  Queens  County  &  Suburban  Railroad  Company  on  Its  Ralph  avenue  sur- 
face line,  be  Increased  and  supplemented  at  the  points  and  times  and  In  the 
particulars  following,  that  Is  to  say : 

1.  By  operating  dally.  Including  Sundays,  over  every  point  of  the  Ralph  avenue 
surface  line  between  Delancey  street  terminal  and  Canarsle  depot  (Rockaway 
avenue  at  New  Lots  road),  either: 

(a)  A  sufficient  number  of  cars  In  each  direction  past  any  point  of  observation, 
to  provide  during  every  thirty  (80)  minute  period  of  the  day  or  night,  a  number  of 
seats  at  least  10  per  cent.  In  excess  of  the  number  of  passengers  at  that  point,  the 
number  of  cars  to  be,  however,  never  less  than  six  (6)  per  hour  in  each  direction, 
except,  that  between  the  hours  of  1 :00  a.  m.  to  5  :80  a.  h.,  the  number  of  cars  in 
either  direction  shall  never  be  less  than  two  per  hour;  or 

(b)  A  minimum  number  of  eleven  cars  in  one  direction,  past  any  point  of  ob- 
servation during  each  fifteen  (15)  minute  period  in  which  the  provisions  of  sub- 
division (a)   above  are  not  complied  with. 

2.  By  making  such  other  changes  In  the  schedule,  route,  and  manner  of  operat- 
ing cars  on  this  line  as  may  be  just  and  reasonable. 

And  if  any  such  changes,  improvements  or  additions  be  found  to  be  such  aa 
ought  to  be  made,  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a  reason- 
able time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  Ordered,  That  the  said  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  &  Suburban  Rail- 
road Company  be  given  at  least  ten  days  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon 
It,  either  personally  or  by  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such 
hearing  said  company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence 
and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  August  26th. 

It  was  shown  at  the  hearing  that  a  new  schedule  had  been  put  in  operation 
August  24th  which  provided  for  a  28  per  cent,  increase  in  service  from 
5:06  A,  M.  to  8:86  A.  M.  and  a  13  per  cent,  increase  from  4:24  p.  M.  to 
7:45  P.  M. 


Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad  Company; 
Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. —  Service  on 
the  Jamaica  avenue  line  of  the  Bi-ooklyn,  Queens  County 
and  Suburban  Railroad  Company  and  on  the  Lexington 
avenue  line  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Final  Order  No.  196. 

Order  denying  application  for  re- 
hearing, No.  663. 

Rehoaring  Order  No.  717. 

Order  denying  application  for 
modification.  No.  733. 

Rehearing  Order  No.  666. 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 

Order  denying  application  for  re- 
hearing, No.  735. 

Upon  application  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  for  a 
modification  of  paragraph  3  of  Order  No.  99,  as  amended  by  Order  No.  166, 
the  following  order  was  issued: 
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PINAL  ORDBB  No.  106. 
January  10,  1908. 


Id   the  Matter 

of   the 

Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on   the 

2aestlon  of  the  adequacy  of  the  service  of  the 
[ROOKXiYN  HEIGHTS  RAIIJIOAD  COMPANY 
and  the  BROOKLYN  UNION  ELEVATED  RAIL- 
ROAD COMPANY  in  respect  to  the  present  service 
on  the  Jamaica  Avenue  Line  of  the  said  Brooklyn 
Heights  Railroad  Company  and  on  the  Lexington 
Avenue  Line  of  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated 
Railroad  Company 

Under  Order  for   Hearing  made  October  11,   1007. 

An  order  having  been  maifle  and  filed  herein  November  18,  1^07,  being  Order- 
No.  99,  under  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  hearing  made  October  U,  190" -^o-  ^^ 
and  said  Order  No.  99  having  been  duly  served  upon  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad 
Company  and  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company,  and  said  Brooklyn  Union 
Elevated  Railroad  Company  having  accepted  said  Order  No.  99  In  part,  but  having^ 
applied  to  writing  to  this  Commission  for  a  modification  of  Daragraph  numbered 
(8)  of  said  Order  No.  99,  and  an  order  having  been  made  and  filed  the  20th  day 
of  December,  1907,  Order  No.  16«.  modlfylne  said  paragraph  (3)  of  said  Order 
No.  99,  and  said  Order  No.  165  having  been  duly  served  upon  said  Brooklyn  Union 
Elevated  Railroad  Company,  and  said  company  having  made  application  In  writukg 
for  a  further  modification  of  said  paragraph  numbered  (3)  of  said  Order  No.  99. 
and  due  deliberation  having  been  had  upon  said  application  and  upon  all  the  pro- 
ceedings herein,  and  it  appearing  to  the  Commisuon  Just  and  proper  that  said 
paragraph  numbered  (3)  of  said  Order  No.  99  should  be  further  modified  in  the 
manner  hereinafter  set  forth;  ^        ,    .        ,^  . 

Now,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  E^sq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  It  Is 

Ordered,  That  the  said  paragraph  numbered  (3)  of  said  Order  No.  99.  dated 
November  18.  1907,  as  amended  by  said  Order  No.  165,  be,  and  the  same  hereby  Is, 
modified  so  as  to  read  as  follows : 

3.  That  the  said  company  operate  its  Lexington  Avenue  trains  to  and  from 
Cypress  Hills  Station,  with  a  headway  of  not  more  than  seven  and  one-half  (7%) 
minutes  between  said  trains  during  the  period  between  the  morning  and  the  evening 
rush  hourH,  and  operate  its  trains  to  Cypress  Hills  Station  upon  the  same  head- 
way during  the  period  after  the  evening  rush  hours  until  12  o'clock  midnight;  and 
that  during  the  following  periods  said  company  make  each  of  said  trains  a  train 
of  not  less  than  four  cars ;  from  the  ending  of  the  morning  rush  hours  to  and 
including  train  leaving  Cypress  Hills  Station  at  10  :24  ▲.  H. ;  from  2  :80  p.  u.  to 
the  beginning  of  the  evening  rush  hours;  from  the  end  of  the  evening  rash  hours 
to  and  including  the  train  leaving  Cjrpress  Hills  Station  at  7 :24  p.  u. 

Further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  immediately. 

And  it  i9  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  continue  in  force  until  the  27th 
day  of  November.  1908,  but  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or  additional 
hearings  and  action  thereon  by  the  Commission  in  respect  to  ansrtiiing  herein  de- 
scribed, prior  to  said  27th  day  of  November,  1908. 

And  it  i9  further  ordered.  That  before  the  15th  day  of  January,  1908  said 
Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission 
for  the  First  District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  and  the  terms  of  said  Order 
No.  99.  dated  November  18,  1907,  as  herein  modified  and  amended  are  accepted 
and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  application  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  dated, 
July  31..  1908,  for  a  rehearing  as  to  paragraph  3  of  Order  No.  196,  no 
Builicient  reason  being  shown,  the  following  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.  663. 
August  7,  1908. 

Whereas,  Final  Order  No.  196,  adopted  by  the  Commission  on  January  10,  1908, 
accepted  by  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  on  January  15.  1908. 
provided  by  paragraph  (3)  for  the  operation  of  four  car  trains  on  the  Lexington 
Avenue  line  into  Cypress  Hills  terminal  between  the  morning  rush  hours  and  10  :30 
▲.  M.,  and  between  2  :30  p.  m.  and  the  beginning  of  the  evening  rush  hours:  and 

Whereas,  under  date  of  July  31,  1908.  the  said  company  has  made  application 
in  writing  for  a  rehearing  in  said  matter  In  order.  aR  It  says,  that  it  may  present 
evidence  which  it  believes  will  warrant  a  reduction  In  the  service;  and 

Whereas.  In  the  Judgment  of  the  Commission  no  sufllclent  reason  for  a  rehearing 
in  said  matter  has  been  made  to  appear. 

Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved,  That  the  said  application  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  EHevated  Railroad 
Company  for  a  rehearing  in  the  matter  of  paragraph  (3)  of  Final  Order  No.  19^ 
be,  and  the  same  hereby  Is,  denied. 
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Upon  application  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  dated 
September  2,  1908,  for  a  rehearing  as  to  matter  contained  in  Orders  Nos.  99 
and  196  the  following  order  was  isaued: 


^  REHBABING  ORDER 

^  No.  717. 

September  11.  1908. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  adequacy  of  the  service  of  the  BROOK- 
LYN. QUEENS  COUNTY  AND  SUBURBAN 
RAILROAD  COMPANY  and  the  BROOKLYN 
UNION  ELEVATED  RAILROAD  COMPANY.  In 
respect  to  the  service  on  the  Jamaica  Avenue 
Line  of  said  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Sub- 
urban Railroad  Company,  and  on  the  Lexington 
Avenue  Line  of  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Ele- 
vated Railroad  Company. 

An  order.  No.  196,  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  January  10.  1908, 
modifying  the  terms  of  an  order  No.  99  made  and  filed  herein  on  November  18, 
1908.  under  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  a  hearing  No.  88,  made  October  11,  1908. 
directing  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  to  increase  its  service 
on  the  Lexington  avenue  line,  and  the  said  Orders  Nos.  99  and  196  having  been 
duly  served  upon  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company,  and  said 
company  having  accepted  Order  No.  99  in  part  and  having  subsequently  accepted 
Order  No.  196:  and  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  having,  on 
September  2.  1908.  applied  in  writing  to  tbia  Commission  for  a  rehearing  in 
respect  to  the  matter  contained  in  nald  Orders  Nos.  99  and  196,  and  sufficient 
reason  for  said  rehearing  having  been  made  to  appear, 

Ordered,  That  said  request  for  a  rehearing  be  granted,  and  that  the  said  rehear- 
ing upon  the  matters  contained  in  said  Orders  Nos.  99  and  196  be  held  on  the 
18th  day  of  September.  1908,  at  2:30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or 
times  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission.  No. 
164  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  deter- 
mine after  such  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of  the  facts,  including  thone 
arising  after  the  making  of  said  orders,  whether  Orders  Nos.  99  and  196,  or  any 
part  thereof,  are  unjust,  or  unwise,  and  whether  the  said  Orders  Nos.  99  and  196 
should  be  abrogated,  changed  or  modified. 

And  If  any  such  abrogation,  changes  or  modifications  are  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made,  then  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  changes  or  modl^ca- 
tlons  of  the  said  orders,  and  to  determine  the  time  of  taking  effect  of  the  orders 
as  changed  or  modified. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  be 
given  at  least  five  (5)  days'  notice  of  such  rehearing  by  service  upon  it.  either 
personally  or  by  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  rehearing 
said  company  shall  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence 
and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

A  rehearing  having  been  held  on  September  18th,  in  reference  to  the  appli- 
cation of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  for  a  modification 
of  Orders  Nos.  99  and  196  and  said  company  having  withdrawn  its  appli- 
cation for  such  modification,  the  following  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.  738. 

September  25,  1908. 

An  Order  No.  196  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  January  10,  1008.  modi- 
fying the  terms  of  an  Order  No.  90  made  and  filed  herein  on  November  is.  1907, 
under  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  a  Hearing  No.  38.  made  October  11.  1007. 
which  Order  No.  00,  as  modified  by  Raid  Order  No.  196,  directed  the  Brooklyn 
Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  to  increafle  Its  service  on  its  Lexington  avenue 
line,  and  the  said  Orders  Nos.  99  and  196  having  been  duly  served  upon  the 
Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company,  and  said  company  haying  accepted 
Order  No  99  In  part,  and  having  subsequently  accepted  Order  No.  196.  and  said 
company  having  applied  in  writing  to  this  Commission  for  a  rehearing  in  respect 
to  t^e  matters  contained  in  said  Orders  Nos.  99  and  196,  and  for  a  m««Hfl;«i««n 
of  the  terms  of  said  orders,  and  an  Order  No.  717  having  been  made  and  filed 
herein  on  the  11th  day  of  September,  1908.  directing  a  rehearing  on  the  matters 
contained  in  said  Orders  Noa  99  and  196,  and  said  rehearing  having  duly  come  on 
Sfore  the  Commission  on  the  18th  day  of  September,  1908.  Mr.  OMnmlssloner 
Basaett  presiding,  Grosvenor  H.  Backus,  Esq..  assistant  counsel  for  the  Commis- 
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^on.  attending,  and  Mr.  Arthur  N.  Dutton,  superintendent  of  tranqM>rtatlon  of 
the  Brooklyn  union  Elevated  Railroad  Company,  appearing  for  said  company,  and 
■aid  company  baring  withdrawn  Its  application  for  a  modiflcatlon  of  the  terms  of 
said  Orders  Nos.  99  and  196; 

Now,  therefore,  on  motion  duly  made  and  seconded. 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  application  of  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad 
CompanT  for  a  modification  of  said  Orders  Nos.  99  and  196,  be  and  the  same  hereby 
Is  dismissed  without  prejudice  to  the  right  of  the  Commission  to  make  such 
further  order  or  orders  in  the  premises  as  may  from  time  to  time  appear  proper ; 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  immediately,  and  that 
a  copy  thereof  be  served  on  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. 

Upon  application  of  the  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad 
Company,  dated  July  3l8t,  for  a  rehearing  as  to  paragraph  1  of  Order  99,  the 
following  order  was  issued: 

REHEARING  ORDER  No.  665. 
August  7,   1908. 

An  order.  No.  99,  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  November  18,  1908,  under 
and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  a  hearing  No.  38,  made  October  11,  1907,  directing 
the  said  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  suburban  Railroad  Company  to  increase  Its 
service  on  the  Jamaica  avenue  line  between  Cypress  Hills  station  and  Jamaica, 
and  said  Order  No.  99  having  been  duly  served  upon  the  Brooklyn.  Queens  County 
and  Suburban  Railroad  Company,  and  said  company  having  accepted  said  Order  No. 
99  on  November  22,  1907,  and  said  company  having  subsequently,  on  July  81, 
1908,  applied  In  writing  to  this  Commission  for  a  rehearing  in  respect  to  the  matter 
contained  In  paragraph  (1)  of  said  Order  No.  99,  and  sufficient  reason  for  said 
rehearing  having  been  made  to  appear, 

Ordered,  That  said  request  for  a  rehearing  be  granted,  and  that  the  said  re- 
hearing upon  the  matters  contained  in  paragraph  (1)  of  said  Order  No.  99,  en- 
tered and  filed  on  November  18.  1907,  be  held  on  the  11th  day  of  August,  1908,  at 
8  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  determine  after  such  rehearing  and 
after  consideration  of  the  facts,  incluuing  those  arising  after  the  making  rf 
Order  No.  99,  whether  Order  No.  99  or  any  part  thereof,  is  unjust,  unwise,  and 
whether  the  said  Order  No.  99  should  be  abrogated,  changed,  or  modified. 

And  if  any  such  abrogation,  changes,  or  modifications  are  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made,  then  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  changes  or  modi- 
fications of  the  said  order,  and  to  determine  the  time  of  taking  effect  of  the  order 
as  changed  or  modified. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Further  Ordered,  That  the  said  Brooklyn.  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad 
Company  be  given  at  least  two  days*  notice  of  such  rehearing,  by  service  upon  it, 
either  personally  or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such 
rehearing  said  company  shall  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting 
evidence  and  examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  August  18th. 

Opinion  op  Commission. 
(Adopted  September  25,  1908.) 
COMMISSIONBR   Bassett  : — 

Although  it  appears  that  the  present  service  is  somewhat  in  excess  of  traffic 
requirements,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  application  should  be  denied  Inasmuch 
as  closed  cars  will  soon  roplnco  the  open  cars. 

Thereupon,  the  following  final  order  was   issued. 

ORDER  No.  735. 
September  25,  1908. 

An  order,  No.  99,  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  or  about  the  18th  day 
of  November.  1907.  under  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  hearing  No.  88  made  Oc- 
tober 11,  1907,  which  Order  No.  99  directed  the  Brooklyn.  Queens  County  and  Sub- 
urban Railroad  Company  to  Increase  the  service  on  Its  Jamaica  avenue  line,  and 
the  said  Order  No.  99  having  been  duly  served  upon  the  Brooklyn.  Queens  County 
and  Suburban  Railroad  Company,  and  said  /^'^rnpany  having  accepted  said  Order  No. 
99.  and  said  company  having  applied  in  wr'*'^?  to  this  Commission  for  a  rehearing 
in  respect  to  the  matter  contained  In  para "'^'>  oh  1  of  said  Order  No.  99,  and  for 
a  modification  of  the  terms  of  the  said  paragraph  of  the  said  order;  and  an  order. 
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No.  665,  having  boon  made  and  filed  herein  on  the  7th  day  of  August,  1908,  di- 
recting a  rehearing  on  the  matters  contained  in  paragraph  1  of  said  Order  No. 
00,  and  said  rehearing  having  duly  come  before  the  Commission  on  the  18th  day 
of  August,  1908,  Mr.  Commissioner  McCarroll  presiding.  Grosvenor  H.  Backus,  Esq.. 
assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  Mr.  Arthur  N.  Dutton,  super- 
intendent of  transportation,  appearing  for  the  Broolclyn,  Queens  County  and  Sub- 
urban Railroad  Company,  and  it  appearing  after  said  rehearing  that  there  is  not 
sufficient  cause  for  modifying  the  terms  of  paragraph  1  of  Order  No.  99  above 
mentioned: 

Now,  therefore,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Onlercd.  That  the  application  of  the  said  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban 
Railroad  Company  for  a  modification  of  the  terms  of  paragraph  1  of  said  Order 
No.  09  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  dismissed  without  prejudice  to  the  right  of 
the  Commission  to  make  such  further  order  or  orders  in  the  premises  as  may  from 
time  to  time  appear  proper;  and  it  is  further 

Ordered,  Tbat  this  order  shall  take  effect  immediately  and  that  a  copy*  thereof 
be  served  on  the  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad  Company. 


Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad. —  Service  between  Park  Row 
and  Sands  street,  and  Fulton  ferry  and  Brighton  beacL 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  the  Motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
Question  of  Improvements  in  and  Additions  tc 
the  service  nnd  equipment  of  the  BROOKLYN 
UNION  EI.EVATKI)  RAILROAD  (X)MPAN'Y.  in 
the  particulars  herelnbelow  mentioned. 


Hearing  Order  No.  202. 
Final  Order  No.  296. 
Final  Order  No.  664. 


ORDER  FX3R  HEARING 
No.   202. 
January   14,   1008. 


^ I 

It  <*  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  27th  day  of  January,  1908.  at 
2  :30  o'doclc  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  City  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations,  equip- 
ment, appliances  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company 
in  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District  are  unjust,  unrea- 
sonable, improper  or  inadequate,  and  whether  said  company  does  not  run  trains 
enough  or  cars  enough,  or  with  sufficient  frequency,  or  possess  or  operate  motive 
power  enough  reasonably  to  accommodate  passenger  traffic  transported  by  It  or 
offered  for  transportation  to  it  on  its  lines  running  between  Park  Row,  Manhattan, 
Sands  street,  Brooklyn,  and  Fulton  Ferry,  Brooklyn,  and  Brighton  Beach.  BmoV. 
lyn,  and  if  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact  then  to  determine  whether  it  is  reasonably 
necessary  to  accommodate  and  transport  the  said  traffic  transported  or  offered  for 
transportation,  and  is  and  will  be  Just,  reasonable,  proper  and  adequate  to  direct 
that  the  service  of  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  be 
increased  and  supplemented  at  the  points  and  times  and  in  the  particulars  follow- 
ing, that  is  to  say: 

A. — At  Franklin  Avenue  Station,  North  and  Westbound. 

1.  Between  7:00  and  7:30  a.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  three  (3)  cars,  or  by  an 
increase  from  ten   (10>   to  thirteen  (13)   cars. 

2.  From  7  :30  to  8 :00  A.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  five  (5)  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  twenty-three    (23)    to  twenty-eight    (28)    cars. 

5.  From  8  :00  to  8  :30  a.  m,,  by  an  Increase  of  twelve  (12)  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  thirty  (30)  to  forty-two  (42)  cars. 

4.  From  8:30  to  9:00  a.  m.,  by  an  Increase  of  twelve  (12)  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  sixteen   (16)   to  twenty-eight  (28)   cars. 

6.  From  0:00  to  0:30  a.  m..  by  an  increase  of  four  (4)  cars,  or  by  an  Increase 
from  twenty-two   (22)   to  twenty-six   (26)   cars. 

6.  From  9:30  to  10:00  A.  m..  by  an  increase  of  one  (1)  car,  or  by  an  increase 
from  twelve  (12)   to  thirteen  (13)   cars. 

B. — ^At  Franklin  Avenue  Station.  East  and  Southbound. 

1.  From  4:30  to  5:00  p.  m..  by  an  Incroaso  of  two  (2)  cirs.  or  by  an  increase 
from  thirteen   (13)   to  fifteen  (ir»)   cars,  in  the  sorvlce  from  Brooklyn  Bridge. 

2.  From  5:00  to  5:30  P.  m..  by  an  increase  of  five  (.'»)  cars,  or  bv  an  increase 
from  fifteen  (15)   to  twenty  (20)  car.*,  in  the  service  from  Brooklyn  Bridge. 
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3.  Prom  6:30  to  6:00  p.  m.,  by  an  Increase  of  eighteen  (18)  cars,  or  bj  an 
increase  from  twenty-one  (21)  to  thirty-nine  (39)  cars,  in  the  service  from 
Brooklyn  Bridgre. 

4.  From  5:30  to  6:00  P.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  two  (2)  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  three   (3)   to  five  (5)  cars,  in  the  service  from  Fulton  Ferry. 

5.  From  6:00  to  6:30  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  thirteen  (13)  cars,  or  by  an 
increase  from  fifteen  (15)  to  twenty-eight  (28)  cars,  in  the  service  from  Brooklyn 
Bridge. 

6.  From  6:00  to  6:30  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  three  (3)  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  eleven    (11)    to  fourteen   (14)   cars,  in  the  service  from  Fulton  Ferry. 

7.  From  6:30  to  7:00  p.  m.,  by  an  Increase  of  seven  (7)  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  eighteen   (18)    to  twenty-five    (25)   cars,  in  the  service  from  Brooklyn  Bridge. 

8.  From  10:00  to  11  :00  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  two  (2)  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  seven   (7)   to  nine  (9)  cars,  in  the  service  from  Brooklyn  Bridge. 

9.  From  11:00  to  12:00  p.  M.,  by  an  Increase  of  one  (1)  car,  or  by  an  increjise 
from  eleven  (11)  to  twelve   (12)   cars,  in  the  service  from  Brooklyn  Bridge. 

And  to  determine  further  whether  sivh  increases  shojld  be  obtained  by  adding 
additional  trains  rather  than  by  adding  cars  to  trains  that  appear  on  tne  exist- 
ing schedule. 

And  further  to  determine  whether  the  schedule  of  the  trains  running  from 
Fulton  Ferry  should  be  rearranged  so  that  these  trains  should  Immediately  precede 
the  Brighton  Beach  trains,  so  as  to  reduce  the  wait  for  passengers  transferring 
from   Pulton  Ferry  trains  at   Kings  Highway. 

And  if  any  such  changes,  improvements  or  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  tnen  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a  reasonable 
time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  l)e- executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  prem- 
ises as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  be 
given  at  least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  person- 
ally or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said 
company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examin- 
ing and  cross-examining  wltneFscs  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  were  held  January  27th,  February  3d,  14th  and  18th. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDER  No.  296. 
February  28,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  27th 
day  of  January,  1908,  and  the  adjournments  thereof,  and  it  appearing  that,  the 
said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission  No.  202. 
made  January  14,  1908,  and  returnable  on  the  27th  day  of  January,  1908.  and  that 
the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Com- 
pany, and  that  the  said  service  was  by  it  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  said 
hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  order 
specified  on  the  27th  day  of  January,  1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  the 
3d  day  of  February,  190S,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  the  14th  day  of 
February,  1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  the  18th  day  of  February.  1908. 
and  that  at  each  of  said  sessions  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett  presided,  and  proof 
being  taken,  and  Grosvcnor  li.  Backus,  Esq.,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the 
Commission  at  each  of  said  sessions,  and  J.  F.  Calderwood,  Esq.,  vice-president 
and  general  manager  of  said  company,  and  Arthur  N.  Dutton,  Esq.,  superintendent 
of  transportation  of  said  company,  appearing  for  said  company. 

Now  It  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  the  said  hearing  that 
the  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  Is  unreasonable  and 
inadequate,  in  that  said  'company  does  not  operate  trains  enough  or  cars  enough 
reasonably  to  accommodate  the  passenger  traffic  transported  by  it  or  offered  for 
transportation  to  it  at  the  times  hereinafter  specified,  and  It  appearing  that  It 
would  be  Just,  reasonable  and  proper  tiint  said  senMoe  of  the  Brooklyn  Union 
Elevated  Railroad  (ompanv  upon  Its  Bripl.tou  Beach  line  should  be  supplemented 
in  the  particulars  hereinafter  set  forth,  and  at  the  times  so  hereinafter  set  forth. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  (leor^e  S.  Coleir.an.  Esq..  counsel  to  the  Commission.  It  la 

Ordered  That  the  said  Brooklyn  T'nion  Elevated  Railroad  Company  increase  and 
BUDPlement  Its  said  service  upon  Its  Brighton  Beach  line,  in  the  particulars  and 
by  the  means  hereinafter  stated  and  at  the  times  hereinafter  set  forth,  excepting 
on  Saturday  afternoon,  Sundays  and  holidays,  to  wit : 

^  North  and  Westbound  Service. 


1  Bv  an  increase  of  one  (1)  cnr  to  he  ndded  to  the  five  (J))  car  train  from 
Brighton  Beach  to  New  York,  passing  Franklin  avenue  station  between  7  :()0  a.  M. 
nnJl  7  -SO  A  M  SO  that  said  company  shall  operate  at  least  two  (2)  six-car  trains 
frnmRrlehton' Beach  to  New  York,  past  Franklin  avenue,  between  said  hours. 

9  R V  an  increase  of  two  (2)  ears,  one  (1)  ear  to  l)e  added  to  each  of  the  five 
ff^t  c&r  trains  from  BriKhton  Beach  to  New  York,  passing  Franklin  avenue  station 
in^wopn  9  00  A  M.  and  9  -MO  A.  M..  so  that  said  company  shall  operate  at  least 
four  (4)  six-car  trains  from  Brighton  Beach  to  New  York,  past  Franklin  avenue, 
between  9  :00  A.  M.  and  9  :30  A.  M. 
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East  and  Southbound  Sbbtice. 

3.  By  an  Increase  of  one  (1)  car  to  be  added  to  the  train  from  New  York  to 
Brighton  Beach  due  at  Franklin  avenue  station  at  5 :32^  p.  m.,  bo  that  said 
company  shall  operate  from  three  (3)  six-car  trains  from  New  York  to  Brighton 
Beach,  past  Franklin  avenue,  between  5  :30  p.  m.  and  6  :00  p.  m. 

4.  By  an  Increase  of  three  (3)  cars,  one  (1)  car  to  be  added  to  the  five  (5) 
car  train  due  at  tYanklin  avenue  at  6:51  p.  m.,  and  two  (2)  cars  to  be  added 
to  the  train  duQ  at  Fraulclln  avenue  at  6:59  p.  m.,  so  that  said  company  shall 
operate  four  (4)  six -car  trains  from  New  York  to  Brighton  Beach,  past  Franklin 
avenue   station,   between   6 :30  p.   m.   and  7 :00  p.   m. 

And  it  i8  further  ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  elTect  on  or  before  the 
6th  day  of  March,  1908,  and  shall  remain  in.  force  until  modified  by  the  further 
order  of  this  Commission. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  on  or  before  the  5th  day  of  March,  1908,  the 
Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission 
for  the  First  District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be 
obeyed. 

The  company  on  July  31st  made  application  for  a  rehearing.  The  following 
order  denying  the  application  was  issued: 


ORDER  No.  664. 

Augusit  7,   1908. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Application  of  the  BROOKLYN  UNION  ELEVATED 
RAILROAD  COMPANY  for  a  rehearing  in  the 
matter  of  Final  Order  No.  296,  adopted  by  the 
Commission  on  February  28,  1908,  and  accepted  by 
said  company  on  March  5,  1908,  directing  certain 
increases  in  the  service  of  said  company  on  Its 
Brighton  Beach  Line. 

Whereas  BMnal  Order  No.  296,  adopted  by  the  Commission  on  February  28,  1908, 
accepted  by  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  on  Mf.^ch  o.  1^^^^^^^ 
directed  certain  Increases  In   the  service  of  said  company  on  Its  Brighton  Beacn 

**"whe°eas  under  date  of  July  31,  1908.  said  company  has  made  aPP"S^"f>"  '^^^f 
rehearing  la  said  matter  in  order,  as  it  says,  that  it  may  produce  evidence  which 
It  helievps  will  warrant  a  reduction  in  the  service ;  and 

Whereas,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Commission,  no  sufficient  reason  for  a  rehearing 
In  said  matter  has  been  made  to  appear;  and  .».     ^,.         ,  «  *i,^  4.*hM^ 

^ereas  with  the  coming  of  the  fall  and  winter  months  the  volume  of  the  traffic 
on  said  line  will  be  greatly  Increased, 

HeToU'^rTimi  ^theSald  application  of  the  Brooklyn  TTnlon  Elevated  Railroad 
Company  for  a  rehearing  in  the  matter  of  Final  Order  No.  296  be  and  the  same 
hereby  Is  denied. 


Brooklyn    Union    Elevated    Railroad    Company.— Service    on 

Broadway  elevated  line. 

Hearing  Order  No.  383. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 
Final  Order  No.  471. 
Rehearing  Order  No.  525. 
Final  Order  No.  562. 
Rehearing  Order  No.  716. 
Final  Order  No.  738. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  of  Improvements  In  aj,^  a^.^ltions  to  the 
service  and  equipment  of  the  BROOKLYN  I  MON 
ELEVATED    RAILROAD    COMPANY. 


'  Service  on  Broadway  elevated  lino.' 


.HEARING  ORDER  No.  383. 
March  31.  1908. 


2:30 


Tt  u  hfirebu  ordered    That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  13th  day  of  April,  1908,  at 
30  o»c?oc1k  in  the^af t^^  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
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adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  at  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  whether  the  regulations,  equip- 
ment, appliances  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company 
in  respect  to  transport&tion  of  persons  in  the  Mrst  District  are  unjust,  unreason- 
able. Improper  or  inadequate,  and  whether  the  said  company  runs  cars  enougn  or 
with  sufficient  frequency,  or  possesses  or  operates  motive  power  enough  reasonably 
to  accommodate  passenger  traffic  transported  by  it  or  offered  for  transportation  to 
It,  and  If  such  be  found  not  to  be  the  fact,  then  to  determine  whether  It  is 
reasonably  necessary  to  accommodate  and  transport  the  said  traffic  transported  or 
oifered  for  transportation,  and  is  and  will  be  Just,  reasonable,  proper  and  adequate 
to  direct  that  the  service  of  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  on  Its 
Broadway  line  be  increased  and  supplemented  at  points  and  times  and  In  the 
particulars   following,    that   is  to  say : 

Pabk  Avenue  Station,  Westbound. 

1.  Between  6  :00  and  6  :30  a.  m.,  by  the  addition  of  one  car  each  to  two  four- 
car  trains,  making  a  total  service  of  one  three-car  train,  one  four-car  train,  and  two 
five-car  trains,  or  seventeen  cars. 

2.  Between  6  :30  and  7  :00  A.  m.,  by  the  addition  of  two  cars  each  to  four  four- 
car  trains,  making  a  total  service  of  four  six-car  trains,  or  twenty-four  cars. 

3.  Between  7  :00  and  7  :30  a.  m.,  by  the  addition  of  two  cars  each  to  three  four- 
car  trains,  making  a  total  service  of  one  live-car  and  three  six-car  trains,  or 
twenty-three  cars. 

4.  Between  7  :30  and  8  :00  a.  m.,  by  the  addition  of  two  cars  each  to  two  four- 
car  trains  and  one  car  each  to  two  flve-car  trains,  making  a  total  service  of  four 
six-car  trains,  or  twenty-four  cars. 

5.  Between  8:00  and  8:30  a.  m.,  by  the  addition  of  one  car  each  to  two  four- 
car  trains,  making  a  total  service  of  two  four-car  trains  and  two  five-car  trains,  or 
eighteen  cars. 

6.  Between  8 :30  and  9 :00  a.  m.,  by  the  addition  of  one  -car  to  one  four-car 
train,  and  two  cars  to  one  three-car  train,  making  a  total  service  of  two  three-car 
and  two  five-car  trains,  or  sixteen  cars. 

7.  Between  9  :00  and  0  :30  a.  m.,  by  the  addition  of  one  car  to  one  three-car 
train  and  one  car  to  one  two-car  train,  making  a  total  service  of  one  four-car, 
one  three-car  and  tw^o  two-ear  trains,  or  eleven  cars. 

8.  Between  9  :30  and  10  :00  a.  m..  by  the  addition  of  one  car  each  to  two  two- 
car  trains,  making  a  total  service  of  two  three-car  and  two  two-car  trains,  or  ten 
cars. 

9.  Between  7  :30  and  8  :00  r.  M.,  by  the  addition  of  one  car  each  to  three  three- 
car  trains,  making  a  total  service  of  one  three-car  train  and  three  four-car  trains, 
or   fifteen   cars. 

Park  Avenue  Station,  Easthound. 

10.  Between  4  :00  and  4  :30  r.  m..  by  the  addition  of  one  car  to  each  of  the 
four  two-car  trains,  making  a  total  service  of  four  three-car  trains,  or  twelve  cars. 

11.  Between  4  :30  and  5  :00  p.  m..  by  the  addition  of  one  car  each  to  two  four- 
car  trains,  making  a  total  service  of  two  four-car  and  two  five-car  trains,  or 
eighteen  cars.  ,       .  ^. 

12.  Between  ,">  :00  and  5  :30  p.  m..  by  the  addition  of  two  cars  to  each  of  the 
four  four-car  trains,  making  a  total  service  of  four  six-car  trains,  or  twenty-four 

13.  Between  5  :30  and  6  :00  P.  M.,  by  the  addition  of  two  cars  to  one  four-car 
train,  one  car  each  to  three  five-ear  trains  and  one  six-car  train,  making  a  total 
service  of  five  six-ear  trains,  or  thirty  cars.  ..... 

14  Between  6:00  and  0:30  p.  m..  by  the  addition  of  one  ear  each  to  three  five- 
ear  trains  and   two  nlx-ear   trains  making  a   total  service  of  six  six-car  trains,   or 

ir)'  Between  0  :30  and  7  :00  p.  M..  bv  the  addition  of  one  car  to  one  three-car 
train  one  car  to  one  four-cpr  train  and  one  car  each  to  two  five-car  trains, 
making  a  total  servho  of  one  four  and  one  live-car  train  and  two  six-car  trains, 
or  twenty-one  ears.  .....  ^  *  « 

10  Between  7:00  and  7:30  P.  m..  by  the  addition  of  one  car  to  one  four-car 
train  and  one  car  each  to  two  three-ear  trains,  making  a  total  service  of  one  fhre-car 
train  and  three  four-car  trains,  or  seventeen  cars.  .    .     ^ 

17  Between  7:30  and  8:00  r.  m..  by  the  addition  of  one  car  each  to  four  three- 
car  trains,  making  a  total  service  of  four  four-car  trains,  or  sixteen  cars. 

Saturday  —  1'ark  Avkme  Station,  Eastbound. 

18  Between  4  :O0  and  4  :30  P.  M..  by  the  addition  of  one  car  each  to  two  three- 
car  trains  and  one  car  each  to  two  four-car  trains,  making  a  total  service  of  one 
three-car  train,  two  four-ear  and  two  five-ear  trains,  or  twenty-one  cars. 

19  Betweeh  4  :30  and  r,  :00  p.  m..  by  the  addition  of  one  car  each  to  four  four- 
car  trains    making  a  total  M^rvice  of  four  five-ear  trains,  or  twenty  cars. 

OA  Between  5  :00  and  r>  :30  p.  m..  by  the  addition  of  one  car  each  to  four  four- 
car  trains    making  a  total  service  of  four  five-car  trainsf,  or  twenty  cars. 

oi     Between  5  -30  and  G  :00  P.  M..  by  the  addition  of  one  car  each  to  four  four- 

mr  trains    making  a  total  service  of  four  five-car  trains,  or  twenty  cars. 

y  Between  0  00  and  0  :30  p.  m ;,  by  the  addition  of  one  car  each  to  four  four- 
car  trains,  making  a  total  service  of  four  five-car  trains,  or  twenty  cars. 

23.  6  :30  to  7  :00,  no  Increase. 
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24.  Between  7  :00  and  7  :30  p.  M.,  by  the  addition  of  one  car  each  to  two  four- 
car  trains,  making  a  total  service  of  two  four-car  and  two  five-car  trains,  or 
eighteen  cars.  * 

25.  Between  7  :45  and  8  :15  P.  M.,  by  the  addition  of  one  car  each  to  two  four- 
car  trains,  making  a  total  service  of  two  four-car  and  two  five-car  trains,  or 
eighteen  cars. 

26.  Between  10:45  and  11:15  p.  m.,  by  the  addition  of  two  cars  each  to  two 
three-car  trains  and  one  car  each  to  two  three-car  trains,  making  a  total  service  of 
two  four-car  and  two  five-car  trains,  or  eighteen  cars. 

Sunday  —  Pahk  Avence  Station,  Westbound. 

27.  Between  5  :00  and  6  ;00  p.  m.,  by  the  addition  of  one  three-car  train,  making 
a  total  service  of  eight  three-car  trains,  or  twenty-four  cars. 

28.  Between  6  :00  and  7  :00  p.  M.,  by  the  addition  of  one  three-car  train,  making 
a  total  service  of  seven  three-car  trains,  or  twenty-one  cars. 

29.  Between  7  :00  and  8  :00  p.  M.,  by  the  addition  of  one  three-car  train,  making 
a  total  service  of  six  throe-car  trains,  or  eighteen  cars. 

30.  Between  8 :00  and  9  :00  p.  m..  by  the  addition  of  one  car  each  to  two  two- 
car  trains,  making  a  total  service  of  seven  three-car  trains,  or  twenty-one  cars. 

31.  Between  9:00  and  10:00  p.  m.,  by  the  addition  of  one  car  each  to  five  two- 
car  trains,  making  a  total  service  of  five-three  car  trains,  or  fifteen  cars. 

32.  Between  10:00  and  11:00  p.  M.,  by  the  addition  of  one  car  each  to  seven 
two-car  trains,  making  a  total  service  of  seven  three-car  trains,  or  twenty -one  cars. 

33.  Between  11  :00  and  12  :00  p.  m.,  by  the  addition  of  one  two-car  train,  making 
a  total  service  of  six  two-car  trains,  or  twelve  cars. 

34.  Between  1 :00  and  2  :00  p.  m..  by  the  addition  of  one  three-car  train,  making 
a  total  service  of  seven  three-car  trains,  or  twenty-one  cars. 

35.  Between  2  :00  and  3  :00  p.  m..  by  the  addition  of  one  three-car  train,  making 
a  total  service  of  seven  three-car  trains,  or  twenty-one  cars. 

36.  Between  3:00  and  4:00.  p.  m.,  by  the  addition  of  one  three-car  train,  making 
a  total  service  of  seven  three-car  trains,  or  twenty -one  cars. 

37.  Between  4  :00  and  5  :00  p.  m.,  by  the  addition  of  one  three-car  train,  making 
a  total  service  of  seven  three-car  trains,  or  twenty-one  cars. 

38.  Between  9  :00  and  10  :00  p.  m.,  by  the  addition  of  one  car  each  to  six  two- 
car  trains,  making  a  total  service  of  six  three-car  trains,  or  eighteen  cars. 

39.  Between  10  :00  and  11  :00  p.  m.,  by  the  addition  of  one  car  each  to  six  two- 
car  trains,  making  a  total  service  of  six  threo-car  trains,  or  eighteen  cars. 

And  if  any  such  changes,  improvements  or  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  l)€  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a  reasonable 
time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered ,  That  the  said  Brooklyn  Tnion  Jiilovated  Uailroad  Company  be 
given  at  least  ten  (10)  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either 
personally  or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order  and  that  at  such  hearing 
said  company  be  afTorded  all  boasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and 
examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  April  13th. 

Opinion   of  Commission. 
(Adopted  May  8,   1908.) 
Commissioner  Bassett  : — 

"  The  hearing  order  in  this  proceeding  directed  that  a  hearing  be  held  to  Inquire 
whether  a  certain  mlnlmiira  number  of  cars  should  be  operated  In  certain  specified 
hours.  In  all  there  were  thirty-nine  periods  considered,  and  a  certain  number  of 
cars  named  for  each  period.  The  hearing  was  held  and  all  the  provisions  of  the 
hearing  order  were  considered,  but  It  appeared  nfter  some  testimony  was  taken 
that  it  might  be  det^Irable  to  Issue  the  final  order  on  an  elastic  basis  which  orders 
a  seat  for  every  passenger.  The  railroad  company  waived  all  objection  to  a  final 
order  drawn  in  this  form,  and  further  testimony  was  taken  for  the  purpose  of 
having  the  record  show  facts  upon  which  such  an  order  could  be  based. 

"The  Broadway  Elevat'»d  Mne  operates  allernnte  trains  from  Broadway  Ferry 
to  Carnarsle  and  to  Cypress  IIIlls  and  return.  There  Is  at  present  no  limiting 
point  on  this  line,  and  It  Is  admitted  by  the  railroad  that  it  is  a  phjLslcai  possi- 
bility to  operate  more  than  enough  trains  and  cars  to  meet  all  passengers  at  all 
points  on  the  line.  It  therefore  seems  that  this  is  a  good  opportunity  to  make  a 
final  order  calling  for  a  seat  for  every  passenger.  There  Is,  in  my  opinion,  in  the 
case  of  this  elevated  railroad  company  operating  larger  cars  and  operating  cars 
as  trains  a  much  better  opportunity  for  one  hundred  passengers  to  find  reasonable 
accommodation  In  one  hundred  seats  than  in  the  case  on  a  surface  car  line.     For 
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this  reason  I  think  it  best  that  the  order  should  direct  the  operation  of  as  many 
seats  as  there  are  passengers  presenting  tbemselyes,  and  should  not  call  for  a  tea 
per  cent  excess  of  scats. 

"  The  railroad  company  now  operates  trcins  at  a  seven  and  one-half  minute 
Interval  from  Williamsburg  Bridge,  and*  during  the  ordinary  hours  of  travel  I 
think  it  is  not  desirable  that  the  headway  should  be  greater  than  this.  The  testi- 
mony shows  that  in  the  rush  hours  and  In  the  hours  immediately  preceding  and 
immediately  following  the  rush  hours,  the  cqmpany  does  not  operate  sufficient  cars, 
and  I  believe  better  service  can  be  insisted  upon. 

"  I  therefore  recommend  that  the  Brooklvn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  be 
directed  to  operate  on  their  Broadway  line,  dally.  Including  Sundays,  a  sufficient 
number  of  cars  in  each  direction  past  any  point  of  observation  to  provide  during 
every  thirty-minute  period  of  the  day  and  night  a  number  of  seats  at  least  equal 
to  the  number  of  passengers  at  that  point ;  the  number  of  trains  passing  any 
point  to  be,  however,  never  less  than  four  trains  In  each  thirty-minute  period, 
except  between  the  hours  of  11  p.  m.  and  1  a.  m.,  during  which  period  not  less 
than  three  trains  shall  be  operated  in  each  thirty-minute  period,  and  except  between 
the  hours  of  1  a.  m.  and  6  a.  m.,  for  which  period  I  recommend  no  provision  what- 
soever in  the  final  order." 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDER  No.  471. 
May   8,   1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  13th 
day  of  April,  1908,  and  It  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant 
to  an  order  of  this  Commission  made  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1908,  and  return- 
able on  the  13th  day  of  April,  1908,  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon 
the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company,  and  that  the  said  service  was 
by  it  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the 
Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  order  specified  on  April  13,  1908,  before  Mr. 
Commissioner  Bassett,  presiding.  Arthur  DuBols.  Esq.,  appearing  for  tJie  Commis- 
sion, and  Arthur  N.  Lhitton,  Elsq.,  appearing  for  the  Brooklyn  Union  Eilevated 
Railroad  Company ; 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  the  said  hearing  that 
the  regulations  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  on 
its  Broadway  Elevated  Line,  in  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First 
District,  has  been  and  is  unreasonable,  improper  and  inadequate,  in  that  said 
Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  does  not  run  cars  enough  or  with 
sufficient  frequency  or  upon  a  reasonable  time  schedule  reasonably  to  accommodate 
the  passenger  traffic  transported  by  it  or  offered  for  transportation  to  it.  and  ft 
appearing  that  the  changes  and  improvements  In  the  regulations  and  service  of 
the  said  company  as  below  set  forth  are  such  as  are  Just,  reasonable,  adequate 
and  proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  order  to  promote  the  convenience 
of  the  public ; 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq..  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 
it   Is 

Ordered,  That  the  service  of  the  Brooklvn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  on 
its  Broadway  Elevated  Line  be  increased,  supplemented  and  changed  in  the  fol- 
lowing manner,   that  is  to   say  : 

By  operating  dally.  IncludinB:  Sundays,  over  every  point  of  its  Broadway  Ele- 
vated Line,  between  Marcy  avenue  and  Manhattan  Junction,  a  sufficient  number  of 
cars  In  each  direction  past  any  point  of  observation  to  provide  during  every  thirty- 
minute  period  of  the  day  and  night  a  numl>er  of  seats  at  least  equal  to  the  number 
of  passengers  at  that  point;  the  number  of  trains  passing  any  point  between  Marcy 
avenue  and  Manhattan  .Tunction  to  be.  however,  never  less  than  four  (4)  in  each 
thirty-minute  period  between  the  hours  of  6  :00  a.  m.  and  11 :00  p.  m.,  and  never 
less  than  three  (3)  in  each  thlrty-mlnute-period  between  the  hours  of  11:00  P.  M. 
and   1 :00  a.  m.     And  It  is  further 

Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  May  25.  1908,  and  shall  continue 
in  force  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  the  taking  effect  of  the  same, 
but  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearings  and  action 
thereon  by  the  ("ommission  In  respect  of  anything  herein  prescribed  and  in  respect 
of  anything  covered  by  the  order  for  hearing  herein  prior  to  the  expiration  of  said 
period  of  two  years.     And  it  is  further 

Ordered,  That  before  May  22,  1008,  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad 
Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  whether  the 
terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  rehearing  order  was  issued: 
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REHEARING  ORDER  No.   526. 
May  26,   1908. 

An  order,  No.  471,  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  May  8,  1908,  under  and 
pursuant  to  an  order  for  u  hearing,  No.  383,  made  March  31,  lrt08,  and  thereafter 
having  been  duly  served  upon  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company, 
the  same  to  take  effect  by  or  before  the  25  th  day  of  May,  1908,  and  In  and  by 
the  said  order  the  said  Brooklyn  I^nlon  Elevated  Railroad  Company  having  been 
required  to  notify  this  Commission  on  or  before  the  22d  day  of  May,  1908,  wnether 
the  terms  of  said  order,  No.  471,  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed,  and  the  said 
Brooklyn  Union  Elevntod  Railroad  Company  having,  on  May  21st,  applied  in  writ- 
ing to  this  Commission  for  a  rehearing  in  respect  to  the  matter  contained  in  said 
Order  No.  471,  and '  sufliclont  reason  for  said  rehearing  having  been  made  to 
appear, 

Ordered,  That  said  request  for  rehearing  be  granted,  and  that  the  said  rehearing 
upon  the  matters  contained  in  said  Order  No.  471,  entered  and  filed  on  May  8, 
1908,  be  held  on  the  29th  day  of  May.  1908.  at  3  :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at 
any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Com- 
mission, 154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Slanhattan,  City  and  State  of  New  York, 
to  determine  after  such  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of  the  facts,  including 
those  arising  after  the  ranking  of  the  Order  No.  471,  whether  the  original  order, 
No.  471,  or  any  part  thereof  is  in  any  respect  unjust  or  unwise,  and  whether  the 
said  Order  No.  471  should  be  abrogated,  changed  or  modified. 

And  if  any  such  abrogation,  changes,  or  modifications  are  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made,  then  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  changes  or  modifica- 
tions of  the  said  order,  and  to  determine  the  time  of  taking  effect  of  the  order  as 
changed  or  modified. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  prem- 
ises as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  be 
given  at  least  two  days'  notice  of  such  rehearing  by  service  upon  It.  either  per- 
sonally or  by  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  rehearing  said 
company  shall  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and 
examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  time  of  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad 
Company  within  which  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  said  Order  No.  471  be  and 
the  same  hereby  Is  extended  until  such  time  as  the  Commission  shall  enter  an  order 
upon  the  rehearing  herein  provided  for. 

Hearing  held  May  29th. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER   No.   562,   MADE   AFTER  REHEARING. 
June  9,   1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  rehearing  of  Order  No.  471,  had 
herein  on  May  29.  1908.  and  It  appearing  that  said  rehearing  was  held  by  and 
pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission  made  May  26.  1908,  and  numbered  525, 
and  returnable  on  the  29th  day  of  May,  1908,  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly 
served  upon  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company,  and  that  the  said 
service  was  by  it  duly  acknowledtrod.  and  that  the  said  rehearing  was  held  by  and 
before  the  CommKsslon  on  the  mjitters  in  said  order  for  rehearing  specified  on  May 
29,  1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Knssett.  presiding,  Arthur  DuBols,  Esq.,  appear- 
ing for  the  Commission,  and  Arthur  N.  Duttoa,  Ksq.,  appearing  for  the  Brooklyn 
Union  Elevated  llallrond  Company,  and  testimony  having  been  taken 

Now,  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  rehearing,  and  after  consideration  of  the 
facts  Including  those  arising  since  the  making  of  the  order,  the  Commission  being 
of  opinion  that  the  original  Order  No.  471  for  the  Improvement  in  and  addition 
to  the  equipment  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company 
should  be  changed  and  modified  in  certain  particulars; 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  8.  Coleman.  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 
It  is 

Ordered,  That  Order  No.  471,  made  May  8,  1908,  be  and  the  same  hereby  it 
changed  and  modified  to  read  as  follows : 

ORDER  No.  471. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  13th 
day  of  April,  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant 
to  an  order  of  this  Commi^ssion  made  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1908,  and  return- 
able on  the  l.'Uh  day  of  April,  19<»s.  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon 
the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company,  and  that  the  said  service  was  by 
It  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  .said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Com- 
mission on  the  matters  in  said  order  specified  on  April  13,  1908,  before  Mr.  Com- 
missioner Bassett.  pr»»slding.  Arthur  DiiBoIs.  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission, 
and  Arthur  N.  Dutton,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Rail- 
road Company. 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  ptoceedlngs  upon  the  said  hearing  that 
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the  regulations  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  on 
Its  Broadway  Elevated  Line,  operating?  to  Cnnarsle  and  CyvroBS  Hills,  in  respect  to 
transportation  of  persons  In  the  First  District,  has  been  and  is  unreasonable, 
improper  and  inadequate  In  that  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company 
does  not  run  cars  enough  or  with  sufficient  frequency  or  upon  a  reasonable  time 
schedule  reasonably  to  accommodate  the  passenger  traffic  transported  by  It  or 
offered  for  transportation  to  it,  and  It  appearing  that  the  changes  and  improve- 
ments In  the  regulations  and  service  of  the  said  company  as  below  set  forth  are 
such  as  are  Just,  reasonable,  adequate  and  proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made 
In  order  to  promote  the  convenience  of  the  public ; 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  (leorge  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 
it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  on 
Its  Broadway  Elevated  Line,  operating  to  Canarsle  and  Cypress  Hills,  be  increased, 
supplemented  and  changed  In  the  following  manner,  that  Is  to  say: 

1.  By  operating  dally,  including  Sundays,  over  every  point  on  Its  Broadway  Ele- 
vated Line,  operating  to  (^narsle  and  Cypress  Hills,  between  Marcy  avenue  and 
Park  avenue,  a  sufficient  number  of  cars  In  each  direction  past  any  point  of  obser- 
vation to  provide  during  every  thirty-minute  period  of  t-he  day  and  night  a  number 
of  seats  at  least  equal  to  the  number  o/  passengers  at  that  .point. 

2.  By  operating  past  every  point  between  Marcy  avenue  and  Park  avenue  a 
number  of  trains  on  week  days  never  less  tiian  four  in  each  thirty-minute  period 
between  the  hours  of  6  a.  m.  and  11  p.  ai.,  and  never  less  than  thi-ee  In  each  thlrtv- 
mlnute  period  between  the  hours  of  11  p.   m.  and  1  a.  m. 

3.  By  operating  on  Sundays  past  every  point  between  Marcy  avenue  and  Park 
avenue  never  less  than  three  trains  in  each  thlrty-mlnute  period  between  6  a.  M. 
and  11  p.  M.     And  It  Is  further 

Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  June  15,  1908,  and  shall  continue 
in  force  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  the  taking  effect  of  the  same, 
but  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearings  and  action 
thereon  by  the  Commission  in  respect  of  anything  herein  prescribed  or  in  respect 
o£  anything  covered  by  the  order  for  hearing  herein  and  prior  to  the  expiration  of 
said  period  of  two  years.     And  It  Is  further 

Ordered,  That  before  .Tune  15.  1908.  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad 
Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  whether  the 
terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  rehearing  order  was  issued: 

REHEARING  ORDER  No.   716. 
September   11,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  562,  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  or  about  the  9th  day 
of  June,  1908,  under  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  rehearing  No.  525,  made  on 
the  26th  day  of  May.  1008.  resettling  the  terms  of  Final  Order  No.  471  made  and 
filed  herein  on  the  8th  day  of  May.  1908.  and  snid  Order  No.  50.1  having  been  duly 
served  upon  the  Brooklyn  TTnlon  Elevated  Railroad  Company,  the  same  to  take 
effect  on  June  15,  1908,  and  the  said  Brooklyn  Union'  Tdevated  Railroad  Company 
having,  on  September  2,  1908.  applied  in  writing  to  this  Commission  for  a  further 
modification  of  the  terms  of  said  Order  No.  471,  and  to  that  end  requested  a 
further  rehearing  in  regard  to  some  of  the  matters  contained  In  said  Order  No. 
471  as  modified  by  the  terms  of  said  Order  No.  562;  and  sufficient  reason  for  said 
rehearing  being  made  to  appear. 

Ordered.  That  the  said  request  for  a  rehearing  be  granted,  and  that  such  rehear- 
ing upon  the  matters  contained  In  said  Order  No.  562,  entered  and  filed  on  June  9, 
1908,  be  held  on  the  18th  day  of  September.  1908,  at  2  :30  o'clock  In  the  after- 
noon, or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms 
of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan.  City  and  State 
of  New  York,  to  determine  after  such  rehearing  and  after  con.slderatlon  of  the 
facts.  Including  those  arising  since  the  making  of  Order  No.  562,  whether  the  origi- 
nal Order  No.  471  as  modified  by  Order  No.  562.  or  any  part  thereof  Is  In  any 
respect  unjust  or  unwise  and  whether  the  said  Order  No.  562  should  be  abrogated, 
changed  or  modified. 

And  if  any  such  abrogation,  changes  or  modifications  are  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made,  then  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  changes  or  modifica- 
tions of  the  said  order,  and  to  determine  the  time  of  taking  effect  of  the  order  as 
changed  or  modified. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the  prem- 
ises as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Brooklyn  I^nlon  Elevated  Railroad  Company  shall 
be  given  at  least  five  (5)  days'  notice  of  such  rehearing  by  service  upon  It.  either 
personally  or  by  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  rehearing 
said  company  shall  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence 
and  examining  and  cross-oxaminlng  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  timo  of  th"  Hrocklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Com- 
pany to  comply  with  the  terras  of  said  Order  No.  562  be.  and  the  same  hereby  Is, 
suspended  from  Septcmbor  15.  1JM)8.  until  such  time  as -the  Commission  shall  enter 
an  order  upon  the  rehearing  herein  provided  for. 

Hearing  held  September  18th. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued; 
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ORDER  No.  788. 
September  25,   1908. 

Ad  order.  No.  562,  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  or  about  the  9th  day 
of  June,  1908.  which  resettled  and  modified  the  terms  of  Final  Order  No.  471  of 
this  Commission,  and  said  Order  No.  562  having  been  duly  served  on  the  Brooklyn 
Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company,  the  same  to  take  effect  on  June  15,  1908,  and 
the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  having,  on  September  2,  1908, 
applied  in  writing  to  this  Commission  for  a  further  modification  of  the  terms  of 
said  Order  No.  471,  and  having  to  that  end  roquoatefl  a  further  rehearing  in  regard 
to  some  of  the  matters  routalned  in  said  Order  No.  471,  as  modified  by  said  Order 
No.  562,  and  the  Commission  having  ordered  a  rehearing  in  regard  to  such  matters 
and  such  rehearing  having  come  on  before  the  Commission  on  the  18th  day  of  Sep- 
tember, 1908,  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett,  presiding,  Grosvenor  H.  Backus,  Esq., 
assistant  counsel  to  the  Commission,  attending,  and  Mr.  Arthur  N.  Dutton,  Super- 
intendent of  Transportation  of  the  lirooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroid  Company, 
appearing  for  said  company,  and  the  Commission  being  of  the  opinion  after  such 
rehearing  and  the  consideration  of  the  facts,  including  those  arising  since  the 
making  of  Order  No.  562,  that  the  operation  of  said  Order  No.  471,  as  modified 
by  said  Order  No.  562,  should  be  suspended  pending  the  readjustment  of  traffic 
Incident  to  the  commencement  of  through  operation  of  elevated  trains  over  the 
Williamsburg  Bridge, 

Now,  on  motion  duly  made  and  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  operation  of  said  Order  No.  471.  as  modified  by  said  Order 
No.  562,  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  suspended  to  and  including  the  25th  day  of 
October,  1908.     And  it  is  further 

Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  immediately  and  continue  In  force  until 
modified  by  further  order  of  this  Commission. 


Brooklyn    Union    Elevated    Railroad    Company. —  Service   on 

Fifth  avenue  and  Fulton  streK  elevated  lines.  • 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Bearing  on  Motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
Question  of  Improvements  in  and  Additions  to  the 
Service  and  Equipment  of  the  BKOOKLYN 
T^NION  ELEVATED  RAILIIOAD  COMI'ANY 
in  respect  to  the  Fulton  Street  and  Fifth  Avenue 
Elevated  Lines. 


H  HEARING   ORDER  No.   771. 
October  9,  1908. 


T1  is  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  15th  day  of  October,  1908, 
at  11:30  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  or  at  any  other  time  or  times  to  which  the  same 
may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  ITA  Nassau  street, 
borough  of  Manhattan,  (^ty  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regu- 
lations, equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad 
Company,  in  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  In  the  First  District,  are 
improper  or  inadequate,  and  whether  the  said  company  does  not  run  trains  and 
cars  enough  reasonably  to  accommodate  the  passenger  traffic  transported  by  it  or 
offered  for  transportation  to  It.  upon  its  Fulton  stre<'t  and  Fifth  avenue  elevated 
lines,  and  If  such  l)e  found  to  Ix*  the  fact,  then  to  determine  whether  it  is  reason- 
ably necessary  to  accommodate  and  transport  the  said  traffic  transported  by  it  or 
offered  for  transportation  to  It,  and  Is  and  will  be  Just,  reasonable,  proper  and 
adequate  to  direct  that  the  service  of  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad 
Company  upon  its  l\ilton  street  and  Fifth  avenue  lines  be  Increased  and  supple- 
mented. 

And  if  any  such  chanircs.  Imp'-oveiront  or  additions  be  found  to  bo  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforosald.  th»»n  to  d"tormino  what  period  will  be  a  reason- 
able time  within  which  the  same  should   be  directed  to  be  executed. 

AH  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  l)e  Just  and  rea.sonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Brooklyn  ITnlon  Elevated  Railroad  Company  be 
given  at  least  five  days'  notlc<*  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  It,  either  per- 
sonally or  by  mall,  of  a  cortiflod  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said 
company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examin- 
ing and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 


Hearings  were  held  October  loth,  ICth  and  20th. 
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Brooklyn    Union    Elevated    Railroad    Company. —  Service   on 
Broadway  elevated  line. 


In    the   Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  Motion  of  the  Commission  as  to  the 
Re^^uTatlons,  Practices,  Ekjuipment  and  Service  of 
the  BROOKLYN  UNION  ELEVATED  RAILROAD 
COMPANY  In  respect  to  its  Broadway  Line. 


CASE  1014. 
HEARING.  ORDER. 

December  15,  1908. 


It  is  hereby  ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  24th  day  of  December,  1908, 
at  2  :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan.  City  and  State  of  New  Yorlc,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations,  prac- 
tices, equipment  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  In  respect 
to  the  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District,  upon  its  Broadway  Line, 
are  unreasonable,  improper  or  inadequate,  and  to  determine  whether  changes  In. 
said  regulations,  practices,  equipment  or  service  in  the  following  particulars,  at 
the  place  or  places  herein  mentioned  be  Just,  reasonable,  adequate  and  proper  and 
whether  such  changes  shall  be  put  in  force,  observed  and  used  on  said  line  of 
said  company:  and  also  to  inquire  and  determine  whether  said  company  does  not 
run  trains  enough,  or  cars  enough,  or  possess  motive  power  enough  reasonably  to 
accommodate  the  traffic  transported  by  or  offered  for  transportation  to  It,  or  does 
not  run  Its  trains  or  cars  with  sufficient  frequency :  and  also  to  inquire  and  deter- 
mine whether  improvements,  changes  or  additions  to  or  in  tracks  or  other  prop- 
erty or  device  used  by  said  company  ought  reasonably  to  be  made,  in  order  to  pro- 
mote the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public  or  employees,  or  In  order  to  secure 
adequate  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  namely,  whether  said 
Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  should  be  required  and  directed  here- 
after to  operate  Its  Broadway  Line  between  I>elancey  street,  Manhattan,  and  Can- 
arsie,  as  follows : 

1.  EJither  to  provide  on  every  day,  including  Sunday,  as  many  seats  In  each 
direction  past  any  point  as  there  are  passengers. 

(a)  On  any  four  consecutive  trains  when  the  scheduled  headway  does  not  exceed 
five   (5)    minutes: 

(b)  On  any  three  consecutive  trains  when  the  scheduled  headway  is  more  than 
five    (5>    minutes,  but  does  not  exceed   ten    (10)    minutes; 

(c)  On  any  two  (2)  consecutive  trains  when  the  scheduled  headway  is  more 
than  ten   (10)   minutes,  but  does  not  exceed  fifteen   (15)    minutes; 

(d)  On  any  train  when  the  scheduled  headway  is  more  than  fifteen  (15)  minutes; 
or 

2.  When  as  many  seats  as  passengers  cannot  be  provided,  as  described  In  the 
foregoing,  to  operate 

(a)  As  many  six-car  trains  on  its  line  as  possible  over  Broadway  at  Manhattan 
Junction,  the  number  of  trains  operating  on  this  line  to  be  proportioned  to  the 
maximum  number  of  trains  that  can  pass  over  Broadway  at  Manhattan  Junction 
as  the  total  number  of  passengers  in  such  six-car  trains  on  this  line  is  to  the  total 
number  of  passengers  in  all  the  trains  passing  over  Broadway  at  Manhattan 
Junction. 

3.  At  all  times  to  operate  trains  on  said  line  upon  such  a  schedule  that  the 
scheduled  headway  between  through  trains  on  said  line  shall  not  exceed  ttilrty 
(30)  minutes  at  any  time  between  midnight  and  6  a.  m.,  and  shall  not  exceed 
ten  (10)   minutes  at  any  time  botween  6  a.  m.  and  midnight:  and  further 

4.  To  operate  frequent  sbuttU>  sprv'i<'e  botwoon  Broadway  Ferry  and  Marcy 
avenue  station  to  make  close  connections  with  all  through  trains  stopping  at  said 
Marcy  avenue  station  ;   and   further 

5.  Within  fifteen  day.-?  froD  ihc  s<»rvlco  of  this*  order  and  from  time  to  time 
thereafter  to  ascertain  the  maximum  six-car  train  operation  possible  on  each  line 
over  Broadway  at  Manhattan  Junction  and  notify  th«^  Commission  of  the  results; 
and  further 

6.  To  cause  all  trains  operated  on  said  line  to  be  designated  with  proper  desti- 
nation signs  at  the  bcsfinning  of  their  nin  and  throusjhout  said  run;  and  further 

7.  To  have  the  oidor  which  shall  hf  mado  upon  this  hearing,  together  with 
headway  tables  covering  the  daily  oponition  of  trains,  printed  in  a  manner  to  be 
approved  by  the  Commission  and  posted  conspi«uiously  In  each  car  operated  on  said 
line. 

And  If  such  changes,  improvement^;  and  afldltions  be  such  as  ought  to  be  made  aa 
aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  extent  thoroof  and  what  period  would  be  a 
reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Coramlsslon  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and   roasonablo. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railway  Companv  be 
given  at  least  seven  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either 'per- 
sonally  or   by   mail,    of  a   certified   copy    of   this  order,    and   that  at  such   hearing 
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said  company  be  afforded  all  reasonable   oppoi'tunlty  for  presenting  evidence  and 
examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  hereinbefore  set  forth. 

Hearings  were  held  December  24th  and  Slst. 
Adjourned  to  January  11,  1909. 


Brooklyn    Union    Elevated    Railroad    Company. —  Service   oh 
Myrtle  avenue  elevated  line. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing   on   motion    of   the    Commission    as    to    the 

regulations,    practices,    equipment   and    service   of 

the  BROOKLYN  UNION  ELEVATED  RAILROAD 

COMPANY  in  respect  to  its  Myrtle  Avenue  Line. 


CASE  No.  1019, 

HEARING  ORDER. 
December  15,  1908. 


It  i8  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  24th  day  of  December,  1908, 
at  2  :30  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations,  prac- 
tices, equipment  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  in  respect 
to  the  transportation  of  persons  In  the  First  District,  upon  Its  Myrtle  avenue  line, 
are  unreasonable,  improper  or  Inadequate,  and  to  determine  whether  changes  in 
said  regulations,  practices,  equipment  or  service  in  the  following  particulars,  at 
the  place  or  places  herein  mentioned  be  just,  reasonable,  adequate  and  proper  and 
whether  such  changes  shall  be  put  In  force,  observed  and  used  on  said  line  of  said 
company ;  and  also  to  Inquire  and  determine  whether  said  company  does  not  run 
trains  enough  or  cnrs  enough  or  possesses  motive  power  enough  reasonably  to 
accommodate  the  traffic  transported  by  or  offered  for  transportation  to  it  or  does 
nat  run  its  trains  or  cars  with  sufficient  frequency;  and  also  to  inquire  and 
determine  whether  improvements,  changes  or  additions  to  or  in  tracks  or  other 
property  or  device  used  by  said  company  ought  reasonably  to  be  made.  In  order  to 
promote  the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public  or  employees,  or  In  order  to  secure 
adequate  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  namely,  whether  said 
Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  should  be  required  and  directed 
hereafter  to  operate  Its  Myrtle  avenue  line  between  Park  row,  Manhattan,  and 
Metropolitan  avenue,  as  follows : 

1.  Either  to  provide  on  every  day,  including  Sunday,  as  many  seats  in  each 
direction  past  any  point  as  there  are  passengers 

(a)  On  any  four  (4)  consecutive  trains  when  the  scheduled  headway  does  not 
exceed  five    (5)    minutes: 

(b)  On  any  three  (3)  consecutive  trains  when  the  sjheduled  headway  is  more 
than  five   (5)   minutes,  but  does  not  oxceod  ten   (10)   minutes; 

(c)  On  any  two  (2)  consecutive  trains  when  the  scheduled  headway  is  more 
than  ten  (10)  minutes,  but  does  not  exceed  fifteen   (15)  minutes; 

(d)  On  any  train  when  the  scheduled  headway  is  more  than  fifteen  (15)  minutes; 
or 

2.  When  as  many  seats  as  passengers  cannot  be  provided  as  described  in  the 
foregoing,  to  operate 

(a)  As  many  six-car  trains  on  its  lines  as  possible  over  Brooklyn  Bridge,  the 
number  of  trains  operating  on  this  line  to  be  proportioned  to  the  maximum 
number  of  trains  that  can  pass  over  Brooklyn  Bridge  as  the  total  number  of 
passengers  In  such  six-car  traius  on  this  line  Is  to  the  total  number  of  passengers 
in  all  the  trains  passing  over  Brooklyn  Bridge;  and 

(b)  In  addition,  during  such  times,  lo  provide  In  each  direction  past  any  point 
between  Sands  street  loop  and  Metropolitan  avenue,  either  as  many  seats  as  there 
are  passengers,  in  accordance  with  the  foregoing  subdivisions  1.  (a),  1.  (b),  1.  <c), 
1.  (d);  or 

(c)  As  many  more  six-car  trains  as  possible  over  Myrtle  avenue  at  Hudson 
avenue,  as  the  total  number  of  passengers  in  such  additional  six-car  trains  Is  to  the 
total  number  of  passongcrs  in  all  additional  trains  originating  at  Sands  street  loop, 
and  passing  over  Myrtle  avenue  at  Hudson  avenue;  and  further 

3.  At  all  tlmos  to  operate  trains  on  said  line  upon  such  a  schedule  that  the 
scheduled  headway  between  through  trains  on  said  lino  shall  not  exceed  thirty  (30) 
minutes  at  any  time  between  midnight  end  0  a.  m..  and  shall  not  exceed  ten  (10) 
minutes  at  any  time  between  6  a.  m.  and  midnight;  and  further 

4.  Within  fifteen  days  after  the  service  of  this  order  and  from  time  to  time 
thereafter  to  ascertain  the  maximum  six  car  train  operation  possible  on  each  line 
over  Brooklyn  Bridge  and  over  Myrtle  avenue  at  Hudson  avenue  to  notify  the 
Commission  of  the  result;  and  further 

6.  To  cause  all  trains  operated  on  said  line  to  be  designated  with  proper  desti- 
nation signs  at  the  beginning  of  their  run  and  throughout  said  run;  and  further 
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6.  To  have  the  order  which  shall  bo  made  upon  this  hearing,  together  with 
headway  tables  covering  the  daily  operation  of  trains,  printed  in  a  manner  to  be 
approved  by  the  Commissioa  and  posted  conspicuously  in  each  car  operated  on  said 
Ihie. 

And  if  such  changes,  improvementK  and  additions  be  .such  as  ought  to  be  made 
as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  extent  thereof  and  what  period  would  be  a 
reasonable  time  within  which  tho  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  ju5?t  and  reasonable 

Further  ordered,  That  tlie  said  Brooklyn  T^nion  Elevated  Railroad  Company  be 
ghren  at  least  seven  days'  ndlco  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it.  either  per- 
sonally 01-  by  mall,  of  a  ceiritiod  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing 
said  cony^any  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and 
examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  hereinbefore  set  forth. 

Hearings  were  held  December  24th  and  31st. 
Adjourned  to  January  11,  1909. 


Brooklyn    Union    Elevated    Railroad    Company. —  Service   on 
Lexington  avenue  elevated  line. 


In  the  Matter 

of   the 

Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commission  as  to  the 
regulations,  practices,  equipment  and  service  of 
the  BROOKIA'N  UNION  KI,KVATED  RAILUOAD 
COMPANY  in  respect  to  its  Tx>xlngton  Avenue 
Line. 


CASE  No.   1020, 

IIEARIN(}  ORDER. 

December  15,  1908. 


It  i»  hcrehv  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  24th  day  of  December,  19A8, 
at  2  :30  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  ofllce  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations,  prac- 
tices, equipment  and  servicp  of  the  Brooklyn  I'nlon  Elevated  Railroad  Company  in 
respect  to  the  transportation  of  persona  In  the  First  District  upon  its  Lexington 
avenue  line,  arc  unroasonable,  improper  or  inadequate,  and  to  determine  whether 
changes  In  said  regulations,  practices,  equipment  or  service  in  the  particulars 
following,  at  the  place  or  places  herein  mentioned  would  be  just,  reasonable, 
adequate  and  proper,  and  whether  such  t-hanjres  shall  be  put  in  force,  observed  and 
used  on  the  line  of  said  company  ;  and  also  to  inquire  and  determine  whether  said 
company  does  not  run  trains  onough  or  <ars  enough  or  possess  motive  power 
enough  reasonablv  to  accommodate  the  traffic  transportt?d  by  or  offered  for  trans- 
portation to  it  or  does  not  run  its  trains  or  ca^^  with  sufficient  frequency;  and 
also  to  inquire  and  determine  wholher  Improvements,  changes  or  additions  to  or  In 
the  tracks  or  otlier  property  or  device  used  by  said  company  ought  reasonably  to  be 
made,  in  order  to  pronn)te  the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public  or  employees 
or  in  order  to  socure  adocprnte  facilltif-s  for  the  transportation  of  passengers, 
namely,  whether  said  Brooklyn  T'nion  Elevatod  Itallroad  Company  should  be  required 
and  directed  hereafter  to  operate  Its  Lexington  avenue  line,  between  Park  row, 
Manhatlan,  and   Cypres.-*  Hills,  as  follows: 

1.  Either  to  provl<le  on  evoi-y  day,  includmg  Sunday,  as  many  seats  in  each 
direction  past  any  point,  as  thevp  are  passeng<*rs 

(a)  On  any  four  (4i  consecutive  trains  when  the  scheduled  headway  does  not 
exceed  five    (5)    minutes; 

(b)  On  any  three  (3)  consecutive  trains  when  the  scheduled  headway  Is  more 
than  five  (5).  but  does  not  exceed  ten  (10)   minutes: 

(c)  On  any  two  (2)  consecutive  trains  when  the  scheduled  headway  is  more 
than  ten   (10)    minutes.  Imt  do-s  not  exceed  fifteen   (!.">)   minutes;  and 

(d)  On  any  train  when  fiie  scheduled  headway  is  more  than  fifteen  (15) 
minutes,  or 

2.  When  as  many  seats  as  pa s.sengers -cannot  be  provided,  as  prescribed  in  the 
foregoing,  to  operate 

(a)  As  many  six-car  trains  on  this  line  as  possible  over  Brooklvn  Bridge,  the 
number  of  trains  operated  on  this  line  to  be  proportioned  to  'the  maximum 
number  of  trains  that  can  i>ass  over  Brooklyn  Bridge  as  the  total  number  of 
passengers  in  such  six-car  trains  on  this  line  is  to  the  total  number  of  passenirers 
in  all  of  the  trains  passing  over  Brooklyn  Bridge  :  and  * 

(b)  In  addition,  during  such  times,  tc  provide  in  eadi  direction  past  any  Doint 
between  Sands  street  loops  and  (^vpres.^  Hills  either  as  many  seats  as  there  are 
passengers,  in  accordance  with  tlie  foregoing  subdivlsloas  1.  (a),  1  (h)  1  (t*\ 
and    L    (d);    or  -  '       '    '    '*    ^-    ^^' 
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(c)  As  many  more  six-cnr  tmliis  as  possible  over  Myrtle  avenue  at  Hudson 
avenue:  the  nuinl>er  of  such  additional  six-car  trains  to  bo  proportioned  to  the 
maximum  number  of  additional  tmins  tlmt  can  pass  over  Mj'rtle  avenue  at  Hudson 
avenue,  as  tho  total  number  of  passengers  In  such  additional  six-car  trains  Is  to  the 
total  number  of  passengers  In  all  additional  trains  originatinrj  fit  "Sands  street  loops 
and  passing  over  Myrtle  avenue  at  Hudson  avenue;  and  further 

3.  At  all  times  to  operate  trains  on  said  line  upon  such  a  schedule  that  the 
scheduled  headway  between  through  trains  on  said  line  shall  not  exceed  thirty  (30) 
minutes  at  any  time  between  midnight  and  6  a.  m.,  and  shall  not  exceed  ten  (10) 
minutes  at  any  time  between  G  a.  m.  and  midnight:  and  further 

4.  Within  fifteen  days  after  the  service  of  this  order  and  from  time  to  time 
hereafter  to  ascertain  the  maximum  six  car  train  operation  possible  on  each  line 
over  Brooklyn  Bridge  and  over  Myrtle  avenue  at  Hudson  avenue  and  notify  the 
Commission  of  the  results;  and  further 

5.  To  cause  all  trains  operated  on  said  line  to  be  designated  with  proper  desti- 
nation signs  at  the  beginning  of  their  run  and  throughout  said  run ;  and  further 

6.  To  have  the  order  which  shall  be  made  upon  this  hearing,  together  with 
headway  tables  covering  the  daily  operation  of  trains  printed  In  a  manner  to  b« 
approved  by  the  Commission  and  posted  conspicuously  in  each  car  operated  on  said 
line. 

And  if  such  changes,  improvements  and  additions  be  such  as  ought  to  be  made 
as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  extent  thereof  and  what  period  would  be  a 
reasonable  time  within   which   the   same  should   be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  ^he  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
promises  as  shall  be  just  and   reasonable. 

Further  ordered,  That  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  be 
given  at  least  seven  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  It,  either  per- 
sonally or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing 
said  company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and 
examining  and  .cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  hereinbefore  set  forth. 

Hearings  were  held  December  24th  and  31st. 
Adjourned  to  January  11,  1909. 


Central    Park,   North    and   East.  River    Railroad    Company. — 

Service  on  Fifty-ninth  street  crosstown  line. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  of  Improvements  In  and  additions  to  the 
service '  and  equipment  of  CRNTRAL  PARK, 
NORTH  AND  EAST  RIVER  RAILROAD  COM- 
PANY, and  of  ADRIAN  H.  JOLINE  and 
DOUGLAS  ROBINSON,*  Receivers,  in  the  par- 
ticulars herelnbelow  mentioned. 


ORDER  FOR  HEARING 
No.  C49. 
July  23,  1908. 


It  is  herehif  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  1st  day  of  August,  1908,  at 
10:00  o'clock' In  the  forenoon,  or  nt  any  time  or  tlmos  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street.  Borough  or 
Manhattan,  Cltv  of  New  York,  State  of  Now  York,  to  inquire  wheth.or  the 
regulations,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  Central  Park,  North  and 
East  River  Railroad  Companv  and  of  Adrian  H.  Jollno  and  Douglas  Robinson, 
Receivers,  in  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  In  the  first  district  ort  the  roads 
and  property  of  said  Company,  are  unjust,  unreasonable.  Improper  or  Inadequate 
and  whether  said  Companv  or  said  Receivers  do  not  run  cars  enough  or  with 
8ufl!\clent  frequency  or  possess  or  operate  motive  power  enough  reasonably  to 
accommodate  the  passenger  traffic  transported  by  It  or  them  or  offered  for  tr.ans- 
portation  to  it  or  them,  and  If  such  bo  found  to  be  the  fact,  then  to  determine 
whether  It  is  reasonji])Iy  necessiiry  to  accommodate  and  transport  the  said 
trafQc  transported  or  offered  for  tninsnortnllou  and  is  and  will  b<>  lust,  reason- 
able, proper  and  adequate  to  direct  that  the  service  of  the  said  Company  and  of 
said  Receivers  be  increased  and  supplemented  at  the  points  and  times  and  in  the 
particulars  foilowinff.  that  Is  to  say:  ^        ,     .  .  .^ 

1.  By  reducing  the  headwav  of  cars  operated  on  week  days  by  electricity  on 
the  Flhy-rilnth  Street  Oosstown  line  from  the  present  schedule  as  of  July  1, 
190.S,  to  a  headwav  of  one  minute,  between  6:30  a.  m.  and  4:30  p.  m,.  and  to 
forty  seconds  between  4:30  p.  M.  and  0:30  r.  m.,  and  to  one  minute  between  6:30 
p.  y\.  and  0:30  p.  m.  of  each  day.  ^    ,         ,     .  .  ..  ^u  ,^ 

2.  Bv  reducing  the  headway  of  cars  operated  by  electricity  upon  the  said 
Fifty-ninth  Street  Crosstown  line  from  the  Sunday  schedule  as  of  July  1,  1908, 
BO  that  the  said  headway  shall  be  as  follows:  Between  0:40  a.  m.  and  11  p.  m.. 
one  minute. 
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And  If  such  chnngos,  improvements  or  additions  bo  found  to  be  such  as  ouj^bt 
to  l)€  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a  reasonable  time 
within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

Ail  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordcnd.  That  the  said  Contml  Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad 
Company  and  Adrian  H,  .Tollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  Receivers,  be  eiven  at 
least  two  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  It  and  them,  eltner  per- 
sonally or  by  mall,  of  certUled  copies  of  this  order  and  that  at  such  hearing 
said  Company  and  said  Receivers  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for 
presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the 
matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  were  held  August  Ist,  4th,  5th,  6th,  13th  and  27th. 


CJoney   Island   and  Brooklyn   Railroad   Company. —  Insufficient 

service,  DeKalb  avenue  line  at  Borough  hall. 

Complaint    of    Walter    Rappelyea    Davis 
against 
Coney    Island    axd    Brooklyn     Railroad  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  281   (see  form,    note  1)   issued  February  2l8t. 


Coney  Island   and   Brooklyn   Railroad  Company. —  Service  on 
DeKalb  avenue  line. 


Hearing  Order  No.  384. 
Hearing  Order  No.  384A. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 


In    the    ATatter 
of  the 
Hearing    on    motion    of    the    Commission    on    the 
question    of    improvements    In    and    additions    to 
the  service  and  equipment  of  the  CONEY  ISLAND 
AND  BROOKLYN  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


'  Service  on  DeKalb  Avenue  Line." 


HEARING  ORDER  No.   384. 
March  31,  1908. 


It  ift  hereby  ordeufJ.  That  a  henring  be  had  on  the  14th  dav  of  April,  1908,  at 
2:30  o'clock  in  the  nftornoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  iiinv 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  tlio  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borouffh 
of  Manhattan,   city   and    State   of   X«'w  York,   to  inquire. 

1,  Whether  the  ro;?ulatlons.  practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the 
Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  In  respect  to  transportation  of 
persons  in  the  first  district  upon  its  DoKnIh  avonne  line,  are  unfust.  nnrea.sonable 
Improper  or  inadequate,  and  whether  chanffos.  improvements  and  additions  thereto 
ought  reasonably  to  be  made  In  order  to  ]>n)niote  the  securitv  and  coTivenlence 
of  the  public,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and 'facilities  for  tne 
transportation  of  passengers,  and  if  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact,  then  to 
determine  whether  the  changes,  additions  and  improvements  In  rejrulations, 
practices,  equipment  and  apiilianees  and  service  of  said  companv,  as  hereinafter 
set  forth,  are  such  as  will  be  jusj:.  reasonable,  adequate  and  proper,  and  oujrnt 
reasonably  to  be  made  to  acconuuodnie  the  nasseneer  traffic  offered  to  it  and  to 
promote  the  convenieiMC  of  the  public,  or  in  onler  to  secure  adequate  service 
or  facilities  for  the  transj^ortatlon  of  pa <=:«;(' ntrers.  that   is  to  say: 

(a)  Whether  said  Coney  Island  and  P.rooklyn  Hnilro>id  Conipnny  should  le  directed 
to  t»perate  all  cars  passing  the  intersection  of  DeKalli  avenue  and  Gold  stn»oi 
bound  for  Park  Row  between  the  hours  of  0:00  and  0:00  a.  m..  ro  that  th'ev 
shall  traverse  instead  of  Fiilton  and  Washington  streets,  the  following  stroeis'* 
Gold  street,  Willoughby  street,  .Jay  street,  Sands  street  and  then  to  the  bridge 
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(b)  Whether  gald  company  should  be  directed  to  operate  Its  cars  leaving  Park 
Row  loops  between  the  hours  of  H  :00  and  7  :00  p.  M.  so  that  they  shall  run  by 
way  of  I'rospect  (under  tho  bridge),  Adams,  Sands,  Jay,  Willoughby  and  Gold 
streets,  to  iJoKalb  avenue,  instead  of  using  Washington  and  Fufton  streets  as  at 
present. 

(C)  WTiether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  operate  those  of  the  additional 
cars  indicated  below  under  11,  which  leaves  the  barns  between  the  hours  of  5:3U 
and  8:30  a.  m„  so  that  they  shall  run  to  High  street  via  DeKalb  avenue,  Fulton 
street  and  Washington  street,  and  to  operate  those  of  the  additional  cars  below 
mentioned  which  start  from  the  barns  between  the  hours  of  ll;3o  a.  m.  and  1:30 
p.  M.  so  that  they  shall  run  to  Park  Row. 

And  to  Inquire 

2.  Whether  the  said  company  runs  cars  enough  and  with  sufficient  frequency, 
or  possesses  and  operates  motor  power  enough  reasonably  to  accommodate  passeu* 
ger  trallio  transported  by  It  or  ofiferpd  to  it  for  transportation,  and  if  such  be 
found  not  to  be  the  fact,  then  to  determine  whether  it  is  reasonably  necessary, 
In  order  to  accommodate  and  transport  the  said  traffic  transported  or  offered  for 
transportation,  and  whether  it  is  and  will  be  just,  reasonable,  proper  and 
adequate,  to  direct  that  the  service  of  the  said  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Rail- 
road Company  on  its  DeKalb  avenue  Hue  be  Increased  and  supplemented  at  me 
times  and  In  the  particulars  following,  that  is  to  say: 

a.  Leaving  the  depot  at  DeKsilb  and  Covert  avenues: 

1.  By  an  increase  between  the  hours  of  5  :30  a.  m.  and  6  :00  a.  m.  of  two  cars 
or  from  Hve   to   seven  cars. 

2.  By  an  Increase  between  the  hours  of  6  :00  x.  m.  and  6 :30  a.  m.  of  two  cars 
or  from  ten  to  twelve  cars. 

3.  By  an  increase  between  the  hours  of  6:30  a.  m.  and  7:00  a.  m.  of  four  cars 
or  from  eighteen  to  twenty-two  cars. 

4.  By  an  increase  between  the  hours  of  7:00  a.  m.  and  7:30  a.  m.  of  nine  cars 
or  from  nineteen  to  twenty-eight  cars. 

5.  By  an  increase  between  the  hours  of  7:30  a.  m.  and  8:00  a.  m.  of  ten  cars 
or  from  eighteen  to  twenty-eight  cars. 

And  if  any  such  changes,  improvements  or  additions  be>  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a  reason- 
able time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company 
be  given  at  least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  It,  eitner 
personally  or  by  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing 
said  company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and 
examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

The  following  order  superseded  Order  No.  384  and  the  hearings  were  had 
under  it.  .    j 

HEARING  ORDER  No.  384A. 
April   7,   1908. 

It  is  hereby  ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  14th  day  of  April,  1908,  at 
2:30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission.  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  City  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire 

I.  Whether  the  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances,  and  service  of  the 
Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  lUIlroad  (^ompany  In  respect  to  transportation  of  per- 
sons in  the  First  District  upon  its  DoKalb  avenue  line,  are  unjust,  unreasonable, 
Improper  or  inadequate,  and  whetlior  changes.  Improvements  and  additions  thereto 
ought  reasonably  to  be  made  In  order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of 
the  public,  or  In  order  to  socure  ad(»quate  service  and  facilities  for  the  transpor- 
tation of  passengers,  and  If  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact,  then  to  determine  whether 
the  changes,  additions,  and  Improvements  in  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  and 
appliances  and  service  of  said  company,  as  hereinafter  set  forth  are  such  as  will 
be  Just,  reasonable,  adequate  and  proper,  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  to 
accommodate  the  passenger  truffle  oflF«»red  to  It  and  to  promote  the  convenience  of 
the  public,  or  in  order  to  socure  adecjuate  service  or  facilities  for  the  transporta- 
tion of  passengers,   that  Is  to  say ; 

(a)  Whether  snld  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  should  be 
directed  to  operate  nil  cars  passln-.;  the  intersection  of  D<^Kalb  avenue  and  Gold 
street  bound  for  Park  How  iK^tweon  the  hours  of  0  :()<>  and  0:00  a.  m.,  so  that  they 
shall  traverse,  instead  of  Fulton  and  Wnshinyton  streets,  the  following  streets: 
Gold  street.  Wllloudibv  street.  .lay   street.   Sands  street,  and  then  to  the  Bridge; 

(b)  Whether  said  company  should  1)e  directed  to  operate  its  cars  leaving  Park 
Row  loops  between  the  hours  of  .'►  :(m  and  7:00  p.  m,  so  that  they  shall  run  by 
way  of  Prospect  (under  the  Bridge).  Adams.  Sands.  .Jay.  Willoughby  and  Gold 
streets,    to   DeKalb  avenue.   Instead   of  using  Washington   and   Fulton   streets  as   at 

(c)  Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  operate  those  of  the  additional 
cars  Indicated  below  under  II,  which  leave  the  barns  between  the  hours  of  .5  :30  and 
8*30  A    M.,  so  that  they  shall  run  to  High  street  via  DeKalb  avenue,  B^ilton  street 
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and  Washington  street ;  and  to  operate  those  of  the  additional  cars  below  men- 
tioned which  start  from  the  barns  between  the  hours  of  11 :30  a.  m.  and  1 :30  p.  M. 
80  that  they  shall  run  to  Park  Row. 

And  to  inquire : 

II.  WTiether  the  said  company  runs  cars  enough  and  with  sufficient  frequency, 
or  possesses  and  operates  motor  power  enough  reasonably  to  accommodate  pas- 
senger traffic  transported  by  It  or  offered  to  it  for  transportation,  and  if  such  be 
found  not  to  be  the  fact,  then  to  determine  whether  It  is  reasonably  necessary. 
In  order  to  accommodate  and  transport  the  said  traffic  transported  or  offered  for 
transportation,  and  whether  it  is  and  will  be  just,  reasonable,  proper  and  adequate 
to  direct  that  the  service  of  the  said  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company 
on  its  DeKalb  avenue  line  be  Increased  and  supplemented  at  the  time  and  in  the 
particulars  following,  that  is  to  say  : 

I 

Leaving  the  depot  at  DeKalb  and  Covert  avenues : 

1.  By  an  increase  between  the  hours  of  5 :30  A.  M.  and  6 :00  A.  M.  of  2  cars, 
or  from  5  to  7  cars. 

2.  By  an  increase  between  the  hours  of  6 :00  A.  M.  and  6  :30  a.  m.  of  2  cars, 
or  for  from  10  to  12  cars. 

3.  By  an  increase  between  the  hours  of  6 :30  A.  m.  and  7 :00  A.  m.  of  4  cars, 
or  from  18  to  22  cars. 

4.  By  an  Increase  between  the  hours  of  7  :00  a.  m.  and  7  :30  a.  m.  of  9  cars, 
or  from  19  to  28  cars. 

6.  By  an  Increase  between  the  hours  of  7  :30  A.  M.  and  8  :00  A.  m.  of  10  cars, 
or  from  18  to  28  cars. 

6.  By  an  increase  between  the  hours  of  8 :00  A.  m.  and  8 :30  a,  m.  of  4  cars, 
or  from  19  to  23  cars. 

Of  the  above  totals  the  same  number  as  at  present  shall  operate  across  Brooklyn 
Bridge,  via  the  prescribed  route. 

7.  By  an  increase  between  the  hours  of  11:30  a.  m.  and  12:30  P.  m.  of  3  cars, 
or  from  16  to  18  cars. 

8.  By  an  increase  between  the  hours  of  12  :30  and  1 :30  p.  M.  of  3  cars,  or  from 

17  to  20  cars. 

The  following  increase  for  the  eastbound  traffic,  the  additional  cars  between  the 
hours  of  4  :46  and  (J  :45  p.  m.  to  start  from  High  street  and  run  to  Covert  avenue, 
via  Washington  street.  Fulton  street  and  DeKalb  avenue.  The  additional  cars 
between  the  hours  of  9:30  and  12:00  p.  m,  to  start  from  Park  Row  loops  and  run 
to  the  Covert  avenue  depot  via  Washington  street,  BMlton  street  and  DeKalb 
avenue. 

9.  By  an  Increase  between  the  hours  of  4  :45  and  5  :15  P.  M.  of  5  cars,  ot  from 
23  to  28  cars. 

10.  By  an  increase  between  the  hours  of  5  :15  and  5  :45  p.  m.  of  10  cars,  or  from 

18  to  28  cars. 

11.  Bv  an  increase  between  the  hours  of  5  :45  and  6  :15  p.  m.  of  9  cars,  or  from 

19  to  28  cars. 

12.  By  an  Increase  between  the  hours  of  6  :15  and  6  :45  P.  m.  of  13  cars,  or  from 
16  to  28  cars. 

Of  the  above  totals  the  same  numl>er  as  at  present  shall  operate  across 
Brooklyn  Bridge,  but  by  the  route  elsewhere  prescribed. 

13.  By  an  increase  between  the  hours  of  9  :30  and  10  :30  p.  M.  of  4  cars,  or  from 
14  to  lb  cars. 

14.  By  an  Increase  between  the  hours  of  10  :30  and  11  :30  p.  M.  of  3  cars,  op 
from  15  to  18  cars. 

15.  By  an  Increase  between  the  hours  of  11:30  and  12:00  P.  M.  of  2  cars,  or 
from  6  to  8  cars. 

And  if  any  such  changes.  Improvements  or  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a  reasonable 
time  within  which  the  same  should  l)e  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  be 
given  at  least  five  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  per- 
sonally or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said 
company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  exam- 
ining and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  held  April  14th,  21st,  28th  and  May  4th. 

Opinion'   op   Commission. 
(Adopted  May  29,  1008.) 
CoMMiasioNEB  Bassbtt: — 

Following  numerous  complaints  regarding  alleged  inadequate  service  on  the 
DeKalb  avenue  line  of  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company,  Hearini? 
Order  No.  384,  later  replaced  by  No.  3S4a.  was  made.  The  order  directed  the 
inquiry  to  cover  a  proposed  change  of  route  of  cars  during  rush  hours  from  Fulton 
and  Washington  streets  to  Gold,  Wllloughby,  Jay  and  Sands  streets,  and  also  an 
increase  of  service.     The  testimony  shows  that  between  6  a.  m.  and  9  a.  m.  about 
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60  per  cent,  of  the  total  number  of  passengers  leave  the  cars  between  Gold  street 
and  the  Brooklyn  Bridge,  thus  indicating  that  if  the  present  route  were  changed 
a  far  greater  proportion  of  passengers  would  be  Inconvenienced  than  those  bene- 
fited. The  same  finding  applies  to  the  evening  rush  hours.  In  my  opinion  it  would 
be  unreasonable  to  require  these  cars  to  operate  through  side  streets  instead  of 
through  Fulton  street. 

The  testimony  submitted  by  the  inspection  department  covering  observations 
made  during  February  and  March  shows  very  heavy  overcrowding  during  rush 
hours.  In  the  morning  rush  hours  numerous  cars  with  seating  capacity  of  thirty- 
six  were  observed  with  loads  of  from  fifty-five  to  sixty-five  passengers,  and  in  the 
evening  between  5  :30  and  6 :30  cars  with  the  same  seating  capacity  had  loads 
of  seventy-seven  passengers  at  Gold  street.  Since  the  hearing  order  was  Issued 
open  cars  with  seating  oapacity  of  sixty  passengers  have  been  placed  In  operation 
on  this  line.  With  the  open  cars  in  operation  it  appears  that  as  many  seats,  and 
in  some  periods  more  seats,  will  be  provided  than  the  number  suggested  in  the 
hearing  order.  If  the  company  maintains  the  present  schedule  the  traffic  will  be 
properly  handled  with  the  open  cars,  and  assurance  has  been  given  by  the  company 
that  the  present  schedule  will  be  maintained. 

Active  rehabilitation  work  is  proceeding  on  the  cars  of  this  company,  and  it  is 
quite  likely  that  when  the  operation  of  closed  cars  begins  in  the  fall  a  better  serv- 
ice can  be  given  on  this  line  than  was  given  the  past  winter.  If  it  becomes 
necessary  to  take  this  subject  up  anew  In  the  fall  the  data  collected  and  tabula- 
tions made  by  the  transit  inspection  department  will  facilitate  a  proper  and 
quick  determination  at  that  time. 

As  this  was  a  Commission  hearing  to  investigate  the  general  subject  of  service 
on  the  DcKalb  avenue  line,  it  is  not  requisite  that  an  order  be  made. 


Coney  Island   and  Brooklyn   Railroad   Company. —  Service  on 

Covert  avenue  and  Stanhope  street  lines. 

Complaint  Order  No.  340. 

Hearing  Order  No,  476. 

Dismissal  Order  No.  542. 
Complaint  of  T^onard  Rose 

against 

Coney    Island    and    Brooklyn    Railroad    Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  340  (see  form,  note  1)    issued  March  13th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  476   (see  form,  note  3)   issued  May  12th. 
Hearing  held  May  29th. 
The  following  dismissal  order  was  issued: 


LEONARD  ROSE, 

Complainant, 
against 
CONEY     ISIuAND     AND     BROOKLYN     RAHJIOAD 
COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

"  Service    on    Covert    Avenue    and    Stanhope    Street 
Lines." 


After  Order  for  Hearing  No.  476,  dated  May  12,  1008. 


DISMISSAL  ORDER 
No.  r>42. 

May  29,  1908. 


J 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  <>n  *J«  26th 
day  of  May.  11)08,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  Pursuant  to  an 
order  of  this   Commission  No.  476,   dated  May   12,  1008,  upon  the  complaint  and 
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In  the  opinion  In  that  case,  I  discussed  In  a  general  way  the  principles  involved 
and  It  Is  not  necessary  to  repeat  the  statements  there  made,  but  they  apply  with 
equal  force  to  the  Grand  Street  lino.  It  is  considered  that  fifteen  cars  in  every 
fifteen-minute  period  will  provide  adequate  service,  but  It  may  be  that  the  number 
of  passengers  will  so  increase  with  the  Improved  service  that  a  larger  number  of 
cars  must  be  run,  but  for  the  present  I  consider  the  maximum  set  sufBcient.  The 
general'  traffic  conditions  will  not  prevent  more  cars  being  run. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDER  No.  421. 
April  17, 1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  April  13, 
.4  and  16.  1008.  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  pursuant  to 
/rearing  Order  No.  397  of  this  Commission,  dated  April  3,  1908,  and  returnable 
on  April  13.  1908,  at  2  :30  p.  M.,  and  it  appearing  that  said  order  was  duly  served 
upon  said  F.  W.  ANTiltrldge,  as  receiver  of  the  Dry  Dock,  East  Broadway  and 
Battery  Railroad  Company  on  the  4th  day  of  April,  1908,  and  that  such  service 
was  by  him  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  said  Dry  Dock.  East  Broadway  and  Bat- 
tery Railroad  Company  had  due  notice  of  said  hearing  and  that  said  hearing  was 
had  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  embraced  In  said  order  for 
hearing  on  the  13th,  14th  and  16th  days  of  April,  190S,  before  Mr.  Commissioner 
Maltlilf,  presidlnj?:  Harry  M.  Chamherlaln.  Esq..  appearing  for  the  Commission: 
Edward  A.  Maher,  Esq.,  general  manager,  appearing  for  said  railroad  company  and 
for  said  receiver,  and  proof  having  been  taken  upon  said  hearing,  and  It  being 
made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  the  service  of  said 
railroad  company  and  of  said  F.  W.  Whltrldge,  as  receiver  of  said  company,  in 
respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  upon  Its  lines,  the  Grand  Street  Cross- 
town  line  and  the  Grand  and  Desbros-ses  line  to  Brooklyn,  In  the  city  and  State 
of  New  York,  are  unreasonable,  improper  ^nd  Inadequate  In  that  said  Dry  Dock, 
Bast  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company  and  said  F.  W.  Whltrldge,  as  re- 
ceiver of  said  company,  do  not  operate  cars  enough  upon  said  lines  or  with  suffl- 
clent  frequency  or  upon  a  reasonable  time  schedule  reasonably  to  accommodate  the 
passenger  traffic  transported  by  them  or  offered  for  tran.sportatlon  to  them,  and  It 
appearing  that  U  would  be  just,  reasonable  and  proper  that  the  said  service  of 
the  said  Dry  Dock,  East  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company  and  of  F.  W. 
Whltrldge,  as  its  receiver,  be  Increased,  supplemented  and  changed  in  the  particu- 
lars hereinafter  set  forth  ; 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  "S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  is 

Ordered,  as  follows : 

1.  That  said  Dry  Dock.  East  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company,  and 
^aid  F.  W.  Whltrldge,  as  receiver  of  said  company,  be,  and  they  hereby  are.  directed 
and  required  to  operate  daily,  including  Sundays,  over  every  point  of  said  Grand 
Street  Crosstown  line  and  said  Grand  and  Deshrosses  line  to  Brooklyn,  either: 

(a)  A  sufficient  number  of  cars  in  each  direction  past  any  point  of  observation 
to  provide  during  every  fifteen  minute  period  of  the  day  or  night  a  ten  per  cent. 
(10  per  cent.)  excess  of  seats  over  passengers  at  that  point,  the  number  of  cars 
passing  any  point  to  be,  however,   never  less  than  six   (6)   cars  per  hour  In  each 

(b)  A*  minimum  number  of  fifteen  (ir»)  cars  In  one  direction  In  each  fifteen 
minute  period  In  which  provisions  of  subdivision    (a)  above  are  not  compiled  with. 

2  That  said  Drv  Dock,  East  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company  and 
«fni(i  F  W.  Whitridm'  as  nnolvor  of  said  company,  he  and  they  herebv  are 
directed  and  required  to  run  on  said  Grand  street  crosstown  line  all  westbound 
cars   from    Grand   street    ferry    at   least   to   Broadway,   and  all   eastbound   cars   at 

3  That  said  tVrv  Dock,  East  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company,  ana 
said  F  W.  Whitfidge,  as  receiver  of  said  company,  be  and  they  hereby  are 
directed  and  required  to  run  on  the  Grand  and  Desbrosses  line  to  Brooklyn  all 
wo«!thonnd  cars  from  the  Brooklyn  end  of  the  Williamsburg  Bridge  at  least  to 
Broadway,  and  all  easU)ound  cars  at  least  to  the  Brooklyn  end  of  the  Williamsburg 
Brid"'*' 

4  'That  said  Drv  Dock,  East  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company  and 
said  F  W  Whltridpe  ns  receiver  of  said  company  be  and  they  hereby  are  directed 
and  required  to  institute  such  changes.  Improvements  and  additions  by  or  before 
the  l«t  dav  of  May,  liM)8. 

This  order  shall  continue  In  force  until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  First  District  shall  otherwise  order. 

5  It  is  further  ordered.  That  said  Dry  Dock.  East  Broadway  and  Batterv  Rall- 
rc'id  Coinpanv  and  said  F.  W.  Whitrldire  as  rcc-'ivrr  of  said  company  notify  the 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  within  five  (5)  days  after 
service  of  this  order  upon  them  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted 
and  will  be  obeyed. 
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pinal  order  no.  472,  amending  pinal  order  na  421. 

May   8,    1908. 

Final  order  No.  421  having  been  made  and  served  herein  dated  the  17th  day  of 
April,  1908,  which  contained  the  followlnsr  recitnl :  "  Edward  A.  Maher.  Esq.. 
General  Manager,  appearing  for  said  railroad  company  and  for  said  Receiver," 
and  It  having  been  made  to  a))pear  by  letter  of  P.  W.  AVhitrldge,  Receiver  of 
said  railroad  company,  dated  April  27.  1908,  and  addressed  to  the  Secretary  ol 
the  Commission,  that  said  Edward  A.  Maher  attended  the  hearing  as  a  witness 
at  the  request  of  the  Commission  and  did  not  appear  for  said  railroad  company 
or  for  said  receiver,  and  that  It  is  suitable  and  proper  that  .said  Order  No.  421 
be  changed  and  modified  accordingly; 

Now,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  Commission,  It  Is 
Ordered,  That  said  Final  Order  No.  421  be,  and  the  same  is,  hereby  changed  and 
modified  nunc  pro  tunc  as  of  the  17th  day  of  April,  1908.  so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

FINAL  ORDER  No.   421. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  April  13, 
±4  and  16,  1908,  and  It  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  pursuant  to 
Hearing  Order  No.  397  of  this  Commission,  dated  April  3,  1908,  and  returnable 
on  April  13,  1908,  at  2:30  p.  m.,  and  It  appearing  that  said  order  was  duly  served 
upon  said  P.  W.  Whitridge  as  receiver  of  the  Dry  Dock,  East  Broadway  and 
Battery  Railroad  Company  on  the  4th  day  of  April,  1908,  and  that  such  service 
was  by  him  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  said  Dry  Dock,  East  Broadway  and 
Battery  Railroad  Company  had  due  notice  of  said  hearing  and  that  said  hearing 
was  had  by  and  before  the  Commissl(*n  on  the  matters  embraced  In  said  order 
for  hearing  on  the  13th.  14th  and  Itfth  days  of  April,  1908,  before  Mr.  Commis- 
sioner Maltble  presiding,  Harry  M.  Chamberlain,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Com- 
mission, and  no  one  appearing  for  said  railroad  company  or  for  F.  W.  Whitridge, 
receiver  of  said  company,  and  proof  having  been  taken  upon  said  hearing,  and  It 
being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  the  service  of 
said  railroad  company  and  of  said  F.  W.  whitridge,  as  receiver  of  said  company, 
in  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  upon  its  lines,  the  Grand  Street  Cross- 
town  line  and  the  Grand  and  Desbrosses  line  to  Brooklyn,  in  the  city  and  State 
of  New  York,  are  unreasonable,  iftipropcr  and  Inadequate  in  that  said  Dry  Dock. 
East  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company  and  said  P.  W.  Whitridge  as 
receiver  of  said  company  do  not  operate  cars  enough  upon  said  lines  or  with 
sufficient  frequency  or  upon  a  reasonable  time  schedule  reasonably  to  accommo- 
date the  passenger  traffic  transported  by  them  or  offered  for  transportation  to 
them,  and  It  appearing  that  It  would  be  just,  reasonable  and  proper  that  the 
said  service  of  the  said  Dry  Dock,  East  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company 
and  of  F.  W.  Whitridge  as  its  receiver  be  increased,  supplemeutcd  and  changed 
In  the  particulars  hereinafter  set  forth; 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 
It  is 

Ordered,  as  follows : 

1.  That  said  Dry  Dock,  East  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company  and 
«ald  P.  W.  Whitridge,  as  receiver  of  said  company,  be  and  they  hereby  are 
directed  and  required  to  operate  daily,  including  Sunday,  over  every  point  of  said 
Grand  Street  Crosstown  line  and  said  Grand  and  Desbros.so8  line  to  Brooklyn, 
either 

(a)  A  sufficient  number  of  cars  in  each  direction  past  any  point  of  observation 
to  provide  during  every  fifteen-minute  period  of  the  day  or  night  a  ten  per  cent. 
(10^)  excess  of  seats  over  passengers  at  that  point,  the  number  of  cars  passing 
any  point  te  be,  however,  never  less  than  six  (6)  cars  per  hour  in  each  direc- 
tion; or 

(b)  A  minimum  number  of  fifteen  (15)  cars  In  one  direction  in  each  fifteen- 
minute  period  In  which  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (a)  above  arc  not  com- 
plied witb. 

2.  That  said  Dry  Dock,  East  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company  and 
said  P.  W.  Whitridge,  as  receiver  of  said  company,  be  and  they  hereby  are 
directed  and  required  to  run  on  said  Grand  Street  Crosstown  line  all  westbound 
cars  from  Grand  Street  Ferry  at  least  to  Broadway,  and  all  eastbound  cars  at 
least   to  the   Ferry. 

3.  That  said  Dry  Dock,  East  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company  and 
said  F.  W.  Whitridge,  as  receiver  of  said  company,  be  and  they  hereby  are 
directed  and  required  to  run  on  the  Grand  and  I)esbrosHes  lino  to  Brooklyn  all 
westbound  cars  from  the  Brooklyn  end  of  the  Williamsburg  Bridge  at  least  to 
Broadway,  and  all  eastbound  cars  at  least  to  the  Brooklyn  end  of  the  Williams- 
burg Bridge. 

4.  That  said  Dry  Dock,  F]ast  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company  and 
said  P.  W.  Whitridge,  as  receiver  of  said  company,  be  and  they  hereby  are 
directed  and  required  to  Institute  such  changes,  improvements  and  additions 
by  or  before  the   1st  day   of   May,   IfioS. 

This  order  shall  contliuie  in  force  until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission  for  the   First   District   Shall   otherwise  order. 

6.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  said  Dry  I>ock,  East  Broadway  and  Battery  Rail- 
road Company  and  said  F.  W.  Whitridge,  as  reooiver  of  said  company,  notify 
the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  within  five  (5)  days  after 
service  of  this  order  upon  them  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted 
and  will  be  obeyed. 
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Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Service  of  the  Third 
Avenue  Elevated  Road  to  South  Ferry  at  midday. 

Hearing  Order  No.  241. 
Dismissal  Order  No.  290. 
Complaint  of  Whidden  Graham 

against 

Interborough  Raph)  Transit  Company, 

Hearing  Order  No.  241   (see  form,  note  3),  issued  February  4th. 
Hearing  held  February  17th. 

The  following  dismissal  order  was  issued: 


WHIDDEN   GRAHAM, 
against 


Complainant, 


INTERBOROUGH     RAPID     TRANSIT     COMPANY, 

Defendant. 


PINAL  ORDER  No.  290. 
February  25,  1908. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  Pebni- 
ary  17,  1908.  and  It  appearing  that  the  said  bearing  was  beld  by  and  pursuant 
to  an  order  of  thl8  Commission,  No.  241,  made  the  4th  day  of  February,  1908.  upon 
the  complaint  and  answer  herein  and  that  the.  said  order  was  duly  served  upon 
Whidden  Graham,  complainant,  and  upon  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company, 
and  that  the  said  service  was  by  said  company  duly  acknowledged  and  that  the  said 
hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  complaint, 
answer  and  order  specified,  on  February  17,  1908,  at  which  hearing  Mr.  Com- 
missioner Eustls  presided  and  Alfred  A.  Gardner,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Inter- 
borough Rapid  Transit  Company  and  Arthur  DuBois,  Esq.,  assistant  counsel,  ap- 
pearing for  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  and  there  being 
no  appearance  on  behalf  of  the  complainant. 

Now,  on  motion  of  Alfred  A.  Gardner,  Esq.,  attorney  for  the  Interborough  Rapid 
Transit  Company,  It  Is 

Ordered,  That  the  said  complaint  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  dismissed  and  that 
this  order  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Commission,  and  it  is 

Further  Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for 
further  or  additional  hearings  and  action  thereon  by  the  Commission  in  respect  to 
any  of  the  matters  covered  by  said  complaint  and  answer  'or  the  proceedings 
thereon. 


Interborougli  Rapid  Transit  Company.- 

Avenne  Elevated. 


Servic5e  on  the  Ninth 


In    the    Matter 

of  the 

Hearing   on   the    motion   of   the    Commission   on    the 

question  of  Improvements  in  and  additions  to  the     nm\fT«s«;AT    ORDPR 
service    and    equipment    of    the    INTBRBOROUOH  j^  xo    T71 

RAPID   TRANSIT   COMPANY    In    the    particulars  March  27    1908 

herein  below  mentioned.  ' 


Ninth  Avenue  Elevated. 


An  order,  known  as  Order  No.  135  havinc:  been  duly  made  by  the  Commission 
on  January  6,  1908,  directing  that  a  hearing  be  had  to  Inquire  whether  the  ser- 
vice of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  should  not  be  increased  and 
supplemented  on  the  local  tracks  of  the  Ninth  avenue  elevated  line,  and  said 
order  having  been  duly  served  on  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company,  and 
said  hearing  having  been  duly  had  In  pursuance  thereof  before  the  Commission 
on   December  17,   1907,   December  21,   1907,   January  25,   1908,   February  4,   1908, 
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and  February  17,  1908,  Commissioner  Eustls  presiding,  Mr.  Henry  H.  Whitman 
hppearlQ);,  for  the  Commission,  and  Mr.  Alfred  A.  Gardner  appearing  for  the  In- 
terliorouch  Rapid  Transit  Company,  and  it  appearing  that  since  the  service  of 
said  Order  No.  135  the  passenger  traffic  on  the  local  tracks  of  the  Ninth  avenue 
elevated  line  has  so  far  fallen  off  that  the  present  service  thereon  is  reasonable 
and  adequate,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  this  proceeding  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  dismissed,  and  that 
this  order  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Commission ;  and  it  is  further 

Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  a  further 
hearing  and  action  thereon  by  the  Commission  in  respect  to  any  of  the  matters 
covered  by  said  Order  No.  135  or  by  the  proceedings  thereon. 


Interborougli  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Increase  in  number  of 
trains  on  Second  Avenue  Elevated. 

Final  Order  No.  361. 
Rehearing  Order  No.  392. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  of  improvements  in  and  additions  to  the 
service  and  equipment  of  the  INTERBOROUGH 
RAPID  TRANSIT  COMPANY  in  the  particulars 
herein  below  mentioned. 


^ ORDER  No.  861. 

^  March  24,  1008. 


Second  Avenue  Elevated. 


Under  Order  for  Hearing  No.   151,  made   December 
11,  1907. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  23d 
day  of  December,   1007.  and  the  adjournments  thereof,  and  It  appearing  that  tne 
said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission,   No.   1&1, 
made  December  11,   1907,  and  returnable  on   the  23d  day  of  December,   lOOJ.  an 
that   the  said   order  was  duly   served   upon  the   Interborough   Rapid  Transit  Com- 

Eany,  and  that  the  said  service  was  by  it  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  said 
earing  was  held  bv  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  In  said  order 
specified,  on  the  23d  day  of  December,  1907,  and  by  adjournment  d"iy^'»*a  <>" 
the  9th  dav  of  January,  1908.  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  the  21st  day  oi 
January,  1908,  and  by  adjournment  ^uly  had  on  the  29th  day  of  January.  1908, 
and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  the  5th  day  of  B'ebruary.  1908,  and  by  ad- 
journment duly  had  on  the  I'Mh  day  of  February,  1908,  Mr.  Commissioner  Eustis 
presiding  at  each  of  said  sessions,  and  proof  being  taken,  and  Grosvenor  H.  Backus, 
iSsq.,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission  at  each  of  said  sessions, 
and  Alfred  A.  Gardner,  Esq..  and  Alfred  B.  Mudge,  Esq.,  appearing  for  said  In- 
terborough Rapid  Transit  Company.  .^  u  i  *u  * 
Now  It  being  made  to  appear,  after  the  proceeding  upon  the  said  hearing,  that 
the  service  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  on  Its  Second  avenue 
elevated  line  is  unreasonable  and  Inadequate  in  that  said  company  does  not 
operate  trains  enough  or  cars  enough  reasonably  to  accommodate  passenger  traffic 
transported  bv  It  or  offered  for  transportation  to  it  at  the  times  hereinafter 
specified,  and* It  appearing  that  it  would  be  just,  reasonable  and  proper  that  tlie 
said  service  of  Ihe  Interlwrough  Rapid  Transit  Company,  on  its  Second  avenue 
elevated  line,  should  be  snpplomenled  in  the  particulars  hereinafter  set  forth  at 
the  points  and  at  the  times  so  hereinafter  set  forth. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  (Jeorge  S.  Coleman,  FJsq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  is 
Ordered,  That  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  increase  its  said  ser- 
vice on  its  Second  avenue  elevated  line  so  that  said  company,  dally  except  Satur- 
day afternoons.  Sundays  and  legal  holidays,  shall  operate  at  least  as  many  trains 
and  cars  as  are  specified  in  the  following  schedules  at  the  hours  and  in  the  man- 
ner provided  in  said  schedules,  to  wit : 

SomiBorND  Skrvice. 

1.  At  least  forty-nine  (49 >  trains  of  at  least  seven  (7)  cars  each  and  at  least 
twenty-one  (21)  trains  of  at  least  five  (5)  cars,  each,  southbound,  past  Thirty- 
fourth  street  station  between  7  :00  a.  m.  and  9  :00  A.  M..  said  seven  cars  trains  to 
be  operated  from  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-ninth  street,  or  beyond,  to  South 
Ferry. 
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Northbound  Seiivicb. 

2.  At  least  sixteen  (16)  trains  of  at  least  three  (3)  cars  each,  northbound,  past 
Forty-second  street  station  between  3  :00  p.  M.  and  4  :00  f.  m.,  said  trains  to  be 
operated  from  South  Ferry  to  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-ninth  street  or  beyond. 

3.  At  least  three  (3)  trains  of  at  least  three  (3)  cars  each,  and  at  least  four- 
teen (14)  trains  of  at  least  five  (5)  cars  each,  northbound,  past  Forty-second 
street  sta'tion  between  4  .00  p.  m.  and  5  :()0  p.  m.,  said  trains  to  be  operated  from 
South  Ferry  to  One  Iliindrod  and  Twenty-ninth  street,  or  beyond. 

4.  At  least  forty-eight  (48)  trains  of  at  least  seven  (7)  cars  each  and  at  least 
twenty  (20)  trains  of  at  least  (5)  cars  each,  northbound,  past  Forty-second  street 
station  between  5  :00  p.  m.  and  7  :00  p.  m.,  said  seven  car  trains  to  be  operated  from 
South  Ferry  to  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-ninth  street,  or  beyond,  and  said  five 
car  trains  to  be  operated  from  a  point  as  far  south  as  Canal  street  station  to 
Freeman  street. 

5.  At  least  two  (2)  trains  of  at  least  five  (5)  cars  each,  and  at  least  nine  (9) 
trains  of  at  least  three  (3)  cars  each,  northbound,  past  Forty-second  street  station 
between  9  p.  M.  and  10  :00  p.  m.,  said  trains  to  be  operated  from  South  Ferry  to 
One  Hundred  and  Twenty-ninth  street,  or  beyond.     And  it  is  further 

Ordered^  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  or  before  the  5th  day  of  April, 
1008,  and  shall  remain  in  force  until  modified  by  the  further  order  of  this  Com- 
mission.    And  it  is  further 

Ordered,  That  on  or  before  the  30th  day  of  March,  1908,  the  Interborough  Rapid 
Transit  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District 
whether  the  terms  of  this  order  arc  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon -application  of  the  company  the. following  rehearing  order  was  issued: 

REHEARING  ORDER  No.   392. 
April  3,   1908. 

An  order.  No.  361,  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  March  24,  1908,  under 
and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  a  hearing  No.  151.  made  December  11,  1907,  and 
thereafter  having  been  duly  served  upon  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company, 
the  same  to  take  effect  by  or  l)efore  the  5th  day  of  April,  1908,  and  in  and  by  the 
said  order  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  having  been  required  to  aotify 
this  Commission  on  or  before  the  30th  day  of  March,  1908,  whether  the  terms  of 
said  Order  No.  361  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed,  and  the  said  Interborough 
Rapid  Transit  Company  having  on  March  .'iOth  applied  in  writing  to  this  Com- 
mission for  a  rehearing  in  respect  to  the  matters  contained  in  said  Order  No.  361, 
and  sufficient  reason  for  said  rehearing  having  been  made  to  appear, 

Ordered,  That  said  request  for  rehearing  be  granted,  and  that  the  said  rehear- 
ing upon  the  matters  contained  in  said  Order  No.  361  entered  and  filed  on  March 
24,  1908,  be  held  on  the  14th  day  of  April,  1908.  at  3  :30  o'clock  In  the  afternoon, 
or  at  any  time  or  tlmos  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of 
the  Commission,  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New 
York,  to  determine  after  such  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of  the  facts,  in- 
cluding those  arising  after  the  making  of  Order  No.  301,  whetlier  the  original 
Order  No.  301  or  any  part  thereof  is  in  any  respect  unjust  or  luiwise,  and  whether 
the  said  Order  No.  361  should  be  abrosrated.  changed  or  modified. 

And  if  any  such  abrogation,  changes,  or  modifications  are  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  bo  made,  then  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  changes  or  modi- 
fications of  the  said  order,  and  to  determine  the  time  of  taking  effect  of  the  order 
as  changed  or  modified. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Further  Ordered,  That  the  said  Tnterlx)rough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  given 
at  least  five  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it  either  personally  or 
by  maii,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  rehearing  said  Company 
shall  ho  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining 
and    cross-examining    witnesses    as    to    the    matters    aforesaid. 

Further*  Ordered.  That  the  time  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company 
within  which  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  said  Order  No.  301  be,  and  the  same 
hereby  is,  extended  until  such  time  as  the  Commission  shall  enter  an  order  upon 
the   rehearing  herein   provided  for. 

Hearing  held  April  14th. 
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InterborougiL  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Service  on  the  Third 
Avenue  Elevated. 

Final  Order   No.  221. 
Rehearing  Order  No.  246. 
Final  Order  No.  337. 
Opinion  of  Commissioners  Eustis 

and  Maltbie. 
Suspension  Order  No.  569. 
Extension  Order  No.  617. 
Extension  Order  No.  630. 
Extension  Order  No.  699. 
Extension  Order  No.  814. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
HeariDf?  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
que^ioD  of  Improvements  In  and  Additions  to  the 
Service  and  Rqiifpmont  of  the  INTERBOROT'GII 
RA.PID  TRANSIT  COMPANY  in  the  particulars 
herein  below  mentioned. 


Third  Avenue  Elevated. 


y  ORDER  No.  221. 

January  28,  1908. 


Under  Order  for  Hearing  No.   145,  Made  December 
9,  1907. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  20th 
day  of  December.  11)07,  and  the  adjournments  thereof,  and  it  appearing  that  the 
said  hearing  waa  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission  No.  145. 
made  December  9,  1007,  and  returnable  on  the  20th  day  of  December.  1007,  and 
that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company 
and  that  the  said  service  was  by  it  duly  acknowledged  and  that  the  said  hearing 
was  held  by  and  l>efore  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  order  specified,  on 
the  20th  day  of  I)ecemi)er,  1907,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  the  20th  day 
of  December,  1907,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  the  21  st  day  of  January.  lOOS. 
and  that  at  each  of  said  sessions  Mr.  Commissioner  Eustis  presided  and  proof 
being  taken  and  Grosvenor  H.  Backus,  Esq.,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the 
Commission  at  each  of  said  sessions,  and  Alfred  A.  Gardner,  Esq.,  appearing  for 
said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. 

Now.  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  the  said  hearing  that 
the  service  of  the  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  in  the  transportation 
of  persons  on  Its  Third  Avenue  Elevated  line.  In  the  First  District,  has  been  and  is. 
at  the  points  and  at  the  time  set  forth,  as  follows,  to  wit : 

Southbound  Trains  Passing  Thirty-fourth  Street  Station. 

1.  From  6:30  to  7:00  a.  m.,  16  trains  of  7  cars  each,  112  cars. 

2.  From  7  :00  to  7  :.30  a.  m.,  20  trains  of  7  cars  each.  140  cars. 

3.  From  7  :30  to  8  :00  a.,  m.,  20  trains  of  7  cars  each,  182  cars. 

4.  From  8  :00  to  8  :30  a,  m.,  24  trains  of  7  cars  each,  108  cars. 

5.  From  8:30  to  9:00  a.  .m.,  23  trains  of  7  cars  each,  101  cars. 

6.  From  9:00  to  9  :;{0  a.  m.,  16  trains  of  7  cars  each,  112  cars. 

Northbound  Trains  Passincj  Forty-second  Street  Station. 

1.  From  4  :30  to  5  :00  p.  m.,  14  trains  of  7  cars  each,  08  cars. 

2.  From  5:00  to  5:30  p.  m.,  IS  trains  of  7  cars  each,  120  cars. 

3.  From  5:30  to  «  :00  p.  m.,  23  trains  of  7  cars  each.  101  cars. 

4.  From  6:00  to  6  :.30  p.  m.,  23  trains  of  7  cars  each  161  cars. 

5.  From  6  :.30  to  7  :00  p.  m.,  22  trains  of  7  cars  each,  l.*54  cars. 

6.  From  7  :00  to  7  :30  r.  Ji..   1    train   of  5  cars, 

14  trains  of  7  cairs  each,  103  cars. 

And  it  further  appearing  that  the  said  service  Is  unreasonable  and  inadequate, 
in  that  said  company  does  not  operate  trains  enough  or  cars  enough  rea'<on.iblv  to 
accommodate  the  passenger  traffic  transported  by  it  or  offered  for  tc/insportatlon 
to  It  at  the  times  hereinafter  speclfl«'d.  and  It  appearing  that  it  »would  be  lust, 
reasonable  and  proper  that  the  said  service  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany should  be  supplemented  in  the  particulars  hereinafter  set  forth,  at  the  points 
and  at  the  times  bo  hereinafter  set  forth : 
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Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  is 

Ordered,  as  follows,  to  wit: 

That  the  said  Interborough  .Rapid  Transit  Company  Increase  its  said  service  upon 
its  Third  Avenue  Elevated  line  In  the  particulars  and  by  the  means  hereinaiter 
stated  and  at  the  times  hereinafter  set  forth,  except  on  Saturday  afternoons,  Sun- 
days and  holidays,  to  wit : 

Southbound  Sbrvicb. 

1.  Southbound  at  Thirty-fourth  street,  from  7  :00  to  7  :30  a.  m.,  by  an  Increase 
of  35  cars  operated  in  five  trains  of  7  cars  each,  4  of  said  trains  to  be  added  to 
the  City  Hall  service  and  1  to  the  South  Ferry  service. 

2.  Southbound  at  Thirty-fourth  street,  from  8  :00  to  8  :30  a.  m.t  by  an  increase 
of  1  train  of  seven  cars  to  be  added  to  the  City  Hall  service. 

3.  Southl>ound  at  Thirty-fourth  street  from  8  :30  to  9  :00  a.  m.,  by  an  increase  of 
2  trains  of  7  cars  each  to  be  added  to  the  City  Hall  service. 

Northbound  See  vice. 

1.  Northbound  at  Forty-second  street  from  4  :30  to  5  :00  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of 

1  train  of  7  cars  to  be  added  to  the  Bronx  Park  service. 

2.  Norrhl)Ound  at  Forty-second  street  from  5 :00  to  5 :30  p.  m.,  by  an  increase 
of  five  trains  of  7  cars  each,  4  of  said  trains  to  be  added  to  the  Bronx  Park  ser- 
vice and  1   to  the  Harlem  service. 

3.  Northbound  at  Forty-sccoud  street  from  5  :30  to  6  :00  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of 

2  trains  of  7  cars  each  to  be  added  to  the  Bronx  Park  service. 

4.  Northbound  at  Forty-second  street  from  6  :00  to  6  :30  p.  m.,  by  an  lncr<*ase  of 

2  trains  of  7  cnrs  each  to  be  added  to  the  Bronx  Park  service. 

5.  Northbound  at  Forty-second  street  from  6  :30  to  7  :00  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of 

3  trains  of  7  cars  each  to  be  added  to  the  Bronx  Park  service. 

6.  Northbound  at  Forty-second  street  from  7 :00  to  7 :30  p.  M.,  by  an  increase 
of  1  train  of  7  cars  to  be  added  to  the  Bronx  Park  service. 

And  it  i8  further  Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  by  or  before  the 
10th  day  of  February.   1908,  and  it  is 

Further  Ordered,  That  on  or  before  the  5th  day  of  February,  1908.  the  Inter- 
borouRh  Rapid  Transit  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  rehearing  order  was  issued: 
REHEARING  ORDER  No.   246. 
February  7,  1908. 

An  order,  No.  221,  bavin;;  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  January  28,  1908, 
under  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  a  hearing  No.  145.  made  December  9,  1907, 
and  thereafter  havinjr  been  duly  served  upon  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany, the  same  to  take  effect  by  or  before  the  10th  day  of  February,  1907,  and 
in  and  by  the  said  order  the  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  having 
been  required  to  notify  this  Commis.sion  on  or  before  the  5th  day  of  February.  1908. 
whether  tlie  terms  of  said  Order  No.  221  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed,  and 
the  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  having  on  January  5th  applied  In 
writing  to  this  Commission  for  a  rehearing  in  respect  to  the  matters  contained  in 
said  Order  No.  221.  and  sufficient  reason  for  said  rehearing  having  been  made  to 
appear. 

Ordered,  That  said  request  for  rehearing  be  granted,  and  that  the  said  rehearing 
upon  the  matters  contalnod  in  said  Order  No.  221.  entered  and  filed  on  January  28, 
1008,  be  hold  on  the  17th  day  of  February,  1908,  at  11  in  the  forenoon,  or  at 
anv  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  Ithe 
Commission,  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New 
York,  to  detormlno  after  such  rehoarlng  and  after  consideration  of  the  facts,  in- 
cluding those  arising  after  the  making  of  the  Order  No.  221.  whether  the  origi- 
nal Order  No.  221  or  any  part  tlieroof  is  in  any  respect  unjust  or  unwise,  and 
wholher   the  said   Order  No.   221   should  be  abrogated,   changed,   or  modified. 

And  if  any  such  abrogation,  chances,  or  modifications  are  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  'made,  then  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  changes  or  modi- 
fications of  the  said  order,  and  to  determine  the  time  of  taking  effect  of  the  order 
as   changed  or  modified. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and   reasonable. 

Further  Ordered.  That  tho  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  given 
at  least  five  days'  notice  of  such  rohoarlng  by  service  upon  it  either  personally 
or  by  mail  of  a  cortlfiod  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  rehearing  said  Com- 
pany shall  be  affordod  all  reasonal)le  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and 
examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as   to   matters  aforesaid. 

Further  Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany within  which  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  said  Order  No,  221  be  and  the 
same  hereby  is  extended  until  such  time  as  the  Commission  shall  enter  an  order 
upon   the  rehearing  herein   provided  for. 

Hearing  held  February   17th. 
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The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDER   No.   337. 
March   13,    1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  rehearing  under  Order  No.  221  had 
herein  on  the  17th  day  of  February,  1908,  and  It  appearing  that  said  rehearing 
was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission  dated  February  7,  1908, 
No.  246,  and  returnable  on  the  17th  day  of  February,  1908,  and  that  the  said  order 
was  duly  served  upon  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  and  that  the  said 
service  was  by  it  duly  acknowledged  and  that  the  said  rehearing  was  held  by  and 
before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  In  said  order  for  rehearing  specified  on 
February  17,  190H,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Eustis  presiding,  Grosvenor  H. 
Backus,  Esq.,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission  and  Alfred  A.  Gard- 
ner, Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  and  proof  being 
taken, 

yow.  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of  the 
facts,  including  those  arising  since  the  making  of  the  Order  No.  221,  the  Commis- 
sion being  of  the  opinion  that  the  original  Order  No.  221,  for  the  improvement 
in  and  addition  to  the  equipment  and  service  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit 
Company  should  be  changed  and  modified  in  certain  particulars, 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  Order  No.  221,  issued  January  28.  1908,  and  directed  to  the 
improvement  in  and  additions  to  the  equipment  and  service  of  the  Interborough 
Rapid  Transit  Company  be  and  the  same  is  hereby  changed  and  modified  to  read 
as  follows : 

ORDER   No.   221. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  20th 
day  of  December,  1907,  and  the  adjournments  thereof,  and  it  appearing  that  the 
said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission,  No.  145, 
made  December  9,  1907,  and  returnable  on  the  20th  day  of  December,  1907,  and 
that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company 
and  that  the  said  service  was  by  it  -duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  said  bearing 
was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  order  specified  on 
the  20th  day  of  Deceml)er.  1907.  and  bv  adjournment  duly  had  on  the  26th  day  of 
December,  1907,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  the  21st  day  of  January,  1908, 
and  that  at  each  of  said  sessions  Mr.  Commissioner  Eustis  presided  and  proof 
being  taken  and  Grosvenor  11.  Backus,  Esq.,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the 
Commission  at  each  of  said  sessions  and  Alfred  A.  Gardner,  Esq.,  appearing  for 
said  Interlx>rough  Rapid  Transit  Company. 

Now,  the  Commission  being  of  the  opinion  after  the  proceedings  upon  the  snld 
hearing  that  the  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the 
Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  in  respect  to  tne  transportation  of  persons 
in  the  First  District  have  lK»en  and  afe  in  certain  particulars  unreasonable,  im- 
proper and  inadequate  and  in  the  judgment  of  the  Commission  certain  changes. 
Improvements  and  additions  thereto  being  such  as  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in 
the  manner  below  set  forth,  in  order  to  promote  the  security  or  convenience  of  the 
public  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation 
of  passengers  and  It  being  the  jiirti^ment  of  the  Commission  that  the  changes,  ad- 
ditions and  improvements  in  regulations,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the 
said  company  as  below  set  forth  are  such  as  are  just,  reasonable  and  proper  and 
ought  reasonably  to  be  made  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public. 

Therefore,  on  motion  •of  (5eorge  S.  Coleman,  Esq..  counsel  to  the  Commission.  It  is 

Ordered,  as  follows :  That  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  Increase 
its  said  service  upon  its  Third  avenue  elevated  line  In  the  particulars  and  in  the 
manner  hereinafter  stated  and  at  the  times  hereinafter  set  forth,  except  on  Satur- 
day afternoons,  Sundays  and  holidays,  to  wit : 

SorTiinoiJND  Sbkvick. 

So  that  said  company  shall  opernto  at  least  ninety-four  (94)  trains  of  seven  (7) 
cars  each.  southl>ound,  past  Tnlrty-fourth  street  station,  between  the  hours  of 
7  A.  M.  and  9  a.  m. 

NoRTiinor.N'D  Servicb. 

1.  So  that  said  company  shall  operate  at  least  fifteen  (15)  trains  of  seven  (7) 
cars  each  north  bound  past  Forty-second  street  station,  between  4  :r?0  r.  M.  and 
5:00  P.M.,  of  which  at  least  ten  (10)  trains  of  seven  (7)  cars  each  shall  be  Bronx 
Park  trains. 

2.  So  that  said  company  shall  operate  at  least  olghty  eight  (88)  trains  of  seven 
(7)  cars  each,  norlhtniund  past  Forty-soccjud  street  station,  Iwtween  5:00  r.  M. 
and  7:00  p.m.,  of  which  at  least  sixty-seven  (07)  trains  of  seven  (7)  cors  each 
shall  be  operated  to  or  north  of  Treniont  avenue  station. 

And  U  in  further  Ordered,  that  this  order  take  effect  on  or  before  the  18th  day 
of  March,  1908,  and  shall  remain  in  force  until  modified  by  the  further  order  of 
thla  Commission,  but  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hear- 
ing! and  action  thereon  by  the  Commission  In  respect  to  anything  herein  pre- 
scribed or  in  respect  of  anything  covered  by  the  order  for  hearing  herein. 
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And  it  is  further  Ordered,  That  before  the  18th  day  of  March,  1908,  the  said 
Interborougb  Rapid  Transit  Companj  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for 
the  First  District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be 
obeyed. 

Orders  569.  617,  630,  699  and  814  relate  both  to  the  proceedings  had  con- 
cerning service  on  the  Third  Avenue  Elevated  and  to  those  concerning  service 
on  the  Sixth  Avenue  Elevated.  They  are  published  but  once  and  as  a  part 
of  the  latter  proceeding.  See  series  of  orders  next  following,  also  the  opinion 
of  Commissioners  Eustis  and  Maltbie. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Service  on  the  Sixth 

avenue  elevated. 

Final  Order  No.   266. 

Opinion  of  Commissioners  Eustis 

and  Maltbie. 
Extension  Order  No.   617. 
Order  No.  569. 
Extension  Order  No.  630. 
Extension  Order  No.   699, 
Extension  Order  No.  814. 
Case    No.    266,    Order    modifying 

final  order.    . 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  the  Motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
Question  of  Improvements  in  and  Additions  to  the 
Service  and  Equipment  of  the  INTEHBOROTTGII 
RAPin  TRANSIT  rOMI»ANY,  In  the  particulars 
herelnhelow  mentioned. 


Sixth   Avenue   Elevated  —  Under   Order   for   Hearing 
No.  150,  made  December  11,  1907. 


FINAL  ORDER  No.  266. 
February  18,  1908. 


This  matter  coralnt;  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  23d  day 
of  December.  1907.  and  the  adjournments  thereof,  and  it  appearing  that  the  said 
hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  nn  order  of  this  Commission  No.  150,  made 
December  11,  1007,  and  returnable  on  the  23d  day  of  December,  1907,  and  that  the 
said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company,  and  that 
the  said  service  was  by  it  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by 
and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  In  said  order  spesifled  on  the  23d  day  of 
Decemlx^r.  1007,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  the  7th  day  of  January,  1908,  and 
by  adjournment  duly  had  on  the  2r)th  day  of  January,  1908,  and  by  adjournment 
duly  had  on  the  4th  day  of  February,  190vS,  and  at  each  of  said  sessions  Mr.  Com- 
missioner EusJis,  presiding,  and  proof  being  taken,  and  Grosvenor  H.  Backus,  Esq.. 
assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission  at  each  of  said  sessions,  and  Alfred 
A.  Gardner,  Esq.,  and  Alfred  E.  Mudge,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  said  Interborough 
Rapid  Transit  ('ompany  ; 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  the  said  hearing  that 
at  or  about  the  time  of  the  Issuing  of  said  order  of  December  11,  1907,  the  said 
Interboroucrh  Rapid  Transit  Company  added  three  six-car  trains  and  four  seven-car 
trains  to  its  southbound  service  on  its  Sixth  avenue  line  from  Harlem,  and  added 
four  seven-car  trains  to  the  northbound  service  on  Its  Sixth  avenue  line  to  Harlem, 
and  it  appearing  thit  as  a  result  of  such  increase,  the  service  of  the  Interborough 
Rapid  Transit  Company,  in  the  transportation  of  persons  on  its  Sixth  avenue  line 
in  the  First  District,  has  been  and  is,  at  the  points  and  at  the  times  set  forth,  as 
follows  : 

Passing    Fiftieth    STREnr  —  Southbound. 


7  :00  to  7  :30  a.  m. 

0  seven-car  trains  from  Harlem. 
6  live-car  trains  from  fiSth  street. 

7  :30  to  8  :00  a.  m. 

11  seven-car  trains  from  Harlem. 

3  six-car  trains  from  Harlem, 

4  five-car  trains  from  58th  street. 


8  :00  to  8  :30  A.  M. 

11   seven-car  trains  from  Harlem. 
6  Ove-car  trains  from  58th  street. 


8  :30  to  9  :00  A.   M. 

10  seven-car  trains  from  Harlem, 
5  five-car  trains  from  58th  street 
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Passing  Fiftieth   Stbbet  —  Northbocxd. 

4  :30  to  5  :00  P.  M.  6  :00  to  6  :30  P.  M. 

9  seven-car  trains  to  Harlem,  14  seven-car  trains  to  Harlem, 

6  flve-car  trains  to  58th  street.  5  five-car  trains  to  5Stb  street 

5  :00  to  5  :30  p.  m.  C  :30  to  7  :0()  p.   m; 

11  seven-car  trains  to  Harlem,  12  seven-car  trains  to  Harlem. 

4  five-car  trains  to  58th  street.  5  five  car  trains  to  581h  street, 

4  one-cnr  trains  from  ."iOth  street 
5:30  to  0:00  P.  M.  E  to  r,sth  street. 

13  seven-car  trains  to  Harlem, 
6  five-car  trains  to  58th  street. 

And  it  further  appearing  that  it  is  lust,  reasonable  and  proper  that  said  Inter- 
borough  Rapid  Transit  Company  should  maintain  said  service  on  its  Sixth  avenue 
line  as  thus  Increased  and  supplemented,  and  that  said  Increase  of  service  is  neces- 
sary reasonably  to  accommodate  passensrer  traffic  transported  bv  said  company  or 
offered  for  transportation  to  it  at  the  times  hereinbefore  specified. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman.  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  oijcrate  Its  trains  on  its 
said  Sixth  avenue  line  with  not  fewer  trains  and  not  fewer  cars  on  the  routes  and 
at  the  times  hereinbefore  specified  in  the  schedule  of  its  service  as  Increased  and 
supplemented. 

And  it  i8  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  eflTcct  immediately  and  remain 
in  force  until  modified  by  the  further  order  of  this  Commission,  without  prejudice 
to  the  right  of  the  Commission  to  Issue  any  further  order  or  orders  for  hearing 
upon  any  of  the  matters  relating  to  this  order. 

And  it  is  further  ordered',  That  within  five -days  after  the  service  of  this  order 
the  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission 
for  the  First  District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be 
obeyed. 

*  [The  falling  off  in  travel  on  the  elevated  lines  in  Manhattan  Justifies  a  suspen- 
sion of  the  orders  for  fixed  service  on  these  lines.] 

Opinion   op  Commission. 
(Adopted   June  »,   1908.) 

Commissioners  Eistis  and  Maltbie  : 

Your  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  application  of  the  Interborough  Rapid 
Transit  Company,  dated  May  21.  1908,  requesting  modification  of  certain  orders 
relating  to  the  service  on  elevated  roads  on  account  of  the  large  falling  off  in  travel, 
beg  to  submit  the  following  report: 

We  have  examined  the  officers  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  and 
statements  made  by  them  since  this  application  was  received,  and  also  had  inspection 
made  by  our  own  inspectors,  and  .from  this  investigation  we  find  that  the  application 
is  made  In  good  faith,  and  that  there  has  been  a  very, large  falling  off  In  the  travel 
since  midwinter,  when  the  orders  were  made. 

The  application  refers  to  two  orders :  One,  No.  266,  made  in  February  for  service 
on  the  Sixth  avenue  line,  requiring  at  least  a  certain  number  of  trains  to  run 
between  each  half  hour  during  the  rush  hours  morning  and  night.  The  inspection 
made  shows  that  quite  a  number  of  those  trains  that  are  still  running  under  this 
order  are  carrying  very  few  passengers,  especially  is  this  so  In  regard  to  the  Mfty- 
elghth  street  service.  The  other  order  complained  of  Is  Order  No.  337.  made  March 
13,  1908,  for  service  on  the  Third  avenue  line.  This  order  provides  for  n  minimum 
number  of  trains  between  7  .00  and  0  :00  in  the  morning,  and  between  5  :(K)  and  7  :00 
in  the  evening,  and  the  examination  shows  that  many  of  those  trains  havn  a  large 
number  of  vacant  seats. 

The  committee  have  discusspd  with  the  manager  of  the  railroad  company  the 
advisability  of  substituting  a  more  elastic  order,  while  the  manager  of  the  railroad 
desires  a  chance  to  rearrange  the  number  of  trains  to  fit  the  present  traveling  situa- 
tion. While  the  committ«»e  are  not  willing  to  vacate  these  orders,  they  would 
recommend  that  they  be  suspended  for  twenty  days  in  order  to  give  the  manager 
an  opportunity  to  rearrange  the  trains  according  to  his  idea  and  also  to  enable  us 
to  inspect  the  rearrangement  and  prepare  a  suitable  elastic  order  that  will  enable 
the  service  to  be  suited  to  the  travel  during  the  summer  months  on  the  llnex  of 
providing  a  seat  for  every   passenger  during  certain  limited   Intervals  of  the  da.v. 


•  Sec  footnote,  page  9. 
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excepting  the  short  rush  hours,  and  tlien  that  there  shall  be  at  least  a  full  seryice, 
all  the  lines  are  capable  of  supplying,  and  we  therefore  submit  the  following  resolu- 
tion: 

Thereupon  the   following  order  was   issued: 

ORDER  No.  569. 
June  9,   1908. 

Resolved,  That  Order  No.  266,  made  on  February  18.  1908,  relating  to  the  service 
of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  on  Its  Sixth  avenue  elevated  line,  and 
Order  No.  337,  made  and  entered  March  13.  1908,  relating  to  the  service  of  the 
Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  on  its  Third  avenue  elevated  line,  be,  and  the 
same  hereby  are,  suspended  for  twenty  days  from  date. 

Upon  applications  of  the  company  the  following  extension  orders  were  issued: 

EXTENSION   ORDER   No.    617. 
June  29,   1908. 

An  order.  No.  569,  having  been  made  on  or  about  the  9th  day  of  June,  1908, 
suspending  for  twenty  days  from  that  date.  Order  No.  266,  made  and  entered  on 
February  18,  1908,  relating  to  the  service  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany on  the  Sixth  avenue  elevated  line,  and  Order  No.  337,  made  and  entered  on 
March  13.  1908.  relating  to  the  service  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company 
on  its  Third  avenue  elevated  line,  and  as  the  time  of  such  suspension  expires  on 
June  29,  1908, 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  of  said  Suspension  Order  No.  569  be,  and  the  same  hereby 
is,  extended  to  and  including  July  9,  1908. 

EXTENSION    ORDER   No.    630. 
July   10,   1908. 

An  order.  No.  569,  having  been  made  on  or  about  the  9th  day  of  June,  1908,  sus- 
pending for  twentv  days  from  that  date  Order  No.  266,  made  and  entered  on  Feb- 
ruary 18.  1908.  relating  to  the  service  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company 
oh  the  Sixth  avenue  elevated  line,  and  Order  No.  337.  made  and  entered  on  March 
13,  1908,  relating  to  the  service  of  the  Int*»rl}orough  Rapid  Transit  Company  on  Its 
Third  avenue  elevated  lino,  which  time  expired  on  the  20th  day  of  June.  1908:  and 
a  further  order.  No.  617,  having  iK^en  entered  on  the  29th  day  of  June,  1908; 
extending  the  suspension  of  the  aforesaid  orders  Nos.  266  and  337  to  and  including 
Julv  9.  1908;  and  it  appearing  from  investigations  made  by  the  Transit  Depart- 
ment that  there  are  still  4ikoly  to  be  some  changes  made  In  the  service  during  July 
and  August, 

It  is  therefore  moved.  Rfconded  and  ordered.  That  the  time  of  the  said  Suspension 
Order  No.  ,569.  which  was  .further  extended  by  Order  No.  617,  be,  and  the  same 
heieby  is,  further  extended  'to  and  including  September  1,  1908. 

EXTENSION    ORDER    No.    699. 
August  28,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  500.  having  been  made  on  or  about  the  9th  day  of  June,  1908. 
suspending  for  twenty  davs  from  that  date  Order  No.  266.  made  and  entered  on 
February  18.  190S,  relating  to  the  service  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany on  the  Sixth  avenue  eh'vatod  line,  and  Order  No.  337,  made  and  entered  on 
March  13,  1008,  relating  to  the  service  of  the  Interborousrh  Rapid  Transit  Company 
on  its  Third  avenue  elevated  line,  which  time  expired  on  the  29th  day  of  June,  1908  : 
and  a  further  order.  No.  617.  having  been  entered  on  the  20th  day  of  June.  1908, 
extending  the  suspension  of  the  aforesaid  orders  Nos.  266  and  337  to  and  including 
July  9.  1008:  and  a  further  order.  No.  630,  having  been  entered  on  the  10th  day  of 
July  1908  extending  the  suspension  of  the  aforesaid  orders  Nos.  266  and  337  to  and 
Including  the  1st  dav  of  Septembor,  lOOS;  and  the  Interlwrough  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany have  applied  in  writing,  under  date  of  August  26th.  for  a  still  further  suspen- 
sion of  the  above  orders.  Nos.  260  and  '.VM  for  a  period  of  sixty  days, 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered  That  the  time  of  the  said  Suspension  Order  No.  569,  further  extended  by 
orders  Nos.  617  and  630  be,  and  the  same  hereby  Is,  further  extended  to  and  includ- 
ing October  31,  1908. 

EXTENSION    ORDER    No.    814. 

October  30,  1908. 

An  order  No  560  havinc  been  made  on  or  about  the  9th  day  of  June,  1908, 
suspending 'for  twentv  days  from  that  date  Order  No.  266,  made  and  entered  on 
FeKry  18,  1908,  relating  to  the  service  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
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pany  on  the  Sixth  avenue  elevated  line,  and  Order  No.  337,  made  and  entered  on 
March  13,  1908,  relating  to  the  service  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company 
on  its  Third  avenue  elevated  line,  which  time  expired  on  the  2l)th  day  of  June,  1908, 
and  a  further  order,  No.  617,  having  been  entered  on  the  29th  day  of  June,  1908, 
extending  the  suspension  of  the  aforesaid  orders  Nos.  266  and  337  to  and  includ- 
ing July  9,  1908  ;  and  a  further  order.  No.  630,  having  been  entered  on  the  10th 
day  of  July,  1908,  extending  the  suspension  of  the  aforesaid  orders  Nos.  266  and  337 
to  and  including  the  1st  day  of  September,  1908;  and  a  further  order,  No.  699. 
having  been  entered  on  the  28th  day  of  August,  1908,  extending  the  suspension  of 
the  aforesaid  orders  Nos.  266  and  337  to  and  including  October  31,  1908;  and  the 
Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  having  applied  In  writing  on  October  29,  1908, 
for  a  still  further  suspension  of  the  above  Orders  Nos.  266  and  337, 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  said  Suspension  Order  No.  569,  further  extended 
by  Orders  Nos.  617,  630  and  699,  be  and  the  same  hereby  is,  further  extended  to 
and  including  November  15,  1908. 

ORDER    MODIFYING    FINAL    ORDER    IN    (?ASE   266. 
December  11,  1908. 

A  final  order  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  the  18th  day  of  Februarv, 
1908,  being  Order  Number  266  of  this  Commission,  and  said  order  having  been  duly 
served  on  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company,  and  said  company  having 
notified  this  Commission  that  It  accepted  said  order  and  would  obey  the  same,  and 
thereafter  said  company  having  applied  to  the  Commission  for  a  modification  of 
said  order; 

Now.  the  Commission,  after  an  examination  into  the  premises  and  a  consideration 
of  all  the  facts,  belne  of  the  opinion  that  it  is  Just,  reasonable  and  proper  that  said 
order  should  be  modified  In  the  manner  following,  and  that  there  Is  sufficient  reason 
for  such  modification, 

Therefore,  on   motion  duly   made  and  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  Order  Number  266  issued  February  18.  1908,  and  directed  to  the 
Improvement  In  and  addition  to  the  equipment  and  service  of  the  Interborough  Rapid 
Transit  Company,  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  changed  and  modified  to  read  as 
follows : 

ORDER  No.  266. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  23d  day 
of  December,  1907,  and  the  adjournments  thereof,  and  it  appearing  that  the  said 
hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission,  Number  150, 
m^de  December  11,  1907,  and  returnable  on  the  23d  day  of  December,  1907.  and 
that   the  said   order   was  duly  served   upon   the   Interborough   Rapid  Transit  Com- 

Eany,  and  that  the  said  service  was  by  it  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  said 
earing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  order  speci- 
fied on  the  23d  day  of  December.  1907,  and  bv  adjournment  duly  had  on  the  7th 
day  of  January,  1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  the  25th  day  of  January, 
1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  the  4th  day  of  February,  1908,  and  at  each 
of  said  sessions  Mr.  (Commissioner  Eustis  presiding,  and  proof  being  taken,  and 
Grosvenor  H.  Backus,  Esq.,  assistant  counsel  for  the  Commission,  attending  at  each 
of  said  sessions,  and  Alfred  A.  (Jardner,  Esq.,  and  Alfred  E.  Mudge,  Esq.,  appearing 
for  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  the  said  hearing  that  at 
or  about  the  time  of  the  Issuing  of  said  order  of  December  11,  1907,  the  said 
Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  added  three  six-car  trains  and  four  seven-car 
trains  to  its  southbound  service  on  its  Sixth  avenue  line  from  Harlem,  and  added 
four  seven-car  trains  to  the  northbound  service  on  Its  Sixth  avenue  line  to  Harlem ; 
and  it  appearing  that  as  a  result  of  such  Increase  the  Harlem  service  of  the  Inter- 
borough Rapid  Transit  Company  In  the  transportation  of  persons  on  Its  Sixth 
avenue  line  In  the  First  District  has  been  and  is  at  the  points  and  at  the  times 
set  forth  as  follows: 

Passing  Fiftieth  STRBtrr,  Southbound. 

7:00  A,  M.  to  7:30  a.m.,     9  seven-car  trains  from  ITarlem; 
7:30  A,  M.  to  8:00  A.  m.,  11  seven-car  trains  from  Harlem; 

3  six-car  trains  from  Harlem  ; 
8:00  A.  M.  to  8:30  a.m.,  11  seven-car  trains  from  Harlem; 
8  :30  A.  M.  to  9  :00  a.  m.,  10  seven-car  trains  from  Harlem ; 

Passing  Fiftieth  Street,  Northbound. 

4  :30  P.  M.  to  5  :00  p.  M.,     9  seven-car  trains  to  Harlem  ; 

5:00  p.m.  to  5  :.^0  P.M.,  11  seven-car  trains  to  Harlem; 

5:30  p.m.  to  6:00  p.  m.,  13  seven-car  trains  to  Harlem; 

6:00  p.m.  to  6:30  p.m.,  14  seven-car  trains  to  Harlem; 

6  :30  P.  M.  to  7  :00  P.  M.,  12  seven-car  trains  to  Harlem ; 

and  it  appearing  further  that  it  Is  just,  reasonable  and  proper  that  said  Inter- 
borough Rapid  Transit  Company  should  maintain  said  snrvicp  on  Its  Sixth  avenue 
line  as  thus  increased  and  supplomonted,  and  that  said  Increase  of  service  Is  neces- 
■ary  reasonably  to  accommodate  passenger  traffic  tran.«?portPd  bv  said  company  or 
offered  for  transportation  to  it  at  the  times  hereinbefore  specified ; 
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Therefore,  on  motion  duly  made  and  seconded,  it  Is 

Ordered,  That  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  operate  its  trains  on 
its  said  Sixth  avenue  line  with  not  fewer  train;;  and  not  fewer  cars  on  the  routes 
and  at  the  times  hereinbefore  specified  in  the  schedule,  of  Its  service  as  Increased 
and  supplemented,  and  it  it  Is  further 

Ordered,  'ihat  this  order  shall  take  effect  immediately  and  remain  in  force  until 
modified  by  the  further  order  of  this  Commission,  without  prejudice  to  the  right 
of  the  Commission  to  issue  any  further  order  or  orders  for  hearing  upon  any  of 
the  matters  relating  to  this  order.     And  it  is  further 

Ordered,  That  within  five  days  after  the  service  upon  it  of  this  order  the  said 
Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  not  if  v  the  I'ubllc  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


Long  Island  Railroad  Company. —  Service  on  East  Thirty-fourth 
street  ferry  to  Long  Island  City. 

Complaint   Order    No.    265. 
Hearing  Order  No.  416. 
Opinion     of     Commissioner 

Bassett. 
Dismissal  Order  No.  535. 
Complaint  of  Joseph  Cavanagii 

against 

Long  Island  Railroad  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  205    (see  form,  note  1),  issued  February   18th. 

Several  complaints,  beside  that  of  Mr.  Cavanagh,  touching  upon  practically 
the  same  matters,  having  been  received,  the  following  hearing  order  on  motion 
of  the  commission  was  issued: 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  of  Improvements  In  and  arTflitio-m  to  the 
service  of  the  I>ONG  ISLAND  RAILRO.M)  (COM- 
PANY in  respect  to  the  ferry  operated  bv  said  com- 
pany between  I/)ng  Island  City  and  Thirty-fourth 
Street,  Manhattan. 


order  fdr 
he:aring  No.  416. 

April  17,  1908. 


Tt  is  hcrchff  Ordered  that  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  29th  day  of  April,  1908,  at 
2:30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  rommiaslon.  No.  154  Nassau  street,  in  the  borough 
of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  Yorlc.  to  inquire  whether  the  rei?ulations,  prac- 
tices and  service  of  the  Lonir  Island  Railroad  Company  in  respect  to  the  trans- 
portation of  persons  in  the  F'irst  District  on  the  ferry  operated  by  said  company 
between  Loni?  Island  City  and  Thirty-fourth  street.  Manhattan,  are  unreasonable, 
improper  or  inadequate,  and  whether  the  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  runs 
boats  enough  or  with  sufficient  frequency,  or  upon  a  reasonable  time  schedule. 
reasonai)ly  to  accommodate  the  passonger  tratHc  transported  by  said  Long  Island 
Railroad  Company  on  said  line,  or  offered  for  transportation  to  it,  and  if  such  he 
found  to  1k»  the  fact,  then  to  detormlne  whether  it  Is  reasonably  necessary  to 
accommodate  and  transport  the  said  traffic  transported  or  offered  for  transportation 
to  it,  and  is  and  will  be  just,  reasonable  and  proper  to  direct  that  the  service  of 
Faid  Ivong  Island  Railroad  Company  ur>on  said  line  be  increased,  supplemented  and 
changed   in  the   following  manner,   that    is  to  say  : 

1.  From  Lon?  Island  City  to  Thirty-fourth  street,  Manhattan,  between  7:00  a.m. 
and  8:00  a.  M..'by  an  Increase  of  four  trips,  or  from  eight  trips  to  twelve  trips. 

2.  From  I/ing  Island  City  to  Thirty-fourth  street.  Manhattan,  between  8:00  a.  if. 
md  9  :00  A.  M.,  bv  an  increase  of  four  trips,  or  from  eight  trips  to  twelve  trips. 

3.  From  Long  Island  City  to  Thirty-fourth  street,  Manhattan,  between  9  :00  a.  m. 
and  9  :10  a.  m..  by  an  increase  of  one  trip,  or  from  two  trips  to  three  trins. 

4.  From  Thirty-fourth  street,  Manhattan,  to  I>ong  Island  City,  between  5:00  p.  M. 
and  6  :00  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  four  trips,  or  from  eight  trips  to  twelve  trips. 
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5.-  From  Thirty-fourth  street,  Manhattan,  to  Long  Island  City,  between  6 :00  p.  ii. 
and  7  :00  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  four  trips,  or  from  eight  trips  to  twelve  trips. 

6.  By  making  such  other  and  further  changes  in  the  schedule  and  manner  of 
operating  boats  on  said  line  as  may  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

And  If  any  such  changes,  improvements  or  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as  ought 
to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a  reasonable  tune 
within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  prem- 
ises as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  be  given  at 
least  five  days'  notice  of  said  hearing  by  service  upon  ft,  either  personally  or  by 
mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company  be 
afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross- 
examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 


Hearings  were  held  April  20th  and  May  20th. 


Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  May  2C,  1908.) 

COMMISSIONBB    BASSBTT '. 

During  the  months  of  January  and  February,  1908,  many  complaints  were  re- 
ceived by  the  Commission  alleging  that  the  service  on  the  Thirty-fourth  Street 
Ferry  line  was  Inadequate  and  that  the  service  had  been  crippled  by  the  withdrawal 
from  said  line  of  two  new  boata,  the  "  Hempstead  ".  and  the  "  Babylon."  Upon  the 
complalnf  of  Joseph  Cavanagh,  a  complaint  order  was  made  and  served  on  or  about 
February  18,  1008.  The  answer  filed  on  February  27,  1908,  alleged  that  the 
service  was  adequate  and  that  the  '*  Hempstead  "  and  the  "  Babylon  "  had  been 
withdrawn  for  repairs  and  because  of  the  silting  up  of  the  slips  which  made  the 
operation  of  these  boats  difficult,  these  boats  being  larger  than  the  others. 

Before  any  hearing  order  was  Issued  observations  were  made  by  inspectors  of  the 
Commission.  These  observations  were  made  about  the  middle  of  March  and  showed 
the  service  to  be  adequate  except  during  the  morning  and  evening  rush  hours.  The 
observations  showed  also  that  the  "  Hempstead  "  and  "  Babylon  "  were  not  in  use. 
As  a  result  of  these  observations  the  inspectors  recommended  an  increase  of  service 
during  the  morning  and  evening  rush  hours  but  no  increase  of  service  at  other 
hours  of  the  day. 

A  hearing  order  was  thereafter  served  based  upon  the  recommendations  of  the 
inspectors  and  hearings  were  had  thereon  on  April  29,  1908,  and  May  20,  1906. 

Upon  these  hearings  It  appeared  that  after  the  institution  of  proceedings  by  the 
Commission  the  company  had  restored  the  "  Babylon "  and  "  Hempstead "  to 
service,  and  had  complied  with  the  suggestions  of  the  hearing  order  as  to  service 
during  the  evening  rush  hours,  and  that  the  restoration  of  the  "  Hempstead  "  and 
•'  Babylon  "  to  the  service  had  on  account  of  the  greater  capacity  of  these  boats 
effected  a  substantial  compliance  with  the  sugges^tlons  of  the  order  as  to  service 
during  the  morning  rush  hours.  It  further  appeared  that  the  opening  of  the 
tunnel  under  the  Iilast  river  had  diminished  the  patronage  of  the  ferry  very 
materially,  and  that  In  all  probability  this  patronage  would  be  diminished  still 
further  by  the  completion  of  other  tunnels  under  this  river  and  by  the  deflection 
of  traflSc  by  trolley  lines  on  the  south  side  of  Long  Island. 

In  view  of  these  facts,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  complaint  should  be  dis- 
missed. 

Thereupon  the  following  dismissal  order  was  issued: 

DISMISSAL   ORDER  No.   536. 
May  26,   1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  April  29, 
1906,  and  on  May  20,  1908,  and  It  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  purnuant 
to  Order  No.  41«  of  this  CommlRsion,  dated  April  17.  1008.  and  returnable  on  the 
29th  day  of  April,  1908.  Issued  on  motion  of  the  Commission  for  the  purpose  of 
bringing  on  for  hearing  certain  matters  Hucgeated  by  the  complaint  of  Joseph 
Cavanagh  against  said  Long  Island  Uailroad  Company,  and  the  answer  of  said 
railroad  company  thereto,  regarding  alleged  inadequacy  of  service  on  the  ferry 
operated  by  said  conii)any  between  Long  Island  City  and  Tlilrty-fourtli  street, 
Manhattan,  and  it  appearing  that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  said  I-iong 
Island  Railroad  Company  and  that  said  service  was  by  It  duly  acknowledged,  and 
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it  appearlne  that  said  hearing  was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  thf 
matters  emoraced  In  the  said  complaint  and  answer  and  in  said  order  specifle<> 
on  the  29th  day  of  April,  1908,  and  on  the  20th  day  of  May,  1908.  before  Mr.  Com 
missioner  Bassett  presiding,  Harry  M.  Chamberlain.  Esq.,  Assistant  Counsel,  ap 
pearing  for  the  Commission,  and  Joseph  F.  Keany,  Esq.,  attorney  for  said  railroad 
company,  and  proof  having  been  taken  upon  said  hearing,  and  it  liavlng  beer 
made  to  aj>pear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  the  service  now 
afforded  by  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  to  the  complainant  and  other? 
upon  said  Thirty-fourth  street  ferry  line  is  not  unreasonable  or  inadequate,  said 
service  having  been  increased  by  said  company  since  the  institution  of  proceedings 
by  this  Commission  so  as  to  substantially  comply  with  the  suggested  requirements 
mentioned  in  said  Order  No.  416,  and  tnat  it  would  not  be  reasonable  under  th^ 
circumstances  to  order  any  further  Increase  of  said  service. 

Now,  therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission, 
it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  said  complaint  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  dismissed  and  that 
this  order  be  tiled  in  the  ofDce  of  the  Commission.     And  It  is 

Further  Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  be  without  nrejudlce  to  an  order  for 
fui:ther  or  additional  hearings  and  action  thereon  by  the  Commission  in  respect 
to  any  of  the  matters  covered  by  the  said  complaint  and  answer  and  order  for 
hehring  or  the  proceedings  thereon. 


Long  Island  Railroad  Company. —  Inadequate  service  on  North 
Side  division  between  midnight  and  4  a.  m. 
Complaint  of  Bybon  R.  Newton 

against 
LoNQ  Island  Raiiaoad  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  679    (see  form,  note  1),  issued  August  18th. 


Long  Island  Railroad  Company. —  Train  service  between  East 
New  York  land  Long  Island  City. 

Rehearing  Order  No.  193. 
Final  Order  No.  429. 
Rehearing  Order  No.  €80 
Final  Order  No.  712. 


In   the   Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  as  to  the 
regulations,  practices,  equipment  and  service  of 
the  LONG  ISLAND  RAILROAD  COMPANY  In 
the  respects  hereinafter  mentioned. 


Matter  of  rehearing  on  matters  contained  in  Order 
No.  181. 


ORDER  FOR  REHEARING 

No.  IftS. 

January  8,  1906. 


An  order  having  been  made  and  filed  on  the  31st  day  of  December  1007  No 
181,  under  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  hearing  made  November  20,  1907,  No*  100 
said  Order  No.  181  having  tberenfter  been  dulv  served  upon  the  Long  Island 
Railroad  Company,  the  same  to  take  effect  immediately,  and  the  said  Long  Island 
Railroad  Companv  having  been  required  by  said  order  to  notlfv  this  Comml8.«jion 
upon  or  before  the  6th  day  of  January,  1008,  whether  the  terms  of  said  Oi*der 
No.  181  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed,  and  the  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Com- 
pany having,  on  the  6th  day  of  January,  190S,  applied  In  writing  to  this  Com- 
mission for  a  rehearing  in  respect  to  the  matters  contained  in  the  said  Order  No 
181.  and  sufficient  reason  for  said  rehearing  being  made  to  appear 

Ordered,  That  said  request  for  rehearing  be  granted  and  that  said  rehearinfr  UDon 
the  matters  contained  In  said  Order  No.  181,  entered  and  filed  on  the  81st  day  of 
December,  1907,  be  held  on  the  21st  day  of  January,  1908,  at  2:30  o'clock  in  tlio 
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afternoon  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the 
rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  184  Nassau  street,  boroush  of  Manhattan,  city  and 
State  of  New  Yoric,  to  determine  whether  said  Order  No.  181  or  any  part  thereof 
is  in  any  respect  unjust  or  unwarranted, 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  lust  and  reasonable. 

Further  Ordered,  That  the  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  be  given  at  least 
(10)  days'  notice  of  such  rehearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally  or  by 
mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company 
shall  be  afforded  all  refsonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining 
and  cross-examining  wi  jiesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Further  Ordered,  Tha-i  the  time  of  the  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  to  com- 
ply with  the  terms  of  said  Order  No.  181  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  extended 
until  such  -time  as  the  Commission  shall  enter  an  order  upon  the  rehearing  herein 
provided  for. 

Hearing  held  January  2l8t. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDER  No.  429. 
April  21,  1006. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  rehearing  under  Order  No. 
181,  and  it  appearing  that  said  rehearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order 
of  this  Commission,  No.  193,  dated  the  8th  day  of  January,  1908,  and  returnable 
on  the  21st  day  of  January,  1908,  and  that  the  said  Order  No.  193  was  duly  served 
upon  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  and  that  the  said  service  was  bv  it 
duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  said  rehearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Com- 
mission on  the  matters  in  said  order  for  rehearing  specified  on  the  21st  day  of 
January,  1908,  Mr.  Commissioner  McCarroll  presiding,  and  Grosvenor  H.  Backus. 
Esq.,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  Joseph  F.  Keany,  Esq., 
appearing  for  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  and  proof  being  taken; 

NOW,  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  rehearing,  and  after  consideration  of  the 
facts  including  those  arising  since  the  making  of  said  Order  No.  181,  and  the 
Commission  being  of  the  opinion  that  the  original  Order  No.  181  for  the  improve- 
ment in  and  additions  to  the  ser\-lce  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  should 
be  changed  and  modified  in  certain  particulars; 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission, 
it  is 

Ordered,  That  Order  No.  181  issued  on  the  31st  day  of  December,  1907,  and 
directed  to  the  improvement  in  and  additions  to  the  service  of  the  Long  Island 
Railroad  Company  be  and  the  same  is  hereby  changed  and  modified  to  read  as 
follows: 

ORDER  No.  181. 

This  matter  comihg  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  2d  day 
of  December,  1907,  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pur- 
suant to  an  order  of  this  Commission  No.  100  made  November  20,  1907,  and  return- 
able on  the  2d  day  of  December,  1907,  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served 
upon  the  Ix)ng  Island  Railroad  Company,  and  that  the  said  service  was  by  it  duly 
acknowledged,  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission 
on  the  matters  In  said  order  specified  on  the  2d  day  of  December,  1907,  and  by 
adjournment  duly  had  on  the  16th  day  of  December,  1907,  and  at  each  of  said 
sessions.  Mr.  Commissioner  McCarroll  presiding,  and  proof  being  taken,  and  Gros- 
venor H.  Backus,  Esq.,  Assistant  Counsel,  appparlng  for  the  Commission  at  each  of 
said  sessions,  and  Joseph  F.  Keany,  Esq.  appearing  for  the  said  Long  Island  Rail- 
road Company ; 

Now.  tne  commission  being  of  the  opinion  that  after  the  proceedings  upon  the 
said  hearing  the  service  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  in  the  transporta- 
tion of  persons  in  the  First  District  on  its  lines  operating  between  Long  Island  City 
and  East  New  York  has  been  and  Is  unreasonable  and  inadequate  in  that  said  com- 
pany does  not  operate  enough  trains  between  liong  Island  City  and  E)ast  New  York 
reasonably  to  accommodate  the  traffic  offered  for  transportation  to  said  company, 
and  the  Commission  being  of  the  opinion  after  said  proceedings  that  it  is  reasonably 
necessary  for  the  accommodation  and  transportation  of  passengers  offering  them- 
selves for  transportation,  and  Is  and  will  be  Just,  reasonable  and  proper  that  the 
said  service  of  tne  rx>ng  Island  Railroad  Company  on  said  line  between  Long  Island 
City  and  East  New  York  should  be  supplemented  and  changed  in  the  particulars 
hereinafter  set  forth,  upon  the  lines,  at  the  points  and  at  the  times  so  hereinafter 
set  forth ; 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman.  E^q..  counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  service  of  the  liong  Island  Railroad  Company  on  lt«  line  be- 
tween Ix>ng  Island  City  and  East  New  York  be  supplemented  and  changed  as 
follows : 

That  in  addition  to  the  service  now  operated  by  said  railroad  company  over  its 
Manhattan  Beach  Division,  said  company  operate  a  train  from  East  New  York  to 
liong  Island  City  which  shall  leave  Ea-st  New  York  between  7  a.  m.  and  7.10 
A.  M.,  dally  except  Sundays  and  that  said  train  shall  atop  regularly  at  the  Bush- 
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wick  avenue.  Cypress  avenue  and  Myrtle  avenue  stations  on  said  Manhattan  Beach 
IMvision  of  said  Long  Island  Uailroad  Company. 

And  it  ia  further  Ordered,  That  said  Liong  Island  Railroad  Company,  pending  the 
adoption  of  its  summer  schedule  for  the  season  of  1908,  shall  cause  the  train 
scheduled  to  leave  Ix)ng  Island  City  at  5  :35  P.  m.  to  stop  regularly  at  the  Bushwick 
avenue.  Cypress  avenue  and  Myrtle  avenue  stations  on  said  Manhattan  Beach 
Division  of  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company ;  and  that  upon  and  after  the 
adoption  of  said  summer  schedule  of  1008  said  company  shall  operate  a  train 
leaving  Long  Island  City  between  6  :00  p.  m.  and  6  :15  p.  u.,  daily  except  Sundays, 
which  shall  stot>  at  said  Bushwick  avenue.  Cypress  avenue  and  Myrtle  avenue  sta- 
tions on  the  Manhattan  Beach  Division  of  said  company. 

And  it  is  further  Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  the  28th  day  of 
May,  1908,  and  shall  remain  in  effect  until  modified  by  the  further  order  of  this 
Commission. 

And  it  i*  further  Ordered,  That  on  or  before  the  30th  day  of  April.  1908,  the 
Long  Island  Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

REHEARING   ORDER  No.   680. 
August  18,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  429,  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  or  about  the  21st  day  of 
April,  1908,  on  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  rehearing  No.  198  made  on  the  8th 
day  of  January,  1908,  resettling  the  terms  of  Pinal  Order  No.  181  made  and  filed 
herein  on  the  31st  day  of  December.  1907.  and  thereafter  said  Order  No.  429  having 
been  duly  served  upon  the  Ix>ng  Island  Railroad  Company,  the  same  to  take  effect 
on  May  28th,  1908,  and  the  said  Ix)ng  Island  Railroad  Company  having,  on  Augusl 
14th,  1908,  applied  in  writing  to  this  Commission  for  a  rehearing  In  respect  to  the 
matter  contained  in  said  Order  No.  429,  and  suflldent  reason  for  said  rehearing 
having  been  made  to  appear ; 

Ordered,  That  said  request  for  rehearing  be  granted,  and  that  the  said  rehearing 
upon  the  matters  contained  in  said  Order  No.  429,  entered  and  filed  on  April  21st.- 
1908.  be  held  on  the  26th  day  of  August.  1908,  at  10 :30  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  or 
at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the 
Commission,  154  Nassau  street,  Borough  of  Manhattan,  City  and  State  of  New  York, 
to  determine  after  such  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of  the  facts,  including 
those  arising  after  the  making  of  Order  No.  429,  whether  the  original  Order  No. 
429,  or  any  part  thereof,  is  in  any  respect  unjust  or  unwise,  and  whether  the  said 
Order  No.  429  should  be  abrogated,  changed  or  modified. 

And  if  any  such  abrogation,  changes,  or  modifications  are  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made,  then  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  changes  or  modifica- 
tions of  the  said  Order,  and  to  determine  the  time  of  taking  effect  of  the  Order  as 
changed  or  modified. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the  prem- 
ises as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Further  Ordered,  That  the  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  be  given  at  least 
six  days'  notice  of  such  rehearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally  or  by  mail, 
of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  rehearing  said  company  be  af- 
forded all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  ana  examining  and  cross- 
examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  were  held  August  26tli,  28th,  and  September  3d. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL   ORDER   No.   712.   VAC^ATING   ORDER   No.   429. 
Septbmbbb  4.  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  rehea.ring  had  herein  on  the  26th 
day  of  August,  1908.  on  the  28th  day  of  August.  1008,  and  on  the  3d  day  of  Sep- 
tember, 190S,  and  it  appearing  that  said  rehearing  was  had  pursuant  to  Order  for 
Rehearing  No.  680  of  this  Commission,  made  the  18th  day  of  August,  1908,  and  that 
said  order  was  duly  Borved  upon  said  I»ng  Island  Railroad  Company,  and  such 
service  was  by  It  duly  acknowledged,  and  It  appearing  that  said  order  for  rehearing 
was  issued  by  the  rommKsslon  upon  due  application  of  said  railroad  company  after 
service' on  said  company  of  Final  Order  No.  42ft  of  this  Commission,  made  and  filed 
herein  on  or  about  the  21st  day  of  April,  1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  said 
company  to  operate  additional  trains  on  Its  Manhattan  Beach  DIvislcm  between 
East  New  York  and  Long  Island  City,  and  It  appearing  that  said  rehearing  was 
had  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  embraced  in  said  order  for 
rehearing  on  the  2nth  day  of  August,  1908.  and  the  various  adjournments  thereof, 
before  Mr.  Commissioner  McCarroll  and  Mr.  CoramlRsioner  Bassett,  Groevenor  H. 
Backus,  Esq.,  a.ssistant  counsel,  attending,  and  Joseph  F.  Keany,  Esq.,  appearing 
for  the  defendant,  and  proof  having  been  taken  upon  Jiald  rehearing,  and  It  having 
been  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  rehearing  that  the  Long  Island 
Railroad  Company  has  operated  the  additional  trains  on  Its  Manhattan  Beach 
Division,  as  required  by  said  Order  No.  429.  and  that  the  trafific  on  said  additional 
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tralnB  Is  not  sufficient  to  Jastify  their  operation,  and  that  it  would  therefore  be 
proper  to  direct  that  Raid  Final  Order  No.  429  be  abrogated 

Jsow,  On  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  is 

Ordered: 

1.  That  said  Order  No.  429  of  this  Commission  directing  the  operation  of  said 
additional  trains  between  E^st  New  York  and  Ix>ng  Island  C^ty,  as  aforesaid,  be  and 
the  same  hereby  is  abrogated,  vacated  and  set  aside. 

2.  That  this  order  shall  take  eftect  immediatelr,  and  shall  continue  in  force  until 
such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  EMrst  District  shall  other- 
wise order. 

3.  That  this  order  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  the  right  of  the  Commission  to 
hold  such  other  and  further  hearing  or  nearings  and  to  issue  such  other  and  further 
order  or  orders  in  the  matter  of  said  service  as  may  to  the  Commission  seem  Just 
and  reasonable. 

4.  That  this  order  shall  be  filed  In  the  office  of  the  Commission,  and  a  certified 
copy  of  said  order  be  served  upon  the  Long  Island  Railroad  ^Company. 


Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company. —  Inadequate  service  on  holi- 
days and  Sundays  —  Fulton  street  line  at  Utica  avenue. 

Complaint  of  Andrew  A.  Kirkfatrick 
against 

Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company. 
Complaint  Order  No.  312   (see  form,  note  1),  issued  March  6th. 


Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company. —  Increase  of  eervioe  on  Sev- 
enth avenue  line. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
qiK'SLlon  of  improTements  in  and  additions  to  the 
service  and  equipment  of  the  NASSAU  ELEC- 
TRIC RAILROAD  COMPANY,  in  respect  to  the 
Seventh  avenue  line  and  in  respect  to  the  Flat- 
bosh-Seventh  avenue  line. 


ORDER  FOR   HEARING 
No.  360. 
March  20,  1908. 


It  is  hereby  Ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  0th  day  of  April,  1908,  at 
2  :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations,  equip- 
ment, appliances  and  service  of  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company,  in  respect 
to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District,  are  unjust,  unreasonable,  im- 
proper and  inadequate,  and  whether  the  said  company  runs  cars  enough  or  with 
sufficient  freouency  or  possesses  or  operates  motive  power  enough  reasonably  to  ac- 
commodate the  passenger  traffic  transported  by  it  or  offered  for  transportation  to 
It  and  If  such  be  found  not  to  be  the  fact,  then  to  determine  whether  it  Is  reasonably 
necessary  to  accommodate  and  transport  the  said  traffic  transported  or  offered  for 
transportation  and  Is  and  will  be  just,  reasonable,  proper  and  adequate  to  direct 
that  the  service  of  the  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  on  its  Seventh 
avenue  llqe  and  on  its  Flatbush-Seventh  avenue  line  be  increased  and  supplemented 
at  the  points  and  times  and  in  the  particulars  following,  that  is  to  say : 

As   to  Seventh  avenue  line : 

(a)   Weslhound.  leaving  Seventh  avenue  and  Twentieth  street. 

1.  Betweon  C  :15  and  6  :4.5  a.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  one  car  in  the  New  York 
service,   making  n   total   of  8  cars  to  New  York. 

2.  Between  6:45  and  7:15  a.m.,  by  an  increase  of  2  cars  In  the  New  York 
service,  making  a  total  of  10  cars  to  New  York  and  one  car  to  South  Ferry. 


454       Public  Sebvice  Commission  —  Fibst  Distkiot. 

8.  Between  7 :15  and  7 :45  a.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  3  cars  In  New  York  ser- 
vice and  one  car  in  the  South  Ferry  service,  making  a  total  of  10  cars  to  New 
York  and  2  cars  to  South  Ferry. 

4.  Between  7 :45  and  8 :15  a.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  4  cars  in  the  New  York 
service  and  2  cars  in  the  South  Ferry  service,  making  a  total  of  10  cars  to  New 
York  and  4  cars  to  South  Ferry. 

5.  Between  8 :15  and  8 :45  a.  m.,  by  an  Increase  of  3  cars  to  the  New  York 
service  and  2  cars  to  the  South  Ferry  service,  making  a  total  service  of  10  cars 
to  New  York  and  4  cars  to  South  Ferry, 

6.  Between  8 :45  and  9  :15  a.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  3  cars  to  New  York  service, 
making  a  total  of  9  cars  to  New  York. 

7.  Between  9 :15  and  9 :46  a.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  3  cars  to  the  New  York 
service,  making  a  total  service  of  8  cars  to  New  York. 

8.  Between  9  :45  and  10 :15  a.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  one  car  to  New  York  ser- 
vice, making  a  total  service  of  4  cars  to  New  York. 

(b)  Basthound,  leaving  New  York  to  Seventh  avenue  and  Twentieth  street : 

9.  Between  3  :00  and  3  :30  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  one  car  of  by  an  increase  from 
6  to  6  cars. 

10.  Between  3 :30  and  4  :00  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  one  car  or  by  an  Increase 
from  6  to  6  cars. 

11.  Between  4  :00  and  4  :30  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  one  car  or  by  an  increase 
from  8  to  0  cars. 

12.  Between  4  :30  and  5  :00  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  2  cars  or  by  an  Increase 
from  8  to  10  cars. 

13.  Between  5 :00  to  5 :30  p.  h.,  by  an  increase  of  2  cans  or  by  an  increase 
from  8  to  10  cars. 

14.  Between  5  :30  and  6 :00  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  2  cars  or  by  an  increase 
from  8  to  10  cars. 

15.  Between  6 :00  and  6  :30  p.  m.,  no  increase ;  ten  cars  were  operated. 

16.  Between  9 :30  and  10  :00  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  one  car  or  by  an  increase 
from  3  to  4  cars. 

17.  Between  10:00  and  10:30  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  one  car  or  by  an  Increase 
from  3  to  4  cars 

18.  Between  10 :30  and  11 :00  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  one  car  or  by  an  increase 
from  4  to  5  cars. 

19.  Between  11 :00  and  11 :30  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  one  car  or  by  an  Increase 
from  2  to  8  cars. 

(c)  Eaat1)ound,  leaving  South  Ferry  to  Seventh  avenue  and  Twentieth  street: 

20.  Between  5  :45  and  5 :15  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  2  cars  or  by  an  Increase 
from  2  to  4  cars. 

21.  Between  5  :15  and  5  :45  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  4  cars  or  by  an  Increase 
from  3  to  7  cars. 

22.  Between  5 :45  and  6 :15  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  4  cars  or  by  an  Increase 
from  3  to  7  cars. 

23.  Between  6 :16  and  6  :45  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  8  cars  or  by  an  increase 
from  2  to  6  cars. 

As  to  Flatbush-Seventh  avenue  line: 

(d)  Westbound,  leaving  Seventh   avenue  and  Twentieth  street. 

1.  Between  6  :45  and  7  :15  a.  m..  by  an  increase  of  one  car  in  the  Fulton  ferry 
service,  making  a  total  service  of  7  cars,  i.  e.,  3  to  Fulton  ferry  and  4  to  City  Hall. 

2.  Between  7  :15  and  7  :45  a.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  one  car  in  the  Fulton  ferry 
service,  and  2  cars  in  the  City  Hall  servlcp,  making  a  total  service  of  9  cars,  i.  e., 

3  to  Fulton  ferry  and  6  to  City  Hall. 

3.  Between  7  :45  and  8  :15  a.  m.,  by  an  Increase  of  one  car  in  the  Fulton  ferry 
service  and  3  cars  in  the  City  Hall  sorvlce.  making  a  total  service  of  12  cars,  i.  e., 

4  to  B*ulton  ferry  and  8  to  City  Hall. 

4.  Between  8 :15  and  8 :45  a.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  2  cars  in  the  Fulton  ferry 
service  and  4  cars  in  the  Citv  Hall  service,  making  a  total  service  of  12  cars,  1.  e., 
4  to  Fulton  ferry  and  8  to  City  Hall. 

6.  Between  8  :45  and  9  :15  a.  m.,  by  an  Increase  of  2  cars  in  the  City  Hall  ser- 
vice, making  a  total  service  of  10  cars,  1.  e.,  4  to  Fiilton  ferry  and  6  to  City  Hall. 

6.  Between  0:15  and  9:45  a.m..  by  an  increase  of  one  car  in  the  Fulton  ferry 
service  and  2  cars  in  the  Citv  Hall  service,  making  a  total  service  of  8  cars,  1.  e., 
4  to  Fulton  ferry  and  4  to  City  Hall. 

7.  Between  9 :45  and  10  rlfi  a.  m..  by  an  Incrense  of  4  cars  In  the  City  Hall 
service,  making  a  total  service  of  9  cars.  i.  e.,  4  to  Fulton  ferry  and  5  to  City  Ha^' 

8.  Between  10:15  and  10:45  a.m.,  by  an  increase  of  3  cars  in  the  City  Hall 
service,  making  a  total  service  of  7  cars,  I.  e.,  4  cars  to  Fulton  ferry  and  3  cars 
to  City  Hall. 

9.  Between  10:45  and  11:15  a.m.,  by  an  Increase  of  3  cars  In  the  City  Hall 
Borvice,  making  a  total  of  7  cars,  1.  e..  4  to  Fulton  ferry  and  3  to  City  Hall. 

10.  Between  11:15  and  11:45  a.m.,  by  an  increase  of  one  car  in  the  City  Hall 
service,  making  a  total  service  of  5  cars,  i.  e.,  4  to  Fulton  ferry  and  one  to  City 
Hall. 

11.  Between  12:45  and  1:15  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  2  cars  in  the  City  Hall 
service,  making  a  total  service  of  6  cars.  I.  e.,  4  to  Fulton  ferry  and  2  to  City  Hall. 

12.  Between  1 :15  and  1 :45  p.  m.,  by  an  Increase  of  3  cars  in  the  City  Hall 
service,  making  a  total  service  of  8  cars,  I.  e.,  5  to  Fulton  ferry  and  3  to  City  Hall. 
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13.  Between  1:45  and  2:15  p.m.,  by  an  Increase  of  2  cars  In  the  City  Hall 
service,  making  a  total  service  of  7  cars,  1.  e.,  6  to  Fulton  ferry  and  2  to  City  Hall. 

14.  Between  2 :15  and  2 :45  p.  m.,  by  an  Increase  of  3  cars  in  the  City  Hall 
•ervlce,  making  a  total  service  of  8  cars,  1.  e.,  5  to  Fulton  ferry  and  3  to  City  Hall. 

15.  Between  2 :45  and  3 :15  p.  m.,  by  an  Increase  of  3  cars  In  the  City  Hall 
•ervlce,  making  a  total  service  of  8  cars,  1.  e.,  5  to  Flilton  ferry  and  3  to  City  Hall. 

16.  Between  7 :15  and  7 :45  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  5  cars  in  the  City  Hall 
•ervlce,  making  a  total  service  of  14  cars,  1.  e.,  5  to  Pulton  ferry  and  9  to  City  Hall. 

17.  Between  7 :46  and  8 :15  p.  m.,  by  an  Increase  of  3  cars  In  the  City  Hall 
•ervlce,  making  a  total  service  of  6  cars,  1.  e.,  3  cars  to  Pulton  ferry  and  3  cars  to 
City  Hall. 

(e)  Eastbound,  leaving  City  Hall  to  Seventh  avenue  and  Twentieth  street. 

18.  Between  10  :45  and  11 :15  a.  m.,  by  an  Increase  of  one  car,  or  by  an  increase 
rrom  4  to  5  cars. 

19.  Between  11 :15  and  11 :45  a.  m.,  by  an  Increase  of  2  cars,  or  by  an  Increase 
from  4  to  6  cars. 

20.  Between  11 :45  a.  m.  and  12  :15  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  Of  2  cars  or  by  an  in- 
crease from  5  to  7  cars. 

21.  Between  12  :15  and  12  :45  p.  m.,  by  an  Increase  of  one  car,  or  by  an  increase 
from  6  to  7  cars. 

22.  Between  12  :45  and  1 :15  p.  m.,  by  an  Increase  of  one  car,  or  by  an  increase 
rrom  6  to  7  cars. 

23.  Between  1 :15  and  1 :45  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  one  car,  or  by  an  increase 
crom  5  to  6  cars. 

24.  Between  1 :45  and  2  :16  P.  m.,  by  an  Increase  of  one  car,  or  by  an  Increase 
crom  5  to  6  cars. 

26.  Between  2  :15  and  2  :45  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  2  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
rrom  5  to  7  cars. 

26.  Between  2  :45  and  3  :15  p.  u.,  by  an  Increase  of  3  cars,  or  by  an  Increase 
nrom  4  to  7  cars. 

27.  Between  3 :15  and  3  :45  p.  m.,  by  an  Increase  of  3  cars,  or  by  an  Increase 
rrom  6  to  9  cars. 

28.  Between  3 :45  and  4 :15  p.  m.,  by  an  Increase  of  2  cars,  or  by  an  Increase 
from  8  to  10  cars. 

29.  Between  4  :15  and  4  :45  P.  M.,  by  an  Increase  of  3  cars,  or  by  an  Increase 
Crom  8  to  11  cars. 

30.  Between  4  :45  and  5  :15  p.  m.,  by  an  Increase  of  4  cars,  or  by  an  Increase 
rrom  8  to  12  cars. 

31.  Between  6 :15  and  5 :45  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  3  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
^rom  9  to  12  cars. 

82.  Between  5  :45  and  6 :16  p.  M.«  by  no  increase ;  12  cars  were  operated. 

33.  Between  6  :15  and  6 :45  p.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  2  cars,  or  by  an  Increase 
from  10  to  12  cars. 

34.  Between  6  :45  and  7  :15  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  2  cars,  or  by  an  Increase 
from  9  to  11  cars. 

80.  Between  9  :15  and  9  :45  P.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  one  car,  or  by  an  increase 
from  3  to  4  cars. 

36.  Between  9  :45  and  10 :15  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  one  car,  or  by  an  increase 
from  3  to  4  cars. 

37.  Between  10 :15  and  10  :45  P.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  4  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
'from  4  to  8  cars. 

38.  Between  10  :45  and  11 :15  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  4  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  4  to  8  cars. 

89.  Between  11 :15  and  11 :45  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  4  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  4  to  8  cars. 

And  if  any  such  changes,  improvements  or  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made,  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a  reason- 
able time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  prem- 
ises as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  Ordered,  That  the  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  be  given  at 
least  ten  (10)  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally  or 
by  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  Company 
be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Ilearlngs  were  held  April  22d  and  27th. 

The  testimony  at  the  hearings  showed  that  new  schedules  were  soon  to  be 
put  in  effect  which  it  was  thought  wouW  provide  sufficient  accommodation. 
Some  improvement  was  discernible  in  the  service  but  a  preliminary  investiga- 
tion report  on  December  Slst  showed  there  was  still  considerable  overcrowding. 
The  full  report  of  the  general  transit  inspection  was  not  submitted  at  the  close 
of  the  year. 
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Hearing  Order  No.   764. 
Statement  by  Commissioner  Maltbie. 
Final  Order  No.  832. 
Extension  Order  No.  847. 
Extension  Order  Case  No.  832. 
Extension  Order  Case  No.  832. 


In  the  Matter 
oi  the 

Hearing  on  motion  of  the  CommissloD  on  the  ques- 
tion of  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appli- 
ances and  service  of  the  NASSAU  ELECTOIC 
RAILROAD  COMPANY,  in  respect  to  the  St. 
Johns  Place  Line. 


HEARING  ORDER  No.  764. 
October  6,  1008. 


It  U  hereby  Ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  15th  day  of  October,  1908, 
at  10:30  o'clock  In  the  forenoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  whether  the  regulations,  prac- 
tices, equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  in 
respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  and  property  in  the  First  District  upon 
its  St.  Johns  place  fine  are  unreasonable,  unsafe.  Improper  or  Inadequate  as  here- 
inafter set  forth,  and  whether  changes,  additions  and  improvements  thereto  ought 
leasonably  to  be  made  in  the  manner  below  set  forth  in  order  to  promote  the 
security  and  convenience  of  the  public  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and 
facilities  for  the  transportation  of  persons  and  property,  and  to  determine  whether 
a  change,  addition,  and  improvement  in  the  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  ap- 
pliances and  service  of  said  company,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  are  such  as  will  be 
just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made: 

1.  Whether  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  should  be  directed  to  change 
the  system  of  transferring  at  present  employed  at  Borough  Hall,  Brooklyn,  whereby 
passengers  coming  from  Park  Row,  Manhattan,  desiring  to  transfer  to  lines  which 
are  not  operated  across  the  bridge  are  remiired  to  obtain  transfer  tickets  from 
one  of  the  company's  agents  stationed  at  Borough  Hall ;  the  same  system  being 
employed  wit&   respect  to  traffic  In  the  opposite  direction; 

2.  ^Tiether  the  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  should  be  directed  to 
operate  cars  on  the  St.  Johns  place  line  through  to  Manhattan ; 

3.  Whether  said  Nassau  Blectric  Railroad  Company  should  be  directed  to  operate 
cars  on  the  St.  Johns  place  line  at  suitable  intervals  throughout  the  night. 

And  if  any  such  regulations,  changes,  improvements  and  additions  be  found  to 
be  such  as  ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid  then  to  determine  the  details  of  such 
changes.  Improvements  and  additions,  and  to  determine  what  period  would  be  i 
reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  Ordered,  That  the  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  be  given  at 
least  8  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally  or  by 
mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company  be 
afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  October  15th. 

EXTllACT    PBOM    MlNUTFS    NOVEMBER    11,    1908. 

Commlsslonerv  McCarroll  presented  a  proposed  final  order  as  to  the  service  on 
the  St.  Johns  place  line  of  the  Nassau  Klectric  Railroad  Company,  and  it  was 
moved  and  duly  seconded  that  the  order  be  adopted. 

Ayes  —  Commissioners  WMllcox,  McCarroll,  Bassett,  Eustis. 

Nays  —  Commissioner  Maltbie. 

Carried. 

In  voting  "  Nay  "  on  the  adoption  of  this  order,  Commissioner  Maltbie  made  the 
following  statement:  "  In  voting  *  No  '  upon  this  ordor,  I  wish  it  to  be  understood 
that  I  do  not  oppose  the  Issuance  of  an  order  directing  an  increased  service  upon 
this  line,  but  In  my  opinion  the  residents  of  the  area  served  by  this  road  are 
entitled  to  a  better  service  than  Is  called  for  by  the  order,  especially  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  more  stringent  rules  have  been  adopted  upon  other  lines.'* 
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The  following  final  order  was  issued : 

FINAL  ORDER  No.  832. 
November  11,   1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  15th 
day  of  October,  1906,  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and 
pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission  made  on  October  6,  1908,  and  returnable 
on  October  15,  1908,  and  that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Nassau  Electric 
Railroad  Company,  and  that  said  service  was  by  it  duly  acknowledged,  and  that 
the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said 
order  specified  on  October  15,  1908,  Mr.  Commissioner  McCarroll  presiding,  Gros- 
venor  H.  Backus,  Esq.,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and 
Arthur  N.  Dutton.  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company. 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  hearing  that  the 
regulations  and  service  of  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  in  respect  to  the 
transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District  have  been  and  are  in  certaiu 
respects  unreasonable,  improper  and  inadequate,  in  that  the  said  company  does 
not  ruD  cars  enough  or  with  sutflcient  frequency  or  on  a  reaispnable  time  schedule, 
reasonably  to  accommodate  the  passenger  traffic  transported  by  or  offered  for 
transportation  to  it,  and  it  appearing  that  changes  and  improvements  in  the  regu- 
lations and  service  of  the  said  company,  as  duly  set  forth,  are  such  as  are  Just, 
reasonable,  adequate  and  proper,  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  order  to 
promote  the  convenience  of  the  public. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  service  of  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  on  its  St. 
Johns  place   line  be  supplemented   and  changed   in  the  following  manner,   that  is 


to  say: 

1.  By    operating '  dally,    including   Sundays,   over   every    .       _    . 
place  line  between  Buffalo  avenue  and  Borough  Hall,   Brooklyn,  either 


1.  By   operating '  daily,   including   Sundays,   over   every   point   of   the   St.   Johns 


(a)  A  sufficient  number  of  cars  in'  each  direction  past  any  point  of  obser- 
vation to  provide  during  every  thirty  (30)  minute  period  of  the  day  or  night  a 
number  of  seats  at  least  equal  to  the  number  of  passengers  at  that  point,  the 
number  of  cars  passing  any  point  to  be,  however,  not  less  than  six  (6)  per  hour 
in  each  direction,  except  that  between  the  hourR  of  midnight  and  1 :30  a.  m.,  the 
number  of  cars  shall  never  be  less  than  four  (4)  per  hour  in  each  direction,  and 
also  between  the  hours  of  1:30  A.  M.  and  6:30  a.  m.  the  number  of  cars  shall 
never  be  less  than  two  (2)  per  hour  in  each  direction,  or 

(b)  A  minimum  number  of  fifteen  (15)  cars  in  each  direction  in  each  thirty 
(30)  minute  period  in  which  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (a)  above  are  not  com- 
plied with. 

2.  By  operating  daily,  except  Sundays,  from  the  Atlantic  avenue  subway  station 
in  Brooklyn  between  5  and  7  p.  m.  over  the  St.  Johns  place  line  to  Buffalo  avenue 
at  least  three  (3)  cars  during  each  thirty  (30)  minute  period  in  which  the  minimum 
number  of  fifteen  (15)  cars  are  operated,  as  called  for  in  subdivision  l-(b),  but  a 
sufficient  number  of  seats,  as  specified  in  subdivision  l-(a),  are  not  being  provided 
at  the  Atlantic  avenue  subway  station,  and  it  is  further 

Ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  November  20,  1908,  and  shall 
continue  In  force  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  the  taking  effect  of 
the  same,  but  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearing* 
and  acting  thereon  by  the  Commission,  in  respect  to  anything  herein  prescribed 
or  in  respect  of  anything  covered  by  the  order  for  hearing  herein,  prior  to  the 
expiration  of  said  period  of  two  years.     And  it  Is  further 

Ordered,  That  before  November  18,  1908,  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company 
notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  whether  the  terms  of 
this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  applications  of  the  company  the  following  extension  orders  were  issued: 

EXTENSION   ORDER  No.  847. 
November  20,   1908. 

An  order.  No.  832,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  tlie  11th  day  of 
November,  1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  to 
make  certain  changes  in  the  service  on  its  St.  Johns  place  line  on  or  before  the 
30th  day  of  November,  1908.  and  directing  said  company  to  inform  the  Public 
Service  (Commission  for  the  First  District  before  November  18,  1908,  whether  the 
terms  of  said  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed,  and  said  company  having 
applied  In  writing  for  an  extension  of  such  time, 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  It  Is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  NasHau  Electric  Railroad  (Company 
shall  make  the  changes  above  mentioned  bo,  and  the  same  hereby  Is,  extended  to 
and  Including  November  30,  1SK)8.     It  is  further 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company 
shall  make  answer  to  said  Order  No.  832  be,  an#  the  same  hereby  Is,  extended 
to  and  including  November  28.  1908. 
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Hearing  Order  No.   764. 
Statement  by  Commissioner  Maltbie. 
Final  Order  No.  832. 
Extension  Order  No.  847. 
Extension  Order  Case  No.  832. 
Extension  Order  Case  No.  832. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 

Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the  ques- 
tion of  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appli- 
ances and  service  of  the  NASSAU  ELKCTOIC 
RAILROAD  COMPANY,  in  respect  to  the  St. 
Johns  Place  Line. 


HEARING  ORDER  No.  764. 
October  6,  1908. 


It  is  hereby  Ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  15th  day  of  October,  1908, 
at  10:30  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  wnlch  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  tne  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations,  prac- 
tices, equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  in 
respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  and  property  in  the  First  District  upon 
its  Bt.  Johns  place  line  are  unreasonable,  unsafe,  improper  or  inadequate  as  here- 
inafter set  forth,  and  whether  changes,  additions  and  improvements  thereto  ought 
reasonably  to  be  made  in  the  manner  below  set  forth  in  order  to  promote  the 
security  and  convenience  of  the  public  or  In  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and 
facilities  for  the  transportation  of  persons  and  property,  and  to  determine  whether 
a  change,  addition,  and   improvement  in   the  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  an- 

Jillances  and  service  of  said  company,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  are  such  as  will  be 
ust,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made : 

1.  Whether  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  should  be  directed  to  change 
the  system  of  transferring  at  present  employed  at  Borough  Hall.  Brooklyn,  whereby 
passengers  coming  from  Park  Row,  Manhattan,  desiring  to  transfer  to  lines  which 
are  not  operated  across  the  bridge  are  reoulred  to  obtain  transfer  tickets  from 
one  of  the  company's  agenu  stationed  at  Borough  Hall ;  the  same  system  being 
employed  wltli   respect  to  traffic  in  the  opposite  direction; 

2.  Whether  the  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  should  be  directed  to 
operate  cars  on  the  St.  Johns  place  line  through  to  Manhattan  ; 

3.  Whether  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  should  be  directed  to  operate 
cars  on  the  St.  Johns  place  line  at  suitable  intervals  throughout  the  night. 

And  if  any  such  regulations,  changes,  improvements  and  additions  be  found  to 
be  such  as  ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid  then  to  determine  the  details  of  such 
changes,  improvements  and  additions,  and  to  determine  what  period  would  be  sT 
reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  bo  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  Ordered,  That  the  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  CompiCny  be  given  at 
least  8  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally  or  by 
mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company  be 
afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining  w^itnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  October  15th. 

EXTHACT  PROM  Minutes  November  11,  1908. 

Commissioner  McCarroll  presented  a  proposed  final  order  as  to  the  service  on 
the  St.  Johns  place  line  of  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company,  and  it  was 
moved  and  duly  seconded  that  the  order  be  adopted. 

Ayes  —  Commissioners  Wlllcox,  McCarroll,  Basaett,  Eustis. 

Nays  —  Commissioner  Maltbie. 

Carried. 

In  voting  •'  Nay  "  on  the  adoption  of  this  order.  Commissioner  Maltbie  made  the 
following  statement:  '*  In  voting  *  No  '  upon  this  order,  I  wish  it  to  be  understood 
that  I  do  not  oppose  the  Issuance  of  an  order  directing  an  Increased  service  upon 
this  line,  but  In  my  opinion  the  residents  of  the  area  served  by  this  road  are 
entitled  to  a  better  service  than  is  called  for  by  the  order,  especially  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  more  stringent  rules  have  been  adopted  upon  other  lines." 
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The  following  final  order  was  issued : 

FINAL  ORDBE  No.  832. 
November  11,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  15th 
day  of  October,  1906,  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and 
pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission  made  on  October  6,  1008,  and  returnable 
on  October  15,  1908,  and  that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Nassau  Blectrlc 


Railroad  Company,  and  that  said  service  was  by  it  duly  acknowledged,  and  that 
the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said 
order  specified  on  October  15,   1008,  Mr.   Commissioner  McCarroU  presiding,  Gros- 


venor  H.  Backus,  Esq.,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and 
Arthur  N.  Dutton,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company. 

Now,  It  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  hearing  that  the 
regulations  and  service  of  tne  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  In  respect  to  the 
transportation  of  persons  In  the  First  District  have  been  and  are  In  certalu 
respects  unreasonable,  Improper  and  Inadequate,  in  that  the  said  company  does 
not  run  cars  enough  or  with  sufficient  frequency  or  on  a  reaapnable  time  schedule, 
reasonably  to  accommodate  the  passenger  trafllc  transported  by  or  offered  for 
transportation  to  it,  and  it  appearing  that  changes  and  Improvements  In  the  regu- 
lations and  service  of  the  said  company,  as  duly  set  forth,  are  such  as  are  just, 
reasonable,  adequate  and  proper,  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  order  to 
promote  the  convenience  of  the  public. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded.  It  is 

Ordered,  That  the  service  of  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  on  its  St. 
Johns  place  line  be  supplemented  and  changed  in  the  following  manner,  that  is 


to  say: 

place  line  'between  Buffalo  avenue'  and  Bo'rough  Uall,  Brooklyn,  either 


operating '  daily,   including   Sundays,   over   every   point  of   the   St   Johns 


(a)  A  sufficient  number  of  cars  in  each  direction  past  any  point  of  obser- 
vation to  provide  during  every  thirty  (30)  minute  period  of  the  day  or  night  a 
number  of  seats  at  least  equal  to  the  number  of  passengers  at  that  point,  the 
number  of  cars  passing  any  point  to  be,  however,  not  less  than  six  (6)  per  hour 
In  each  direction,  except  that  between  the  hours  of  midnight  and  1 :30  a.  if.,  the 
number  of  cars  shall  never  be  less  than  four  (4)  per  hour  in  each  direction,  and 
also  between  the  hours  of  1 :30  A.  m.  and  6 :30  a.  m.  the  number  of  cars  shall 
never  be  less  than  two  (2)  per  hour  in  each  direction,  or 

(b)  A  minimum  number  of  fifteen  (15)  cars  in  each  direction  in  each  thirty 
(30)  minute  period  in  which  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (a)  above  are  not  com- 
plied with. 

2.  By  operating  daily,  except  Sundays,  from  the  Atlantic  avenue  subway  station 
in  Brooklyn  between  5  and  7  p.  m.  over  the  St.  Johns  place  line  to  Buffalo  avenue 
at  least  three  (3)  cars  during  each  thirty  (30)  minute  period  in  which  the  minimum 
number  of  fifteen  (15)  cars  are  operated,  as  called  for  in  subdivision  l-(b),  but  a 
sufficient  number  of  seats,  as  specified  in  subdivision  l-(a),  are  not  being  provided 
at  the  Atlantic  avenue  subway  station,  and  It  is  further 

Ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  November  20,  1908,  and  shall 
continue  in  force  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  the  taking  effect  of 
the  same,  but  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearing, 
and  acting  thereon  by  tne  Commission,  in  respect  to  anything  herein  prescribed 
or  in  respect  of  anything  covered  by  the  order  for  hearing  herein,  prior  to  the 
expiration  of  said  period  of  two  years.     And  it  is  further 

Ordered,  That  before  November  18,  1908,  the  Nassau  Blectrlc  Railroad  Company, 
notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  whether  the  terms  of 
this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  applications  of  the  company  the  following  extension  orders  were  issued: 

EXTENSION   ORDER  No.  847. 
November  20,   1908. 

An  order,  No.  832,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  11th  day  of 
November,  1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  to 
make  certain  changes  in  the  service  on  Its  St.  Johns  place  line  on  or  before  the 
30th  day  of  November,  1908,  and  directing  said  company  to  Inform  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  before  November  18,  1908,  whether  the 
terms  of  said  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed,  and  said  company  having 
applied  in  writing  for  an  extension  of  such  time. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company 
shall  make  the  changes  above  mentioned  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to 
and  including  November  30,  1908.     It  is  further 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company 
shall  make  answer  to  said  Order  No.  832  be.  an#  the  same  hereby  is,  extended 
to  and  Including  November  28,   1908. 
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December  15,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  882,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  11th  day  of 
November,  1908.  ordering  and  directing  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  to 
make  certain  changes  In  the  service  on  its  St  Johns  place  line  on  or  before  the 
80th  day  of  November,  1908,  and  directing  said  company  to  inform  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  before  November  18,  1908,  whether  the 
terms  of  said  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed,  and  the  time  within  which 
the  said  company  shall  make  the  changes  above  mentioned  having  been  extended 
to  and  Including  November  30.  1008,  and  the  time  of  the  said  companv  within 
which  to  make  answer  to  said  order  having  been  extended  to  and  including 
November  28,  1908,  and  said  company  having  applied  In  writing  for  an  extension  of 
such  time. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded.  It  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company 
shall  make  the  changes  above  mentioned  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to 
and  Including  December  18,  1908.     It  is  further 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company 
shall  make  answer  to  said  order  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to  and 
Including  December  16,   1908. 

CASE  No.  832,  EXTENSION  ORDER. 
December  18,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  832,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  11th  day  of  Novem- 
ber, 1908.  ordering  and  directing  the  Nassau  Railroad  Company  to  make  certain 
changes  in  the  service  on  its  St.  Johns  place  line  on  or  before  the  30th  day  of 
November,  1908,  and  directing  the  said  company  to  inform  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  First  District  before  November  18,  1908,  whether  the  terms  of 
said  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed,  and  the  time  within  which  said  com- 
panv shall  make  the  changes  above  mentioned  having  been  extended  to  and  in 
eluding  November  30,  1908,  and  the  time  of  the  saia  company  within  which  to 
make  answer  to  said  order  having  been  extended  to  and  including  November  28. 
1908,  and  the  time  of  said  company  within  which  to  make  said  changes  having 
been  further  extended  to  and  including  December  18,  1908,  and  the  time  of  said 
company  within  which  to  notify  the  Commission  of  the  acceptance  of  said  order 
having  heen  further  extended  to  and  Including  December  16,  1908.  and  said  com- 
^  pany  navlng  applied  for  a  rehearing. 

liow,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company 
shall  make  the  changes  above  mentioned  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is  extended  to 
and  including  January  4,   1909. 

It  is  further  Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad 
Company  shall  make  answer  to  said  order  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to 
and  Including  January  2,  1909. 


*Ncw  York  and  Queens  County  Railway  Company. —  Service  on 
Calvary  cemetery  surface  line  in  Queens. 

Hearing  Order  No.  321. 
Final  Order  No.  600. 

In   the   Matter  | 

of  the  i 

Hearing  upon  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the  ' 

question  of  improvt^ents  in  and  additions  to  the     HEARING  ORDER  No.  321. 
service     of     the     ^EW     YORK     AND     QUEENS  ,  March  10   1908. 

COUNTY  RAILWAY   COMPANY.  '  maivu  xv,  xwo. 

I 

I 
I 
) 


'  Service    on     Calvary     Cemetery     surface     line,     In 
Queens." 


It  i9  hereby  Ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  24th  day  of  March,  1908, 
at  2  :30  o'clock  In  the  afternoon  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  of  Now  York,  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  whether  the  regu- 
lations, practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  the  New  York  and  Queens 
County  Railway  Company,  in  Vespect  to  transportation  of  persons  In  the  State 
of  New  York,  are  unreasonable.  Improper  or  Inadequate,  and  whether  changes, 
improvements  and  additions  thereto  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  In  the  manner 
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below  set  forth.  In  order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public, 
or  In  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of 
passengers,  and  if  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact,  then  to  determine  whether  a 
change,  addition  and  improvement  in  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances 
and  service  of  the  said  company,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  are  such  as  may  be 
Just,  reasonable,  adequate  and  proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  to 
accommodate  the  passenger  traffic  offered  to  it  and  to  promote  the  convenience  of 
the  public,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  trans- 
portation of  passengers,  that  is  to  say: 

Whether  the  following  changes,  additions  and  regulations  should  be  put  into 
effect: 

(1)  That  the  service  west-bound  leaving  Metropolitan  avenue  to  Long  Island 
Ferry  between  6 :50  and  7  :60  ▲.  M.  be  increased  Dy  two  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  six  to  eight  cars; 

(2)  That  the  service  east-bound  leaving  Long  Island  Ferry  to  Metropolitan 
avenue  between  6  :20  and  6  :20  p.  m.  be  Increased  by  two  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  six  to  eight  cars; 

(3)  That  the  headway  on  cars  leaving  Long  Island  Ferry  to  Metropolitan 
avenue  and  returning  between  7:10  and  11:10  p.  ic.  be  diminished  from  thirty  to 
twenty  minutes,  or  the  service  be  increased  by  four  cars,  or  the  service  be  in- 
creased from  nine  to  thirteen  cars; 

(4)  Leaving  the  Long  Island  Ferry  to  Metropolitan  avenue  and  returning  between 
1  and  5  a.  m.,  that  a  car  be  run  every  hour  connecting  with  the  ferry  boats,  from 
Thirty-fourth  street,  Manhattan,  such  service  representing  a  total  increase  of  four 
cars; 

(5)  That  said  company  provide  and  display  on  each  car  a  destination  sign,  which 
shall  state  clearly  the  destination  of  the  car. 

And  if  any  such  regulations,  changes,  improvements  and  additions  be  found  to 
be  such  as  ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  details  of  such 
changes,  improvements  and  additions  and  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a 
reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  and  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  lust  and  reasonable. 

Further  Ordered,  That  the  said  New  York  and  Queens  County  Railway  Company 
be  given  at  least  ten  (10)  days'  notice  of  such  hearing,  by  service  upon  it.  either 
personally  or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing 
said  company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  of  presenting  evidence  and 
examining  and  cross  examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  held  March  24th  and  3l8t. 
The  following  final  order  was  issued. 

PINAL  ORDER  No.  500. 
May  15,  1008. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  24th 
day  of  March,  1908,  and  on  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1908.  and  It  appearing  that 
the  said  hearing  was  had  pursuant  to  Order  No.  321  of  tills  Commission  made  on 
the  10th  day  of  March  and  returnable  on  the  24th  day  of  March,  1908,  and  that 
said  order  was  duly  served  on  said  New  York  and  Queens  County  Railway  Company 
and  such  service  was  by  it  duly  acknowledged,  and  it  appeaHng  that  said  hearing 
was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  specified  in  said  order  on 
the  aforesaid  dates  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett,  presiding,  Harry  M.  Chamber- 
lain, Esq.,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  van  Vechton  Veeder, 
Esq.,  attorney  and  Frank  L.  Fuller,  Esq.,  president  of  the  said  railway  company, 
appearing  for  said  New  York  and  Queens  County  Railway  Company,  and  proof 
having  been  taken  on  said  hearing  and  it  having  been  made  to  apoear  after  the 

groceedings  on  said  hearing  that  the  service  of  said  New  York  and  Queens  County 
ailway  Company  upon  its  line  known  as  the  Calvary  Cemetery  line  between 
Thirty-fourth  street  ferry  and  Metropolitan  avenue  in  the  borough  of  Queens,  city 
and  State  of  New  York,  in  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  upon  said  line 
are  improper  and  inadi^quate,  and  that  said  New  York  and  Queens  County  Railwa; 
Company  does  not  run  cars  enough  reasonably  to  accommodate  the  passenger 
traffic  transported  by  it  or  offered  for  transportation  to  it,  and  it  having  been 
made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  in  order  to  secure 
adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  upon  Its  said  lint 
It  would  be  Just,  reasonable  and  proper  to  require  said  Company  to  increase  its 
service  on  said  line  dally  except  Sunday  by  operating  over  said  line  between  Thirty- 
fourth  street  ferry  and  Metropolitan  avenue  leaving  Thirty-fourth  street  ferry  for 
Metropolitan  avenue  between  the  hours  of  7 :10  P.  m.  and  11 :10  p.  m.,  at  least 
three  (3)  cars  per  hour,  or  one  car  In  each  twentv  (20)  minute  interval,  instead  ot 
two  (2)  cars  per  hour,  or  one  car  in  each  thirty  (30)  minute  Interval,  and  that 
It  would  be  Just,  reasonable  and  proper  to  require  said  company  to  operate  on  said 
line  between  Thirty-fourth  street  ferry  and  Metropolitan  avenue  leaving  Thirty- 
fourth  street  ferry  for  Metropolitan  avenue  between  the  hours  of  8  :40  A.  M.  and 
4  :40  P.  M.,  no  cars  having  a  seating  capacity  of  less  than  thirty-eight  (88)  pas- 
sengers, and  it  having  been  made  to  annear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing 
that  ten  (10)  days  would  be  a  reasonable  time  within  which  said  requirements 
should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 
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Now,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  Is 
Ordered, 

1.  That  said  New  York  and  Queens  County  Railway  Company  be  and  it  hereby 
Is  directed  and  required  to  increase  its  service  on  said  Calvary  Cemetery  line  daily 
except  Sunday,  by  operating  over  said  line  between  Thirty-fourth  street  ferry  and 
Metropolitan  avenue  leaving  Thirty-fourth  street  for  Metropolitan  avenue  between 
the  hours  of  7:10  p.m.  and  11:00  p.m.,  at  least  three  (3)  cars  per  hour,  or  one 
car  in  each  twenty  (20)  minute  Interval,  instead  of  two  (2)  cars  per  hour,  or  one 
car  in  each  thirtv  minute  interval. 

2.  That  said  New  York  and  Queens  County  Railway  Company  be  and  it  herebjy  is 
directed  and  required  to  operate  during  other  hours  than  those  hereinbefore  specified 
not  less  than  the  number  of  cars  provided  in  its  schedule  of  January  11,  190». 

S.  It  is  further  Ordered,  That  said  New  York  and  Queens  County  Railway  Com- 
pany be  and  it  hereby  is  directed  and  required  to  operate  daily  except  Bunday  on 
said  Calvary  Cemetery  line  between  Thirty-fourth  street  ferry  and  Metropolitan 
avenue  leaving  Thirty-fourth  street  ferry  for  Metropolitan  avenue  between  the  hours 
of  8  :40  A.  M.^  and  4  :40  p.  m.,  no  cars  having  a  seating  capacity  of  less  than  thirty- 
eight  (38)   passengers. 

4.  It  is  further  Order ed.  That  the  requirements  of  this  order  be  complied  with  by 
said  New  York  and  Queens  County  Railway  Company  within  ten  (10)  days  after  ser- 
vice upon  said  company  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order. 

5.  It  i9  furtner  Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  continue  in  force  until  such  time 
as  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  shall  otherwise  order. 

6.  It  is  further  Ordered,  That  said  New  York  and  Queens  County  Railway  Com- 
pany notify. the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  Pirst  District  within  five   (5 
days  after  service  of  this  order  upon  it  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  ac- 
cepted and  will  be  obeyed. 


New  York  and  Queens  County  Railway  Company. —  Service  on 
Janiai(?k-Flushing  line. 

Complaint  Order  No.  267. 
Hearing  Order  No.  559. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 
DismisBal  Order  Case  No.  559. 

Complaint  of  E.  H.  Gates 

against 

New  Yobk  and  Queens   County   Railway  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  267    (see  form,  note  1)    issued  February  4th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  550   (see  form,  note  3)    issued  June  9th. 
Hearing  held  October  15th. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 

(Adopted  December  1,  1908.) 
commissioner  Bas.sbtt  : — 

Hearings  were  held  herein  on  the  corapl.ilnt  of  the  complainant  that  the  .service 
on  the  surface  line  of  the  defendant  between  .Jamaica  and  Flushing  was  irregular 
and  infrequent.  This  railroad  consists  of'  a  single  line  of  track  with  turn-outs  for 
the  cars  to  pass  each  other.  For  a  large  part  of  the  distance  the  company  uses  its 
private  right  of  way.  At  the  time  this  complaint  was  made  cars  were  operating 
with  a  headway  of  15  minutes.  The  cause  of  the  complaint  of  the  citizens  that 
occurred  at  that  time  appears  to  have  been  an  unusual  amount  of  Irregularity 
resulting  from  breakdowns  of  overhead  work  and  poor  condition  of  rolling  stock. 
The  report  of  the  CommlBslon's  inspectors  last  spring  showed  considerable  over- 
crowding. Before  the  hearing  was  held,  however,  this  overcrowding  was  stopped 
by  running  more  frequent  cars  in  rush  hours.  The  headway  now  is  10  minutes 
in  rush  hours  and  15  minutes  at  other  times  of  the  day. 

The  only  remedy  for  prevention  of  occasional  periods  of  overcrowding  on  tliis 
line  is  to  make  it  a  two  traci^  line.  At  present,  however,  the  traffic  does  not  seem 
to  be  sufficient  to  warrant  the  Insistence  by  the  Commission  for  this  change.  It  is 
probable  that  a  new  surface  railroad  will  be  constructed  between  Jamaica  and  Long 
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iBland  City  by  way  of  Hoffman  boaleyard  and  Thompson  avenne.  When  this  is 
done  there  will  probably  be  a  diversion  to  the  new  road  of  part  of  the  traffic  that 
now  goes  over  the  Flashins:  road.  The  operating  company  is  this  winter  running 
better  cars  on  this  line  than  it  did  last  winter  and  spring  and  consequently  there 
have  been  fewer  breakdowns. 

Inasmuch  as  the  company  has  improved  its  service  on  this  line  both  in  the 
frequency  of  its  cars  and  the  quality  of  Its  rolling  stock,  it  does  not  seem  necessary 
to  me  that  a  service  order  should  be  imposed  at  this  time.  The  complaint  should 
therefore  be  dismissed. 

Thereupon  the  following  dismiBsal  order  was  issued: 


E.    H.    GATES, 
agairut 


Complainant, 


NEW   YORK   AND   QUEENS   COUNTY  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY. 

Defendant. 


"  Insufficient  service  on  Jamaica-Flushing  Line." 


CASE  559, 
^    DISMISSAL  ORDER. 

December  1,  1908. 


An  order  of  the  Commission,  No.  669,  having  been  made  herein  on  the  9th  day 
of  June,  1908,  directing  a  hearing  on  October  15,  1908,  in  the  matter  of  service 
on  the  Jamaica-Flushing  line  of  the  New  York  and  Queens  County  Railway  Com- 
pany, and  it  appearing  from  testimony  taken  at  said  hearing,  on  which  report  was 
made  by  Commissioner  Bassett,  that  there  has  been  an  improvement  in  the  service 
rendered  on  said  line,  and  that  a  demand  for  additional  service  is  not  at  present 
warranted. 

Ordered,  That  said  complaint  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  dismissed. 


New  York  Central   and   Hudson   River   Railroad    Company. — 

Refltoration  of  the  Putnam  division  service. 

Order  for  Answer  No.  211. 
Hearing  Order  No.  252. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustia 
Final  Order  No.  311. 
Rehearing  Order  No.  344. 
Opinion  of  Cy)mmi8Bioner  Eustia. 
Final  Order  No.  624. 

ORDER  No.  211. 
January  17,  1908. 

Resolved,  That  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  be  re- 
quired to  make  answer,  giving  the  reasons  for  the  proposed  discontinuance  of 
trains  on  the  Putnam  division  after  midnight. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Service,     Regulation    and    Practices    of     the  NEW 
YORK   CENTRAL  AND   HUDSON    RIVER   RAIL- 
ROAD COMPANY. 


'  Restoration   of   Putnam   Division  "Service." 


HEARING  ORDER  No.  262. 
February  11,  1908. 


An  order  of  the  Commission.  No.  211.  having  been  made  herein  on  the  17th  day 
of  January,  1908,  requiring  the  Now  York  Contral  and  Hudson  River  Railroad 
Company  to  give  reasons  for  the  proposed  discontinuance  of  trains  on  the  Putnam 
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EHTlslon  after  midnight,  and  said  company  haTlng  made  answer  thereto  on  the 
Id  day  of  February,  1908, 

Ordered,  That  upon  the  matters  therein  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  20th  day  of 
February.  1908.  at  10:30  o'clock  In  the  forenoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to 
Krhich  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154 
Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  City  and  State  of  New  York :  that  at  said 
learing  the  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  show 
2ause  why  It  should  not  restore  the  service  upon  its  Putnam  Diylsion  after  mid- 
alght  which  has  been  discontinued  by  taking  off  trains  103,  105,  106,  107,  108 
ind  110. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad 
Company  be  given  at  least  Ave  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it, 
either  personally  or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such 
hearing  said  company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  to  present  evidence 
and  to  examine  and  cross-examine  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  hereinbefore  set 
forth. 

Hearing  held  February  20th. 

Opinion  or  Commission. 
(Adopted  March  6,  1908.) 

COMMI88IONBB  ElUSTIS  : 

On  January  17,  1908,  order  No.  211  of  this  Commission  was  issued  requiring  the 
New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  to  make  answer  giving  the 
reasons  for  the  proposed  discontinuance  of  trains  on  the  Putnam  Division  after  mid- 
night. The  company  made  answer  thereto  on  February  3,  1908,  stathug  that  the 
trains  discontinued  on  said  division  were  as  follows : 

Train  No.  103,  leaving  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-fifth  Street  Station  at  2 :00  a.  m. 

Train  No.  105,  leaving  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-fifth  Street  "Station  at  3 :00  a.  m. 

Train  No.  107,  leaving  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-fifth  Street  Station  at  4  :00  A.  M. 

Train  No.  106,  leaving  Yonkers  Station  at  2 :26  A.  m. 

Train  No.  108,  leaving  Yonkers  Station  at  3  :26  a.  m.,  and 

Train  No.  110,  leaving  Yonkers  Station  at  4:25  a.  m. 

The  company  further  stated  in  said  answer  that  "the  discontinuance  of  said 
trains  was  ordered  by  the  defendant  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  the  average  num- 
ber of  passengers  carried  upon  such  trains  was  so  small  during  a  long  period  of 
time  prior  to  their  discontinuance  that  the  revenue  gained  therefrom  did  not 
Justify  the  expense  incurred  in  the  running  of  said  trains." 

Upon  the  hearing  the  company's  witnesses  stated  that  the  only  reason  for  the 
discontinuance  of  the  trains  mentioned  was  that  the  revenue  gained  from  the  run- 
ning of  said  trains  did  not  Justify  the  expense  incurred.  It  appeared,  however, 
from  their  testimony  that  since  the  Putnam  Division  passed  into  the  hands  of  the 
defendant  railroad  company  in  or  about  1893,  this  entire  division  had  always  been 
run  at  a  loss,  the  entire  receipts  therefrom  being  far  less  than  the  cost  of  operat- 
ing the  road,  so  that,  if  the  fact  of  a  road  not  being  a  financial  success  were  to 
excuse  the  discontinuance  of  trains,  the  defendant  would  be  justified  in  abandon- 
ing this  division  entirely.  It  does  not  do  this,  however,  but  discontinues  a  few 
of  its  trains,  to  the  great  inconvenience  of  the  traveling  public  and  sets  up  as  its 
reason  the  fact  that  these  trains  do  not  pay.  The  evidence  shows  that  a  large 
number  of  persons  are  accommodated  by  these  trains,  and  it  would  appear  reason- 
able to  require  that  the  service  thus  discontinued  be  restored.  In  fact,  it  appears 
that  after  the  first  order  herein  was  issued  and  on  or  about  January  80.  1908,  the 
defendant  of  Its  own  volition  restored  the  train  leaving  One  Hundred  and  Fifty- 
fifth  street  for  Yonkers  at  4  :00  a.  m.  and  returning  leaving  Yonkers  for  One  Hun- 
dred and  Fifty-fifth  street  at  4 :25  a.  m..  and  has  since  continued  said  train, 
although  the  testimony  is  to  the  effect  that  the  train  mentioned  is  less  profitable 
to  the  company  than  any  of  the  trains  that  have  not  been  restored,  and  if  it  was 
reasonable  to  restore  the  train  mentioned  which  is  less  profitable  to  the  company 
than  either  of  the  other  trains  which  have  been  discontinued,  then  it  would  not 
seem  unreasonable  to  require  that  the  other  discontinued  trains  be  restored. 

It  is  claimed  by  the  defendant  that  the  patronage  of  these  trains  has  largely 
fallen  off  since  the  construction  of  trolleys  and  subways,  which  have  reduced  the 
Income  of  the  company  on  this  division.  However,  there  Is  nothing  to  show  that 
If  the  defendant  would  meet  these  changed  conditions  by  running  more  trains  and 
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charging  a  rate  of  fare  that  would  enable  them  to  compete  with  the  trolleys  and 
Bubwayg.  they  would  not  recover  a  large  amount  of  their  patronage  and  do  business 
at  a  profit,  instead  of  (as  they  say)  at  a  loss,  and  it  is  altogether  likely  that  the 
inauguration  of  the  changes  suggested  would  bring  about  the  result  indicated,  as 
a  large  part  of  the  traveling  public  would  prefer  to  ride  in  defendant's  cars  if  the 
expense  were  no  greater  than  on  the  trolleys  and  subways. 

The  defendant  raises  the  question  of  Jurisdiction,  and  claims  that  Jurisdiction 
of  the  matter  in  hand  belongs  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Second 
District,  as  the  line  mentioned  runs  from  a  point  within  one  district  to  a  point 
within  the  other  district.  Without  deciding  the  question  presented.  I  am  of  the 
opinion  that  under  subdivision  8  of  section  5  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions 
Law,  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  has  clearly  Jurisdiction 
and  power  to  make  an  order  in  this  matter  providing  for  the  restoration  of  said 
trains  between  points  lying  wholly  within  the  First  District  That  subdivision  is 
as  follows: 

"The  Jurisdiction,  supervision,  powers  and  duties  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission in  the  First  District  shall  extend  under  this  act  to  such  portion  of  the 
lines  of  any  other  railroad  (than  a  street  railroad)  as  lies  within  that  district, 
and  to  the  person  or  corporation  owning,  leasing,  operating  or  controlling  the  same, 
so  far  as  concerns  the  construction,  maintenance,  equipment,  terminal  facilities, 
and  local  transportation  facilities,  and  local  transportation  of  persona  or  property 
within  that  district." 

As  all  stations  on  said  Putnam  Division  from  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-fifth  street, 
to  Van  Cortlandt,  both  inclusive,  are  within  the  First  District,  let  an  order  be 
drawn  directing  and  requiring  the  restoration  of  said  trains  between  said  points. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.  311. 
March  6.   1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  20th 
day  of  February,  1908.  and  It  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  pursuant 
to  Order  No.  252  of  this  Commission,  made  February  11,  1908,  and  returnable  on 
the  20th  day  of  February,  1908.  and  that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  said 
New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,  on  the  13th  day  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1908,  said  order  being  an  order  to  show  cause  why  said  railroad  company 
should  not  restore  the  service  upon  its  Putnam  Division  after  midnight  which  had 
been  discontinued  by  taking  off  trains  Nos.  103,  105.  106,  107,  108  and  110,  train 
No.  103  leaving  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-fifth  street  for  Yonkers  at  2 :00  a.  m.  ; 
train  No.  105,  leaving  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-fifth  street  for  Yonkers  at  3  :00  a.  m.  ; 
train  No.  107.  leaving  Ono  Hundred  and  Flfty-flfth  stroot  for  Yonkers  at  4  :00  a.  m.  : 
train  No.  106.  leaving  Yonkers  for  Ono  Hundred  and  Fifty-fifth  street  at  2:25 
A.  M. ;  train  No.   108,  leaving  Yonkers  for  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-fifth  street  at 

3  :25  A.  M. ;  and  train  No.  110,  leaving  Yonkers  for  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-fifth 
street  at  4  :25  a.  m.  :  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before 
the  Commission  on  the  matters  embraced  in  said  order  on  the  20th  day  of  Febru- 
ary, 1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Eustla,  pn^sidlng.  Harry  M.  Chamberlain,  Ksq.. 
appearing  for  the  Commi^Hion,  A.  S.  Lyman,  Esq.,  and  B.  H.  Boles.  Esq.,  appearing 
for  said  railroad  company,  and  proof  havinsr  been  taken  upon  said  hearing  that 
said  service  was  discontinued  on  January  19.  1908.  and  has  not  been  restored 
except  that  the  train   leaving  One  Hundred  and   Fifty-fifth  street  for  Yonkers  at 

4  :00  A  M.,  and  returning,  leaving  Yonkers  for  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-fifth  street 
at  4  :25  A.  M.,  was  restored  on  or  about  January  30,  1908,  and  it  being  made  to 
appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  the  regulations,  practices  and 
service  of  said  railroad  company  in  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  upon 
said  line,  in  the  city  and  State  of  New  York,  are  unjust,  unreasonable,  Ininroner 
and  Inadequate  on  account  of  discontinuance  of  said  trains  leaving  One  Hundred 
and  Flfty-flfth  street  at  2  :00  a.  m.,  and  at  3  :00  a.  m.,  and  returning  to  One  Hun- 
dred and  Fifty-fifth  street  as  aforesaid,  and  that  it  would  be  Just,  reasonable  and 
proper  to  require  that  the  said  trains  be  restored  within  the  corporate  limits  of 
the  city  of  New  York  on  account  of  the  matters  proved  upon  the  hoarine  h<»reln. 

And  It  appearing  In  the  Judgment  of  the  Commission,  after  the  said  hearing, 
that  the  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  does  not  run 
trains  enough  upon  Its  I*utnam  Division  In  the  city  and  State  of  Now  York,  between 
the  stations  of  Ono  Hundred  and  Fifty-fifth  stroot  and  Van  Cortlandt,  reasonably 
to  accommodate  the  passenger  traffic  transported  by  or  offered  for  transportation  to 
It  upon  said  lines  and  between  said  stations  and  Intermediate  stations  unon 
said  line:  and  it  appearing  In  the  judgment  of  the  Commission,  after  said  hoarlng, 
that  an  Incroaso  of  the  num]»c»r  of  said  company's  trains  upon  said  divNion 
t>etween   snid  stations  In   the  city  and  Siate  of  New  York  is  reasonably  necessary 
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to  accommodate  and  transport  the  passenger  traffic  transported  by,  or  offered  for 
transportation  to  It,  within  the  city  and  State  of  New  York,  and  that  it  is  just, 
reasonable  and  proper  for  the  accommodation  and  transportation  of  snch  passenger 
traffic  that  the  number  of  said  company's  trains  upon  said  division  would  be 
Increased  within  the  corporate  limits  of  the  dtv  of  New  Yorit  by  the  restoration  of 
the  trains  so  discontinued  and  not  yet  restored  as  aforesaid. 

Now,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman.  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  Is 

Ordered, 

(1)  That  said  New  York  Central  &  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  be  and  It 
hereby  is  directed  and  required  to  increase  its  passenger  service  on  its  Putnam 
Division  in  the  city  and  Btate  of  New  York  by  the  addition  daily  of  one  (1) 
passenger  train  leaving  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-fifth  street  at  2  a.  m.,  and  stopping 
at  High  Bridge,  Morris  Heights,  University  Heights,  Klngsbridge  and  Van  Cort- 
landt,  and  returning  so  as  to  reach  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-nfth  street  before 
8  A.  M.,  and  stopping  at  all  of  said  stations  on  its  return,  and  by  the  addition 
of  one  (1)  passenger  train  leaving  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-fifth  street  at  3  a.  ic., 
and  stopping  at  all  of  said  stations  above  mentioned,  and  returning  to  One  Hun- 
dred and  Fifty -fifth  street  stopping  at  all  of  said  stations  and  reaching  One 
Hundred  and  Flity-flftb  street  not  later  thnn  4  a.  m., 

(2)  /*  is  further  ordered,  That  the  said  service  be  put  Into  effect  by  said  New 
York  Central  &  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  not  later  than  the  17th  day  of 
March,  1908,  and  continued  each  day  thereafter. 

This  order  shall  continue  in  force  until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  First  District  shall  otherwise  order. 

(3)  It  is  further  ordered,  That  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Rail- 
road Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  within 
five  days  after  the  service  of  this  order  upon  it,  whether  the  terms  of  this  order 
are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  rehearing  was  issued: 

REHEARING  ORDER  No.  344. 
March  17,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  811.  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  or  about  the  6th  day 
of  March,  1908,  under  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  a  hearing.  No.  252,  made 
on  or  about  the  eleventh  day  of  February,  1908,  and  thereafter  duly  served  upon 
the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,  ordering  and 
directing  the  said  company  to  put  into  effect  the  service  therein  mentioned  not 
later  than  the  17th  day  of  March,  1908,  and  in  and  by  said  Order  No.  811  the 
said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  having  been  required 
to  notify  this  commission  within  five  days  after  service  upon  it  of  the  said  order 
whether  the  terms  of  said  Order  No.  311  were  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed,  and 
the  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  having,  on  the 
14th  day  of  March,  1908,  applied  In  writing  to  this  Commission  for  a  rehearing 
in  respect  to  the  matters  contained  in  said  Order  No.  311,  and  sufficient  reason 
for  said  rehearing  being  made  to  appear,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  said  request  for  rehearing  bo,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  granted, 
and  that  said  rehearing  upon  the  matters  contained  in  said  order.  No.  811, 
entered  and  filed  on  the  6th  day  of  March,  1908,  be  held  on  the  28th  day  of 
March,  1908,  at  2:30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which 
the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau 
street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  determine  whether 
said  Order  No.  311  or  any  part  thereof  is  In  any  respect  unjust  or  unwarranted. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad 
Company  be  given  at  least  five  (5)  days  notice  of  such  rehearing  by  service 
upon  it,  either  personally  or  by  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that 
at  such  hearing  said  company  shall  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for 
presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters 
aforesaid. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  time  of  the  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  Order  No.  311  be,  and  the  same 
hereby  Is,  extended  until  such  time  as  the  Commission  shall  enter  an  order  upon 
the  rehearing  herein  provided  for. 

Hearings  held  Mareb  26th  and  May  6th. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  May  26,  1908.) 
Commissioner  Bustis  : — 

"  Early  In  January  of  this  year  this  commission  received  notice  that  the  New 
York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  had  discontinued  the  service 
of  certain  trains  that  had  formerly  run  on  its  Putnam  branch  from  155th  street 
to  Yonkers  for  a  period  of  about  fourteen  years,  to  wit,  the  trains  leaving  165th 
street  at  2,  3  and  4  a.  m..  and  returning  at  2 :30,  3 :30  and  4 :80.  Believing 
that  it  was  not  In  the  interests  of  the  traveling  public  that  a  service  which  had 
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existed  for  sncb  a  long  time  should  be  summarily  reduced,  a  hearing  was  ordered. 
It  appeared  upon  the  hearing  from  the  evidence  of  the  witnesses  produced  by  the 
railroad  company  that  these  trains  had  been  discontinued  on  the  19th  of  January 
for  the  reason  that  they  did  not  pay  and  for  the. further  reason  that  very  few 
passengers  patronized  these  trains.  And  It  further  appeared  that  not  only  were 
these  trains  unprofitable,  but  that  all  of  their  service  upon  this  division  was 
unprofitable. 

**  They  gave  as  the  earnings  for  this  division  for  the  first  four  months  of  1000, 
$40,000,  and  for  the  first  four  months  of  1907,  $32,000,  showing  that  In  one  year 
their  earnings  had  depreciated  one-third;  and  that  the  cost  of  running  the  road 
for  the  same  period  of  time  was  $33,600,  which  did  not  Include  any  allowance 
for  Interest  on  Investment,  but  simply  the  operating  expenses.  They  also  admitted 
on  the  hearing  that  notwithstanding  these  trains  had  been  taken  off  on  the 
19th  of  January,  on  the  30th  of  January  they  restored  the  4  o'clock  train  because 
some  one  had  requested  them  to  do  so.  Their  evidence  showed  that  In  November, 
1007,  the  2  o'clock  train  for  a  period  of  three  weeks  averaged  twenty-seven 
passengers;  the  3  o'clock  train  averaged  fifteen  passengers;  and  the  4  o'clock 
train  averaged  only  seven;  also  that  the  return  trains  from  Yonkers  at  .2:30  and 
3:30  A.  M.,  carried  a  few  passengers,  while  the  4:30  a.  m.  train  was,  as  the 
witness  described  It,  '  between  hay  and  grass,  nobody  riding.'  It  also  appeared 
that  the  number  of  passengers  using  this  line  during  the  last  two  years  was 
less  than  fifty  per  cent,  of  what  it  was  ten  years  ago,  and  they  gave  as  the 
reason  the  opening  of  the  New  York  subway  to  Klngsbrldge.  The  counsel  for 
the  company  stated  that  they  would  have  to  go  out  of  business  were  they 
dependent  upon  the  returns  from  this  road  to  maintain  it,  and  It  was  only 
because  It  was  owned  by  a  concern  that  was  operating  more  paying  roads  that 
It  was  able  to  keep  going. 

"  In  view  of  the  fact  that  this  corporation  having  seen  fit  to  restore  of  their 
own  motion  a  train  at  4  o'clock  In  the  morning,  when  the  travel  was  far  lighter 
than  at  2  and  3  o'clock,  an  order  was  made  by  this  Commission  on  March  6,  1906. 
requiring  the  2  a.  m.  and  3  a.  ii.  trains  restored  from  155th  street  to  the  city  line. 
The  railroad  company  feeling  aggrieved  applied  for  a  rehearing,  which  was 
granted,  and  the  rehearing  was  held  on  March  26th,  on  which  rehearing  the 
company  was  represented  by  Its  former  attorney,  Mr.  Lyman,  and  also  by  Its 
counsel,  Mr.  Harris.  They  claimed  upon  this  hearing  that  it  was  a  great  hardship- 
and  injustice  for  this  road  to  be  compelled  to  operate  these  trains  on  account 
of  their  very  little  use,  and  they  produced  a  statement  upon  this  hearing  showing 
that  the  total  expense  of  the  road  for  1907  was  $510,206.61,  and  their  total 
receipts  only  $386,332.34,  leaving  a  deficiency  of  $123,874.27;  and  they  claim  that 
they  should  be  relieved  of  the  obligation  and  expense  of  maintaining  these  trains 
for  the  further  reason  that  the  territory  adjacent  to  the  line  of  this  road  was 
supplied  by  an  all  night  service  by  various  trolley  lines  that  were  rendering  a 
service  varying  from  ten  to  thirty  minutes  headway  during  the  early  morning 
hours. 

'•  The  vice-president  of  the  road,  Mr.  V.  P.  Smith,  testified  that  these  trains 
were  taken  off  because  they  did  not  pay,  and  also  the  people  had  left  their 
line  and  gone  to  other  lines,  and  further  that  the  territory  between  156th  street 
and  Yonkers  was  one  more  suitable  for  trolley  or  electric  service  than  for  a 
steam  railroad. 

'*  The  fare  charged  upon  this  rond  within  the  city  limits  varies  from  five  to 
fifteen  cents  —  five  cents  for  tfie  shortest  rides,  ten  cents  from  155th  street  to 
Klngsbrldge,  and  fifteen  cents  to  Van  Cortlandt  Park.  When  the  vice-president 
of  this  railroad  was  asked  why  his  company  did  not  take  measures  to  build  up 
the  travel  by  meeting  competition  and  transforming  their  line  to  an  electric  line, 
and  giving  a  frequent  sen-Ice,  the  question  was  answered  by  Mr.  Harris,  the 
counsel,  in  the  following  manner: 

*  I  can  answer  that  question,  that  Is  the  first  part  of  It.  There  was  a 
time  several  years  ago  when  I  think  this  road  would  have  been  electrified  to 
Yonkers  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  opposition  of  the  people  in  the  city  of 
Yonkers   and    their   failure   to   give   us   the   franchise   and   consents  —  not   for 
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the  baildlng  of  any  new  tracks,  bnt  the  right  for  duct  improvements  and 
things  of  that  Icind  that  were  absolutely  required  for  the  electrification  of 
the  road.  The  city  officials  declined  to  give  us  the  necessary  rights.  I  know 
that  at  that  time  the  matter  of  electrifying  this  Putnam  Division  to  Yonkers 
under  certain  conditions  was  expected  to  be  done,  but  the  situation  shaped 
itself  in  such  a  way  that  the  project  was  abandoned.* 

*'And  when  Mr.  Harris,  was  asked  whether  he  was  willing  to  tell  the  Com- 
mission whether  there  was  any  intention  at  the  present  time  of  electrifying  the 
Putnam  Division,  he  said: 

'  There  is  not  at  the  present  time.  Just  let  me  follow  that.  We  are  not 
doing  any  work  of  that  kind  in  view  of  the  present  conditions  of  the  market, 
you  might  say.' 

"  When  this  line  was  first  constructed,  over  thirty  years  ago.  It  was  intended 
to  be  a  continuation  of  the  west  side  elevated  lines  and  to  furnish  service  to  the 
patrons  of  that  line  living  in  the  west  side  of  the  borough  of  the  Bronx,  all 
along  the  line  to  the  city  of  Yonkers,  and  the  travel  gradually  increased,  and 
prior  to  the  time  of  the  road  being  taken  over  by  the  New  York  Central  and 
Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  it  was  rendering  a  good  service  and  giving 
satisfaction,  and  for  some  years  after  the  New  York  Central  took  over  this  line 
their  service  was  satisfactory,  but  for  the  past  few  yearii  they  seem  to  have 
changed  their  tactics  and  in  place  of  endeavoring  to  meet  competition  in  rates 
as  well  as  good  service  they  have  preferred  to  do  anything  and  everything  that 
would  naturally  tend  to  drive  the  patrons  away  to  other  lines  of  travel,  and  the 
fact  that  the  road  does  not  pay  at  the  present  time  with  the  large  population 
that  travels  in  that  direction  every  day  is  the  result  of  their  own  lack  of  proper 
management. 

**  The  section  traversed  by  this  line  is  entitled  to  far  better  service  than  this 
company  has  been  giving  to  it  during  the  past  two  years.  In  fact  the  district 
would  warrant  a  service  equal  to  that  which  the  Brooklyn  trains  give  to  Coney 
Island.  Van  Cortlandt  Park  is  a  great  resort  nearly  all  the  year  around  on 
account  of  the  many  kinds  of  amusements  and  enjoyments  the  people  have  there, 
and  the  vice-president,  Mr.  Smith,  was  right  when  he  said  that  this  was  a  territory 
that  required  electric  service,  and  if  this  company  were  to  electrify  the  road  and 
put  on  a  frequent  service,  day  and  night,  with  a  reasonable  fare,  they  would  have 
no  complaint  of  lack  of  patrons. 

**  The  time  is  not  far  distant  when  the  west  side  subway  will  be  unable  to 
give  proper  accommodations  to  the  travel  that  Is  gradually  coming  to  It  from 
Yonkers  and  all  along  on  the  west  side  of  the  Bronx,  then  this  road  should  be 
made  to  serve  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  built,  if  they  do  not  do  it  voluntarily, 
and  that  is  to  serve  as  a  continuation  of  the  west  side  elevated  lines  with  a  fre- 
quent service,  as  the  elevated  lines  are  far  less  crowded  than  the  subway.  And, 
as  this  road  extends  into  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Second  District,  this  is  a  subject 
that  should  be  taken  under  consideration  at  an  early  day  by  both  Commissions. 

**  However,  In  view  of  the  fact  that  this  hearing  was  taken  up  by  the  Com- 
mission, and  none  of  the  patrons  of  the  road  have  entered  any  complaint  about 
the  discontinuance  of  the  trains  mentioned,  I  would  recommend,  for  the  present 
at  least,  that  Order  No.  311  requiring  the  restoration  of  the  trains  leaving  at 
2  A.  M,  and  3  a.  m.  be  vacated." 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL    ORDER    No.    524.    VACATING    ORDER    No.    311. 

May   26,   1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  rehearing  had  herein  on  the 
26th  day  of  March,  1908,  and  on  the  5th  day  of  May,  1908,  and  It  appearing  that 
said  rehearing  was  had  pursuant  to  order  for  rehparlng  No.  344  of  this  Com- 
mission made  March  16,  1908,  and  returnable  on  the  26th  day  of  March.  1908, 
and  that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson 
River  Railroad  Company  and  such  service  was  by  It  duly  acknowledged;  and  It 
appearing  that  said  order  for  rehearing  was  issued  by  the  Commission  upon  due 
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application  of  said  railroad  company  after  service  on  said  company  of  final  order 
No.  311  of  this  Commission  made  and  filed  herein  ou  or  about  the  6th  day  of 
March,  1906,  ordering  and  directing  said  companv  to  restore  on  the  Putnam 
DlTision  of  said  company's  road  certain  service  which  had  been  discontinued  and 
to  restore  said  service  not  later  than  the  17th  day  of  March,  1908,  and  it  appearing 
that  said  rehearing  was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters 
embraced  In  said  order  for  rehearing  on  the  2t)th  day  of  March,  1908,  before 
Mr.  Commissioner  Eustis  presiding,  and  on  the  5th  day  of  May,  1908,  before  the 
full  Commission,  Harry  M.  CliamDeriain,  Esq.,  Assistant  Counsel,  appearing  for 
the  Commission  and  Albert  H.  Harris,  Esq.,  and  Alexander  S.  Lyman,  Esq., 
attorneys,  appearing  for  said  railroad  company;  and  proof  having  been  taken  upon 
said  rehearing,  and  argument  having  been  had  thereon  before  the  full  Commission; 
and  said  rehearing  and  the  matters  embraced  therein  having  been  submitted  to 
the  Commission  on  the  5th  day  of  May,  1908;  and  It  having  been  made  to  appear 
after  the  proceedings  on  said  rehearing  that  the  original  hearing  herein  was 
instituted  by  the  Commission  upon  its  own  motion  and  not  upon  complaint;  that 
no  complaints  on  account  of  'the  discontinuance  of  said  trains  had  then  been 
recelvea  or  have  since  been  received;  that  none  of  the  patrons  of  said  Putnam 
Division  had  appeared  in  any  way  upon  said  rehearing  or  upon  the  original 
hearing  herein;  tnat  a  large  part  of  the  patronage  of  the  said  Putnam  Division 
has  been  deflected  to  the  subway,  and  there  seems  to  be  no  immediate  necessity 
for  the  restoration  of  the  service  mentioned;  and  that  under  the  circumstances 
said  original  order  No.  311,  directing  the  restoration  of  said  service,  may  have 
been  unwarranted;  and  that  It  would  therefore  be  proper  to  direct  that  said 
final  Order  No.  311  be  abrogated. 

Now,  on  motion  of  George  S..   Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  is 
Ordered,   1.  That  said   original  Order  No.  311  of  this  Commission  directing  the 
restoration  of  service  as  aforesaid  be  and  the  same  hereby  Is  abrogated,  vacated 
and  set  aside. 

2.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  immediately  and  shall  continue  in  force 
until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  shall 
otherwise  order. 

3.  That  this  order  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  the  right  of  the  Commission 
to  hold  such  other  and  further  hearing  or  hearings  and  to  issue  such  other  and 
further  order  or  orders  in  the  matter  of  said  service  as  may  to  the  Commission 
seem  Just  and  reasonable. 

4.  That  this  order  shall  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Commission  and  a  certified 
copy  thereof  be  served  upon  said  railroad  company. 


New  York  Central   and   Hudson   River   Railroad   Comp&ny.- 

Additional  looal  trains  on  the  Harlem  division. 

Hearing  Order  No.   314. 
Final    Order   No.   638. 
Final  Order  No.  567. 

Complaint  op  the  Cnao  League  of  the  Bbonx 

against 

N'ew  Yobk  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company. 

Hearing  Order  No.  314   (see  form,  note  3)   issued  March  6th. 
Hearings  held  March  19th,  27th,  April  2d,  9th  and  May  6th. 
The  following  final  order  was  issued: 


CIVIC    LEAGUE    OP   THE    BBONX. 

•  Complainant, 

apainsi 
THE  NEW  YORK  CENTRAL  AND  HUDSON  RIVER 
RAILROAD    COMPANY. 

Defe/idant. 


Additional    Local    Trains    on    the   Harlem    Division. 


ORDER   No.   638. 

May   29,    1908. 


This  matter  comJnK  on  upon  the  report  of  the  Clvlr  Lonifup  of  the  Rronx,  bearing 
date  Ausrust,  1907.  and  the  answer  thereto  of  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson 
River  Railroad  Company,  verified  October  10,  1907,  and  the  report  of  the  hoarine 
had  herein  on  March  19,  1908,  March  27.  1908,  April  2.  1908.  April  9,  1008, 
and  May  5,  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant 
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to  an  order  of  the  Commission  made  and  entered  on  the  6th  day  of  March, 
1908,  and  returnable  on  the  19th  day  of  March,  1908,  and  that  said  order  for 
hearing  was  daW  served  upon  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad 
Company,  and  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  said  Commissioners  on 
the  matters  in  said  complaint,  said  answer  and  said  order  specified  on  the  days 
ahove  set  forth,  Mr.  Commissioner  Eustls  presiding  at'  the  sessions  of  March  19th« 
March  27th,  April  2d  and  April  9th.  and  Mr.  Commissioner  Ehistis,  Mr.  Commis- 
sioner Bassett,  Mr.  Commissioner  Maltbie  and  Mr.  Commissioner  McCarroU  pre- 
siding at  the  session  of  May  5,  1908,  Arthur  DuBois,  Esq.,  Assistant  Counsel, 
appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  Alexander  S.  Lyman,  Esq.,  General  Attorney 
for  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,  appearing  for 
the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  at  all  of  said  sessions. 
Now  It  being  made  to  appear  by  the  complaint,  answer  and  proceedings  on  said 
hearing  that  the  regulations,  .practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the 
New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  in  respect  to  transpor- 
tation of  persons  within  the  First  District  are  unreasonable  improper  and  inade- 
quate, and  it  being  the  Judgment  of  the  Commission  that  the  New  York  Central 
and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  does  not  run  trains  enough  reasonably  to 
accommodate  the  passenger  traffic  transported  by  or  offered  for  transportation 
to  It,  and  does  not  run  its  trains  with  sufficient  frequency,  and  it  appearing  t^at 
the  changes  in  regulations  and  service  as  hereinafter  specified  are  just,  reasonaMe 
and  proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  order  to  promote  the  securitv  and 
convenience  of  the  public  and  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  or  facilities 
for  transportation  of  passengers,  and  that  said  changes  and  additions  ought 
reasonably  to  be  made  within  the  time  hereinafter  specified. 

Therefore,  On  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  is 
Ordered,   1.   That  the   New  York  Central   and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company 
operate   on    its   Harlem   Division   daily   except   Sundays   and   holidays  at  least  the 
following  trains : 

NOBTHBOUND. 

At  least  to  the  northern  boundary  of  The  City  of  New  York,  scheduled  to  leave 
Grand  Central  Station  within  five  minutes  of  the  following  hours : 
12  :59  A.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York,  except  at  183d  street. 

5  :24  A.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York,  except  at  183d  street. 

7  :02  A.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York. 

8  :24  A.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York. 

9 :35  A-  M.,  making   all   stops    within    the   City   of   New  York,   except  Morrisania, 
Claremont  "Park  and   183d  street. 
10:50  A.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York. 
12  :05  P.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York. 

12 :27  f .  M.,  Saturdays   only,    stops   Molrose.    Tremont,   Botanical   Gardens  and   all 
stations   north  within    the  City  of  New  York. 
1 :36  p.  M.,  making  all   stops  within  the  City  of  New  York. 

2 :36  P.  M.,  making   all    stops   within    the   City  of   New   York,   except  Morrisania, 
Clarcmont  Park   and   183d  street. 

3  :40  P.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York. 

4  :20  p.  M.,  stops  Tremont,  Botanical   Gardens  and  all   stations  north  within  the 

City  of  New  York. 

6  :11  p.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York. 

5  :38  p.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York, 

6  :08  P.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York. 

6  :20  p.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York,  except  183d  street 
0:37  P.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York,  except  183d  street. 

6  :58  r.  m.,  stops  at  Botanical  Gardens  and  all  stations  north,  within  the  City  of 

New  York. 

7  :30  P.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York,  except  183d  street, 

8  :35  p.  M.,  making  all  stops  wlfhln  the  City  of  New  York,  except  183d  street. 

9  :35  p.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York,  except  183d  street. 

10  :35  p.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York,  except  183d  street. 

11  :35  P.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York,  except  183d  street. 

Southbound. 

Scheduled  to  arrive  at  Grand  Central  Station  within  five  minutes  of  the  following 
hours : 

6  :34  A.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York,  except  at  183d  street. 

7  :04  A.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York. 

7  :27  A.  M.,  making  all  stops  to  Tremont,  except  183d  street 

7  ;58  A.  M„  making  all  stops  to  Botanical  Gardens. 

8  :10  A.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York. 
8  :13  A.  M.,  making  all  stops  to  Woodlawn. 

8  :43  A.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York. 

9  :23  A.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York. 

10  :04  A.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York,  except  at  183d  street 

11  :32  A.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York,  except  at  183d  street. 
1 :03  p.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York,  except  at  183d  street 
1 :52  p.  M.,  making   all    stops   within    the   City   of   New  York,   except   Morrisania, 

Claremont  Park  and  183d  street 

3  :04  p.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York,  except  at  183d  street. 

4  :03  p.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York,  except  at  183d  street. 
6  :05  P.  M..  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York. 

e  :04  P.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York. 
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6 :81  p.  M.,  making  all  stops  to  Tremont,  except  Fordham  and  183d  street. 
7  :15  P.  ic.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York,  except  183d  street. 

7  :42  p.  M.,  making  all  stops  to  Botanical  Gardens. 

8  :04  p.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York,  except  183d  street 

9  :04  p.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York,  except  183d  street. 
10  :34  p.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York,  except  183d  street. 

11 :29  P.  M.,  making    all    stops    to    Botanical    Gardens,    in    addition    Tremont    and 

Melrose. 
12  :31  p.  M.,  making  all  stops  within  the  City  of  New  York,  except  183d  street. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  when  the  new 
schedule  goes  into  effect  but  not  later  than  June  20,  1908,  and  shall  continue  in 
full  force  and  effect  for  a  period  of  one  year  from  and  after  the  date  of  its  taking 
effect  unless  sooner  modified  or  changed  by  order  of  the  Commission.  And  it  is 
further 

Ordered,  That  within  Ave  days  the  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  Blver 
Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District 
whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

ORDER  No.  567,  modifving  ORDER  No.  538. 
June  9,   1908. 

The  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  having  ajpplled  In 
writing  on  June  6,  IflOS,  for  a  change  and  modification  in  Order  No.  538,  hereto- 
fore made  on  May  29,  1908,  and  the  Commission  being  of  the  opinion  that  the 
original  Order  No.  538,  for  the  improvement  in  and  addition  to  the  service  of  the 
New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,  In  respect  to  local  service 
on  the  Harlem  Division,  should  be  changed  and  modified  in  certain  particulars. 

Ordered,  That  Order  No.  538,  made  May  29,  1908,  be  and  the  same  hereby  is 
changed  and  modified  to  read  as  follows : 

ORDER  No.  538. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  Civic  League  of  the  Bronx,  bear- 
ing date  August,  1907,  and  the  answer  thereto  of  the  New  York  Central  and  Hud- 
son River  Railroad  Company,  verified  October  10.  1907,  and  the  report  of  the  hear- 
ing had  herein  on  March  19,  1908,  March  27.  1908,  April  2,  1908,  April  9,  1908, 
and  May  5,  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant 
to  an  order  of  the  Commission  made  and  entered  on  the  6th  day  of  March,  1908, 
and  returnable  on  the  19th  day  of  March,  1908,  and  that  said  order  for  hearing 
was  duly  served  upon,  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company, 
and  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  said  Commissioners  on  the  matters 
in  said  complaint,  said  answer  and  said  order  specified  on  the  days  above  set  forth. 
Mr.  Commissioner  Eustis,  presiding  at  the  sessions  of  March  19th,  March  27,* 
April  2d  and  April  9th.  and  Mr.  Commissioner  Eustis.  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett. 
Mr.  Commissioner  Maltble  and  Mr.  Commissioner  McCarroll  presiding  at  the  ses- 
sion of  May  5.  1908,  W.  W.  Nlles,  Esq..  appearing  for  the  complainant:  Arthur 
DuBois,  Esq.,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  Alexander  S. 
Lyman,  Esq.,  general  attorney  for  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Rail- 
road Company  appearing  for  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad 
Company  at   all  of  said  sessions. 

Now  It  being  made  to  appear  by  the  complaint,  answer  and  proceedings  on  said 
hearing  that  the  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the 
New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  In  respect  to  transporta- 
tion of  persons  within  the  First  District  are  unreasonable,  improper  and  inade- 
quate, and  It  being  the  Judgment  of  the  Commission  that  the  New  York  Central 
and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  does  not  run  trains  enough  reasonably  to 
accommodate  the  passenger  traffic  transported  by  or  offered  for  transportation  to 
it,  and  does  not  run  its  trains  with  sufficient  frequency,  and  it  appearing  that  the 
changes  in  regulations  and  service  as  hen»inafter  specified  are  just,  reasonable  and 
proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  In  order  to  promote  the  security  and  con- 
venience of  the  public  and  In  order  to  secure  adequate  service  or  facilities  for 
transportation  of  passengers,  and  that  said  changes  and  additions  ought  reason- 
ably  to  be  made  within   the   time  hereinafter  specified. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  Is 

Ordered,  1.  That  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company 
operate  on  Its  Harlem  Division  daily  except  Sundays  and  holidays  at  least  the 
following  trains: 

Northbound. 

12:59  A.  M.,  making  all  stops  in  the  City  of  New  York  except  183d  street. 

6  :02  A.  M.,  making  all  stops  In  the  City  of  New  York  except  183d  street.   • 

7  :10  A.  M.,  making  all  stops  In  the  City  of  New  York. 
8 :24  A.  M.,  making  all  stops  In  the  City  of  New  York. 

9  :85  A.  M.,  making  all  stops  in  the  City  of  Now  York  except  Morrisania,  Clare- 
mont   Park   and   183d  street. 

10  :50  A.  M.,  making  all  stops  In  the  city  of  New  York. 
12  :16  P.  M.,  making  all  stops  In  the  City  of  New  York. 

1 :36  p.  M.,  making  all  stops  in  the  City  of  Now  York. 

2 :36  P.  M.,  making  all  stops  in  the  City  of  New  York,  except  Morrisania,  Clare- 

mont  Park  and  183d  street. 
8 :40  P.  M.,  making  all  stops  in  the  City  of  New  York. 


4:70  PUBUO    SbEVIOE  CoMMISSIOI^ FlEST   DiSTBIOT. 


4  :15  P.  M., 


M.t 

M., 
M., 
M., 
M., 
M., 
M., 
M., 
M., 
M.. 


5 

.11 

P. 

6 

:38 

p. 

6 

:08 

P. 

6 

:20 

P. 

6 

:44 

P. 

7 

:30 

P. 

8 

:35 

P. 

8 

:35 

P. 

10 

:35 

P. 

11 

:35 

P. 

Stopping  at  Tremont,   Botanical 

the  City  of  New  York, 
making  all  stops  In  the  City  of 
making  all  stops  In  the  City  of 
making  all  stops  in  the  City  of 
making  all  the  stops  In  the  City 
making  ail  the  stops  in  the  City 
making  all  the  stops  in  the  City 
making  all  the  stops  in  the  City 
making  all  the  stops  in  the  City 
making  all  the  stops  in  the  City 
making  all  the  stops  in  the  City 


Gardens,  and  stations  northerly   In 


New  York. 

New  York. 

New  York, 
of  New  York, 
of  New  York, 
of  New  York, 
of  New  York, 
of  New  York, 
of  New  York, 
of  New  York, 


except  183d  street. 

except  183d  street. 

except  183d  street 

except  183d  street. 

except  183d  street, 
except  183d  street, 
except  183d  street. 


Southbound. 


7:04 
7:27 

7:58 
8:08 
8:11 
8:43 
9:23 
10:04 
11:32 
1:03 
1:52 

8:04 
4:03 
6:05 


except   183d   street. 
Tremont,   except 


to 


188d 


Scheduled  to   arrive  at  the  Grand  Central   Station  within  five  minutes  of   the 
following  times: 
6  :84  A.  M.,  making  all  stops  In  the  City  of  New  York, 
A.  M.,  making  all  stops  in  the  City  of  New  York. 
A.  X.,  making  all  stops  in  the  City  of  New  York 

street. 
A.  M.,  making  all  stops  in  the  City  of  New  York  to  Botanical   Garden. 
A.  M.,  making  all  stops  in  the  City  of  New  York. 
A.  M.,  making  all  stops  in  the  City  of  New  York   to   Woodlawn. 
A.  M.,  making  all  stops  in  the  City  of  New  York. 
A.  M.,  making  all  stops  in  the  City  of  New  York. 
A.  M.,  making  all  stops  in  the  City  of  New  York,   except   183d   street 
A.  M.,  making  all  stops  in  the  City  of  New  York,  except  183d  street 
p.  M.,  making  all  stops  in  the  City  of  New  York,  except  188d  street, 
p.  M.,  making  all  stops  in  the  City  of  New  York,  except  Morrisania,  Clare- 

mont   Park  and   183d  street, 
p.  M.,  making  all  stops  in  the  City  of  New  York,    except   183d   street 
p.  M.,  making  all  stops  in  the  City  of  New  York,    except    183d   street, 
p.  M.,  making  all  stops  in  the  City  of  New  York. 
6:04  p.  M.,  making  all  stops  in  the  City  of  New  York. 
6:17  P.  M.,  making  all  stops  in  the  City  of  New  York  to  Tremont,  except  Ford- 
ham  and  183d  street 
making  all  stops  in  the  City  of  New  York, 
making  all  stops  In  the  City  of  New  York, 
making  all  stops  in  the  City  of  New  York, 
making  all  stops  in  the  City  of  New  York. 


7  :16  p. 

7:52  P. 

9:04 
10:04 
11:06 


p.  M„ 
p.  if., 
p. 


except 
except 
except 
except 


183d  street 

183d  street 

188d  street 

188d  street. 


M.,  making  stops  at  Wakefield.  Woodlawn,  Wllliamshrldge,  Botanical  Gar- 
den, Tremont  and  Melrose. 
12:31  A.  H.,  making  all  stops  In  the  City  of  New  York,  except  183d  street. 

*  And  it  is  further  ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  when  the  new  schedule 
Is  adopted,  but  not  later  than  June  21,  1908,  and  shall  continue  in  force  and 
effect  for  a  period  of  one  year  from  and  after  the  date  of  its  taking  effect  unless 
sooner  modified  or  changed  by  order  of  the  Commission,  and  It  is  further 

Ordered,  That  within  five  days  the  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District 
whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


New  York  City  RaUway  Company. —  Service  on  Twenty-third 
street  crosstown  line. 

Hearing  Order  No.  390. 

Opinion    of    Commissioner    Maltbie 

Final  Order  No.  422. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 

Hearing  on  the  Motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
Question  of  Improvements  in  and  Additions  to 
the  Service  and  Equipment  of  the  NEW  YORK 
CITY  RAILWAY  COMPANY  and  of  Adrian  H. 
Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  Receivers  of 
said  Company. 

Twenty-third  Street  Crosstown  Line. 


ORDER  FOR  HEARING 
No.  390. 

March  31,  1908. 


It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  10th  day  of  April,  1908.  at 
2  :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regala- 
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tions,  practlceB  and  service  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or  of  Adrian 
H.  Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Com- 
Pf ny.  In  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District,  on  the  Twenty- 
third  Street  Crosstown  line,  are  unreasonable.  Improper  or  inadequate,  and  whether 
the  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or  the  said  Adrian  H.  Jollne  and 
Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  run  cars 
enough  or  with  sufficient  frequency  or  upon  a  reasonable  time  schedule,  reasonably 
to  accommodate  the  passenger  traffic  transported  by  them  or  offered  for  trans- 
portation to  them,  and  if  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact,  then  to  determine  whether 
it  is  reasonably  necessary  to  accommodate  and  transport  the  said  traffic  trans- 
ported or  offered  for  transportation,  and  Is  and  will  be  Just,  reasonable,  proper 
and  adequate  to  direct  that  the  service  of  the  said  New  York  City  Railway  Com- 
pany, or  of  Adrian  H.  Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  its  receivers,  be  increased, 
supplemented  and  changed  in  the  following  manner,  that  is  to  say: 

1.  By  discontinuing  the  operation  of  all  cars  operated  between  the  westerly  end 
of  Twenty-third  street  and  the  Grand  Central  Station  via  Twenty-third  street  and 
Fourth  avenue. 

2.  By  changing  the  method  of  collecting  fares  on  the  Twenty-third  Street  Cross- 
town  line  cars  on  Twenty-third  street  so  as  to  avoid  delays  in  the  car  movement 
at  or  near  the  east  and  west  termini  of  the  Twenty-third  street  line. 

8.  By  operating  daily,  including  Sunday,  over  every  point  on  the  Twenty-third 
Street  Crosstown  line  either 

(a)  a  sufficient  number  of  cars  in  each  direction  past  any  point  of  observation 
to  provide  during  every  fifteen-minute  period  of  the  day  or  night  a  ten  per  cent, 
excess  of  seats  over  passengers  at  that  point ;  the  number  of  cars  passing  any 
point  to  be,  however,  never  less  than  six  per  hour  in  each  direction  ;  or 

(b)  a  minimum  number  of  Twenty-five  cars  in  one  direction  in  each  fifteen- 
minute  period  in  which  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (a)  above  are  not  complied 
with. 

4.  By  making  such  other  and  further  changes  in  the  schedule  and  manner  of 
operating  cars  on  the  Twenty-third  "Street  Crosstown  line  as  may  be  just  and 
reasonable. 

And  if  any  such  changes,  improvements  or  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a  reasonable 
time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

AH  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company  and  Adrian  H. 
Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers,  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company, 
be  given  at  least  ten  days*  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  per- 
sonally or  by  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said 
company  and  its  receivers  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting 
'  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  afore- 
said. 

Hearing  held  April  10th. 

*  [A  standard  of  service  on  a  street  surface  railroad  should  be  elastic. 

In  order  to  provide  seats  for  all  passengers  it  is  necessary  to  run  cars  with 
a  greater  seating  capacity  than  the  number  of  passengers. 

Company  ordered  to  provide  10  per  cent  excess  of  seats  over  passengers  where 
track  conditions  will  permit.] 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  April  17,   1908.) 

COMMISSIONBB  MALTBIB  I 

The  passenger  traflSc  upon  surface  street-car  lines  in  the  city  of  New  York 
fluctuates  greatly  from  hour  to  hour,  day  to  day,  season  to  season  and  year  to 
year.  The  number  of  cars  which  must  be  run  to  provide  adequate  service  upon 
a  clear  day  is  often  quite  different  from  the  number  needed  at  similar  hours 
upon  a  stormy  day.  Saturdays  and  Sundays  are  very  busy  days  upon  some  lines, 
but  during  the  other  five  days  In  the  week,  the  use  made  of  these  lines  may  be 
small.  The  traffic  upon  certain  lines  Increases  as  summer  approaches  and  falls 
off  when  winter  returns.  Meetings,  conventions,  parades,  g^mes,  etc.,  constantly 
cause  Important  fiuctuatlons.  To  meet  these  varying  conditions,  the  traffic  man- 
ager must  provide  a  varying  schedule,  having  In  mind  not  merely  the  conditions 
that  ordinarily  obtain  but  any  special  circumstances  which  call  for  a  greater  or 
less  number  of  cars  than  ordinarily  needed. 

In  attempting  to  fix  the  standard  of  adequate  service  for  the  various  lines,  the 
Commission  has.  with  one  exception,  specified  the  minimum  number  of  cars  that 
should  be  run.  But  a  fixed  minimum  which  Is  reasonable  and  yet  effective  under 
ordinary  circumstances  may  Impose  an  unnecessary  burden  upon  the  company  at 
certain  times  and  permit  overcrowding  at  others.  The  proper  standard  should 
be  so  elastic  that  it  would  be  neither  too  harsh  nor  too  mild,   but  at  all  times 

*  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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BO  suited  to  the  conditions  as  to  provide  as  adequate  service  as  could  reasonably 
be  expected.  The  requirement  that  a  certain  number  of  cars  must  be  run  during: 
certain  hours  has  been  found  to  be  too  rigid  and  not  sufDciently  elastic  for 
certain  surface  lines.  Consequently,  the  order  directed  to  be  drawn  in  the  present 
case  provides  that  the  number  of  seats  in  the  cars  passing  any  point  of  observa- 
tion upon  the  Twenty-third  street  line  shall  exceed  by  at  least  10  per  cent 
the  number  of  passengers  In  those  cars,  but  never  less  than  six  per  hour,  or, 
if  it  is  impossible  to  comply  with  this  provision,  that  at  least  twenty-flve  cars 
shall  pass  such  point  of  ob8er\'atlon  within  every  flfteen-mlnute  period. 

The  purpose  of  this  order  is  to  give  every  one  a  seat,  and  a  10  per  cent  excess 
of  seats  over  passengers  has  been  required  because  of  the  irregularity  of  traffic 
and  of  cars.  If  the  cars  were  to  run  with  absolute  regularity  and  if  passengers 
were  to  board  these  cars  at  regular  inten^als  and  at  equidistant  points,  it  might 
not  be  necessary  to  provide  a  greater  number  of  seats  than  passengers,  but  cars 
do  not  run  regularly  and  passengers  do  not  board  the  cars  with  absolute  uni- 
formity, and  it  has  been  found,  as  a  matter  of  practical  observation,  that  in 
order  to  provide  seats  for  all  passengers,  it  Is  necessary  to  run  cars  with  a 
greater  seating  capacity  than  the  number  of  passengers.  Whether  a  10  per  cent 
excess  is  sufficient  to  accomplish  this  result  cannot  be  determined  without 
experiment,  and  it  is  possible  that  after  a  trial  has  been  had  it  will  be  necessary 
either  to  increase  or  decrease  the  percentage  of  excess  suggested. 

The  alternative  proposition  suggested,  viz.,  that  if  a  10  per  cent  excess  of  seats 
over  passengers  is  not  provided,  a  certain  number  of  cars  mnat  be  run,  has  been 
placed  in  the  order  because  it  is  physically  impossible,  under  the  conditions 
which  obtain  in  New  York,  always  to  provide  a  seat  for  every  passenger.  The 
traffic  is  so  heavy  at  times  that  to  attempt  to  provide  every  one  with  a  seat 
would  so  interfere  with  the  carrying  capacity  of  the  line  that  the  time  con- 
sumed in  passing  from  one  point  to  another  would  be  so  great,  because  of  the 
low  rate  of  speed  due  to  car  congestion,  that  the  advantage  of  a  seat  would 
probably     be  more  than  offset  by  the  increased  time  required. 

Between  Lexington  avenue  and  Broadway,  upon  Twenty -third  street,  the  cars 
of  the  Lexington  avenue  line  run  upon  the  same  tracks  as  those  of  the  Twenty- 
third  Street  Crosstown  line.  It  has  been  found  by  observation  that  it  would  be 
difficult,  and  perhaps  impossible,  to  run  more  than  fifty  cars  in  a  flfteen-mlnute 
period  upon  this  portion  of  the  route,  but  this  number  may  be  equalled  and 
perhaps  exceeded.  If  the  cars  were  equally  divided  between  the  Twenty-third 
street  line  and  the  Lexington  avenue  line,  It  would  mean  that  the  maximum 
number  of  cars  to  be  run  upon  either  line  would  be  twenty-flve  in  each  fifteen- 
minute  interval.  This  Is  the  limit  fixed  in  the  Twenty-third  street  order  as  well 
as  the  order  relating  to  the  Lexington  avenue  line. 

The  Twenty-third  Street  Crosstown  line  Includes  the  cars  running  between  the 
East  river  and  the  North  river  upon  Twenty-third  street  and  the  branch  running 
from  Twenty-third  street  to  the  Thirty-fourth  street  ferry  via  Second  avenue. 
The  service  was  shown  by  the  evidence  presented  at  the  hearings  to  be  more  inade- 
quate upon  the  Twenty-third  street  section,  but  considerable  Improvement  is 
necessary  throughout.  The  present  method  of  collecting  fares  at  the  western 
terminus  of  the  line  causes  much  delay  which  ought  to  be  avoided.  A  separate 
order  will  be  prepared  upon  this  matter. 

The  cars  running  between  West  Twenty-third  street  and  Grand  Central  station 
have  been  ordered  discontinued  becauHc  they  were  not  largely  patronieed  and 
because  they  materially  interfered  with  the  remainder  of  the  traffic  especially  at 
Twenty-third  street  and  Fourth  avenue.  With  this  change  it  will  be  possible  to 
operate  the  required  number  of  cars  over  the  line. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.   422. 
April  17,  11)08. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the 
10th  day  of  April,  1908,  and  It  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and 
pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission,   made   March  31,   1908,   and  returnable 
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on  April  10,  lOOB,  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  New  York 
City  Railway  Company  and  upon  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson  as 
receivers  of  the  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  and  that  the  said  service 
was  by  them  duly  acknowledged  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and 
before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  In  said  order  speclfled,  on  April  10,  1908, 
before  Mr.  Commissioner  Maltbio,  presiding,  Arthur  DuBois,  Eisq.,  appearing  for 
the  Commission,  and  there  being  no  appearance  for  the  New  York  City  Railway 
Company  nor  for  Adrian  H.  Joline  or  Douglas  Robinson  as  receivers  of  the  New 
York  City  Railway  Company, 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceeding  upon  said  hearing  that  the 
regulations  and  service  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  and  of  Adrian 
H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson  as  receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Com- 
pany in  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District  has  been  and  is 
unreasonable.  Improper  and  inadequate  in  that  the  said  New  York  City  Railway 
Company  and  the  said  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson  as  receivers  of 
the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  do  not  run  cars  enough  or  with  sufficient 
frequency  or  on  a  reasonable  time  schedule  reasonably  to  accommodate  the  pas- 
senger traffic  transported  bv  them  or  offered  for  transportation  to  them,  and  it 
appearing  that  changes  and  improvements  In  the  regulations  and  service  of  the 
said  company  and  the  said  receivers  as  below  set  forth  are  such  as  are  just, 
reasonable,  adequate  and  proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  order  to 
promote  the  convenience  of  the  public. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  for  the  Commission, 
it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  service  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  and  of 
Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson  its  receivers  on  the  Twenty-third  Street 
CrOBStown  line  be  increased,  supplemented  and  changed  in  the  following  manner, 
that  Is  to  say: 

1.  By  discontinuing  the  operation  of  all  cars  operated  between  the  westerly 
end  or  Twenty-third  street  and  the  Grand  Central  Station  via  Twenty-third 
street  and  Fourth  avenue. 

2.  By  operating  dally  Including  Sunday  over  every  point  of  the  Twenty-third 
Street  Crosstown  line  Including  the  branch  running  to  East  Thirty-fourth  street 
ferry  either 

(a)  A  sufficient  number  of  cars  in  each  direction  past  any  point  of  observation 
to  provide  during  every  fifteen-minute  period  of  the  day  or  night  a  number  of 
seats  at  least  10  per  cent  in  excess  of  the  unniber  of  passengers  at  that  point; 
the  number  of  cars  passing  any  point  to  be,  however,  never  lees  than  six  (61 
per  hour  in  each  direction;  or 

(b)  A  minimum  number  of  twenty-five  (20)  cars  in  one  direction  in  each  fifteen- 
minute  period  In  which  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (a)  above  are  not  com 
piled  with. 

And  it  i8  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  April  27,  1908, 
and  shall  continue  In  force  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  taking  effect 
of  the  same,  but  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearing 
and  action  thereon  by  the  Commission,  In  respect  of  anything  herein  prescribed 
or  In  respect  of  anything  covered  by  the  order  for  hearing  herein,  prior  to  the 
expiration  of  said  period  of  two  years. 

And  it  is  further  ordered^  That  before  April  23,  1908,  the  said  New  York  City 
Railway  Company  and  th«  said  Adrian  II.  Joline  and  DouKlas  Robinson  as 
receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  notify  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  First  District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted 
and  will  be  obeyed. 


New  York  City  Railway  Company. —  Service  on  the  Fourteenth 
streot  and  Williamsburg  Bridge  line. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  of  Improvement  In  and  Addition  to  the 
Service  of  the  NEW  YORK  CITY  RAILWAY 
COMPANY  and  of  ADRIAN  U.  JOLINK  and 
DOUGLAS  ROBINSON,  as  receivers  of  said 
company. 

"  Fourteenth      Street      and      Williamsburg      Bridge 
Line." 


ORDER  FOR  HEARING 
No.  453. 

May  1,  1906. 


It  ia  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1908,  at 
3  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  whether  the  regula- 
tions,   practices   and   service   of   the   New    York    City    Railway    Company,    or   of 
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Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  said  New  York  City 
Railway  Company,  in  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District 
on  the  Fourtoonth  street  and  Williamsburg  Bridge  line,  are  unreasonable,  improper 
or  inadequate,  and  whether  the  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or  the 
said  Adrian  II.  Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  New  York  City 
liallway  Company,  run  cars  enough  or  with  sufficient  frequency  or  upon  a  reason- 
able time  schedule  reasonably  to  accommodate  passenger  traffic  transported  by 
them  or  offered  for  transportation  to  them,  then  to  determine  whether  It  Is 
reasonably  necessary  to  accommodate  and  transport  the  said  traffic  transported 
or  offered  for  transportation,  and  Is  and  will  be  Just,  reasonable,  proper  and 
adequate  to  direct  that  the  service  of  the  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company, 
or  of  Adrian  H.  Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  its  receivers,  be  increased,  supple- 
mented and  changed  in  the  following  manner,  that  It  to  say: 

1.  By  operating  dally  Including  Sunday  over  every  point  on '  the  Fourt^nth 
street  and  Williamsburg  Bridge  line,  either 

(a)  A  sufficient  number  of  cars  in  each  direction  past  any  point  of  observation 
to  provide  during  every  fifteen-minute  period  of  the  day  and  night  a  number  of 
seats  at  least  ten  per  cent  (lO^c)  In  excess  of  the  number  of  passengers  at  that 
point;  the  number  of  cars  passing  any  point  to  be,  however,  never  less  than 
six  (6)  per  hour  in  each  direction;  or 

(b)  A  minimum  number  of  thirty  (30)  cars  In  one  direction  In  each  fifteen  (15) 
minute  period  in  which  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (a)  above  are  not  com- 
plied with. 

2.  By  making  such  other  and  further  changes  In  the  schedule  and  manner  of 
operating  cars  on  the  Fourteenth  street  and  Williamsburg  Bridge  line  as  may 
be  Just  and  reasonable. 

And  If  any  such  changes,  Improvements  or  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a  reasonable 
time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  and  Adrian 
H.  Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Railway 
Company,  be  given  at  least  five  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon 
them,  either  personally  or  by  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that 
at  such  hearing  said  company  and  its  receivers  be  afforded  all  reasonable  oppor- 
tunity for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining  witness  as  to 
the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  held  May  14th,  22d,  June  2d  and  10th. 


New  York  City  Railway  Company. —  Service  on  Christopher  and 
East  Twenty-third  street  ferry  line. 


In  the  Matter 
_  of  the 

Hearing  on  the  Motion  of  the  Commission  ou  the 
Question  of  Improvement  In  and  Addition  to  the 
Service  of  the  NEW  YORK  CITY  RAILWAY 
COMPANY  and  of  ADIMAN  H.  JOLINE  and 
DOUGLAS  ROBINSON,  as  Reoolvors  of  snhi 
Company. 


Christopher    and    East    Tvventv-thlrd     Street    Ferry 
Line. 


ORDER  FOR  HEARING 
No.  454. 

May  1.  1908. 


It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hoaring  be  had  on  the  14th  day  of  May.  1908.  at 
3  :30  o'clock  In  the  aftornoon.  or  at  anv  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adlournod.  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commls-^'on.  No.  l.'>4  Nassau  street.  Boroncrh 
of  Manhattan.  Citv  of  New  Yorlt.  State  of  New  York  to  inquire  whether  the 
regulations,  practieps  and  service  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Con^pany.  or 
of  Adrian  IT.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  said  New  York 
Citv  Railwav  Company,  in  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First 
District  on  the  Christopher  onrl  V.'\<t  T\\'<»nty -third  Street  ferry  line,  are  unrea- 
sonable. Improper  or  inadequate,  and  whether  tbe  said  New  York  City  Railway 
Company,  or  the  said  Adrian  11.  Jollne  and  Doudas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the 
New  York  City  Railway  Company,  run  cars  enough  or  with  sufficient  frequency 
or  upon  a  reasonable  time  schedule  reasonably  to  accommodate  passenper  traffic 
transported  by  them  or  offered  for  transportation  to  them,  then  to  determine 
whether  it  Is* reasonably  necesqary  to  accommodate  and  transport  the  said  traffic 
transported  or  offered  for  transportation,  and  Is  and  will  be  Just,  reasonable, 
proper  and  adequate  to  direct  that  the  service  of  the  said  New  York  City  Railway 
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Company  or  of  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  its  receivers,  be  increased, 
supplemented,  and  ebanged  in  the  following  manner,  that  is  to  say : 

1.  By  operating  daily,  including  Sunday,  over  every  point  on  the  Christopher 
and  East  Twenty-third  street  ferry  line,  either 

a.  A  sufficient  number  of  care  in  each  direction  past  any  point  of  observation 
to  provide  during  every  fifteon-minnte  period  of  the  day  and  night  a  number  of 
seats  at  least  ten  per  cent.  (lOOf,)  Id  excess  of  the  nnmber  of  passengers  at  that 
point ;  the  number  of  cars  passing  any  point  to  be,  however,  never  less  than  six  (6) 
per  hour  in  each  direction;  or 

b.  A  minimum  number  of  ten  (10)  cars  in  one  direction  in  each  fifteen  (15) 
minute  period  in  which  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (a)  above  are  not  complied 
with. 

2.  By  making  such  other  and  further  changes  in  the  schedule  and  manner  of 
operating  cars  on  the  Christopher  and  East  Twenty-third  street  ferry  line  as  may 
be  Just  and  reasonable. 

And  if  any  such  changes,  improvements,  or  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a  reasonable 
time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  and  Adrian 
H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  New  York  CMty  Railway 
Company,  be  given  at  least  five  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon 
them,  either  personally  or  by  mall,*  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that 
at  such  hearing  said  company  and  its  receivers  be  afforded  all  reasonable  oppor- 
tunity for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to 
the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  held  May  14th,  22d,  June  2d  and  10th. 


New  York   City  Railway   Company. —  Service  on  Eighty-sixth 
street  crosstown  line. 


In   the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  the  Motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
Question  of  Improvements  in  and  Additions  to 
the  Service  and  Equipment  of  the  NEW  YORK 
CITY  RAILWAY  COMPANY  and  of  ADRIAN  II. 
JOLINE  and  DOUGLAS  ROBINSON,  as  Receivers 
of  Said  Company. 

"86th   Street  Crosstown  Line." 


ORDER  FOR  HEARING 
No.  463. 

May  8,  1908. 


/*  i8  hereby  ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  19th  day  of  May,  1908. 
at  3 :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same 
may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  ComDilssion.  No.  154  Nassau  street. 
Borough  of  Manhattan,  City  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the 
regulations,  practices  and  servico  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or 
of  Adrian  H^  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  New  York  City 
Rail  WE}  Company,  In  respect  to  trnnsDortation  of  persons  In  the  First  District, 
on  the  Eighty-sixth   Street  Crosstown  Line,   are  unreasonable,  Improper,  or  Inade- 

?uate,  and  whether  the  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or  the  said  Adrian 
I.  Joline  and  Donglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  New  York  C^ty  Railway 
Company  tun  cars  enough  or  with  sufficient  frequency  or  upon  a  reasonable  time 
schedule,  reasonably  to  accommodate  the  nassengor  traffic  transported  by  them  or 
offered  for  transportation  to  them,  and  if  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact,  then  to 
determine  whether  it  is  reasonably  necessary  to  accommodate  and  transoort  the 
said  traffic  transported  or  offered  for  transportation,  and  is  and  will  be  Ju«*t, 
reasonable,  proper,  and  adequate  to  direct  that  the  service  of  the  New  York  fMty 
Railway  (Company,  or  of  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson.  Its  receivers, 
be  increased,  supplemented,  and  changed  in  the  following  manner,  that  is  to  say  : 

1.  By  operating  daily,  including  Sunday,  over  every  point  on  the  Eighty-sixth 
Street  Oosstown  line  a  sufficient  nnmber  of  cars  in  each  direction  past  any  point 
of  observation  to  provide,  during  every  fifteen-minute  period  of  the  day  or  night 
a  ten  per  cent,  excess  of  s'^ats  over  passengers  at  that  point. 

2.  By  making  such  other  and  further  chanpes  in  the  schedule  and  manner  of 
operating  cars  on  the  Eighty-sixth  Street  Crosstown  line  as  may  be  Just  and 
reasonable. 

And  if  any  such  changes.  Improvements,  and  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a  reasonable 
time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 
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All  to  the  end  that  the  CommlH^iioD  may  make  Biich  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  tlie  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company  and  Adrian 
H.  Jollnc  and  Douglas  Itoblnson,  as  roct^lvers  of  the  New  York  City  Railway 
Company,  be  given  at  least  ten  days*  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon 
them,  either  personally  or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that 
at  such  hearing  said  company  and  its  receivers  be  afforded  all  reasonable  oppor- 
tunity for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  crc^s-examining  witnesses  as  to 
the   matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  held  May  19th,  June  2d,  9th  and  16th. 
Adjourned  subject  to  call. 


New  York  City  Railway  Company. —  Service  on  Eighth  aveaue 

line. 

,   Hearing  Order  No.  436. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltble. 
Final  Order  No.  489. 
Extension  Order  No.  507. 


In   the   Matter 
,  of   the 

Hearing  on   the   Motion   of  the  Commission  on   the 

tuestlon  of  Improvement  in  and  Additions  to  the       r\T>rkv*i>  ir-rkw  ixirAOTT^n 
ervlce  and  Equipment  of  the  NEW  YORK  CITY        OKUliK  *yB  llJi/AKlwu 
RAILWAY      COMPANY     and      of     ADRIAN      H.  ^^-  *R\.     ^^^o 

JOLINB  and  DOUGLAS  ROBINSON,  as  Receivers  -^P"*   24.   1908. 

of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company. 


"  Eighth   Avenue  Line." 


//  <#  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  6th  day  of  May,  1908,  at 
2  :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  he 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission.  No.  154  Nassau  street,  Borough  of 
Manhattan,  City  of  New  York,  Stato  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regu- 
lations, practices,  and  service  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  or  of 
Adrian  H.  Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Railway 
Company,  in  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District  on 
the  Eighth  Avenue  lino,  are  unreasonable.  Improper,  or  inadequate,  and  whether 
the  New  York  City  Railwav  Company  or  the  said  Adrian  II.  Joline  and  Douglas 
Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  run  cars  enough 
or  with  suiHdont  frequency,  or  upon  a  reasonnble  time  schedule,  reasonably  to  ac- 
commodate the  passenger  traffic  transported  by  them  or  offered  for  transporta- 
tion to  them  on  the  Eighth  Avenue  line,  and  if  such  l>e  found  to  be  the  fact  then 
to  determine  whether  it  is  reasonably  necessary  to  accommodate  and  transport  the 
said  traffic  transported  or  offered  for  transportation,  and  is  and  Will  be  just, 
reasonable,  proper,  and  adequate  to  direct  that  the  service  of  the  said  New  York 
Citv  Railway  Company  or  of  Adrian  II.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  its  receivers, 
be  Increased,  supplemented,  or  changed  In  the  following  manner,  that  Is  to  say : 

1.  By  operating  daily,  including  Sundays,  over  every  point  on  the  Eighth 
Avenue  line  between  Thirteenth  street  and  the  northerly  terminus  of  the  line 
either 

(a)  A  sufficient  number  of  ears  in  each  direction  past  any  point  of  observation 
to  provide  during  everv  fifteen-minute  period  of  the  day  and  night  "a  number 
of  seats  at  least  ten  per  cent  (10'/,)  in  excess  of  the  number  of  passengers  at 
that  point;  the  number  of  cnrs  passing  any  point  to  be,  however,  never  less  than 
six   (6)   per  hour  in  each  direct  ion  ;  or 

(b)  A  minimum  number  of  twenty-five  (25^  cars  in  one  direction  in  each  fifteen 
(15)  minute  period  in  which  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (a)  above  are  not 
complied  with. 

2.  Bv  operating  dally,  including  Sundays,  over  every  point  of  the  Eighth  Avenue 
line  between  Thirteenth  street  and  the  southorly  terminus  of  the  line  either 

(a)  A  suflHelent  number  of  ears  in  each  direction  pa«t  any  point  of  observation 
to  provide  during  overy  fifteen-minute  period  of  the  day  and  night  a  number  of 
seats  at  least  ten  per  cent.  (lOCv)  in  excess  of  the  numlier  of  passengers  at  that 
point;  the  number  of  cars  passing  any  point  to  be,  however,  never  less  than 
oiz   (6)   per  hour  in  each  direction ;  or 
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(b)  a  minimum  number  of  twelve  (12)  cars  In  one  direction  In  each  fifteen  (15) 
minute  period  in  which  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (a)  above  are  not  complied 
with. 

That  at  the  same  time  and  place  a  hearing  be  had  to  inquire  whether  Order 
No.  114,  entered  and  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  on  November  27,  1907,  directed  to  the  New  York  C^lty  Railway 
Company  and  to  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  New 
York  City  Railway  Company,  in  respect  to  service  on  the  Eighth  Avenue  -line, 
should  be  abrogated,  changed,  or  modified. 

And  if  any  such  chnngea.  Improvements  or  additions  bo  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  and  If  the  said  Order  No.  114  is  found  to  be  such 
as  ought  to  be  abrogated,  changed,  ot  modified,  then  to  determine  what  period 
would  be  a  reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be 
executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable.' 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company  and  Adrian 
H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Railway 
Company,  be  given  at  least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing,  by  service  upon 
them;  either  personally  or  by  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at 
such  hearing  the  said  company  and  its  receivers  be  afforded  all  reasonable 
opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses 
as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  May  6th. 

Opinion   op  Commission. 
(Adopted  May  12,   1908.) 

COMMIRSIONBR   MALTBI»  : — 

Upon  December  27,  1907,  the  Public  Service  Commission  adopted  an  order 
requiring  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or  Its  receivers,  to  operate  at 
least  a  certain  nunber  of  cars  during  specified  hours  of  the  day.  every  day  of  the 
week,  Including  Sunday.  This  order  was  Issued  after  hearings  had  been  held 
at  which  it  appeared  that  th^  servico  upon  the  Eighth  avenue  line  was  Inadequate. 
The  standard  of  adequacy  stated  in  Order  No.  171  was  framed  to  meet  ordinary 
conditions,  and  observations  made  after  the  adoption  of  the  order  showed  that  the 
number  of  cars  required  to  be  run  was  not  excessive  when  the  traffic  was  normal. 
But  It  also  appeared  that  at  certain  times,  particularly  upon  days  when  the 
weather  was  Inclement,  the  number  of  cars  required  by  the  order  provided  a 
.  greater  number  of  seats  than  there  were  passengers.  The  receivers  of  the  com- 
pany also  urged  that  a  revised  order  should  be  adopted,  which  would  allow  greater 
leeway  and  more  opportunity  to  provide  such  service  as  would  meet  the  varying 
demands. 

Accordingly,  a  hearing  was  ordered  and  duly  held  upon  May  6th,  at  which  time 
the  evidence  given  by  an  assistant  engineer  of  the  Commission,  who  had  charge 
of  the  observations,  eonflrmcd  the  earlier  observations  of  the  Inspectors  of  the 
Commis.slon  and  mauy  statements  made  by  the  receivers.  The  requirements  of 
Order  No.  171  were  found  not  to  be  well  suited  to  existing  conditions,  for  while 
the  number  of  cars  specified  was  not  too  large  under  ordinary  conditions,  there 
were  days  frequently  when  the  requlremeutd  of  the  order  made  obligatory  the 
operation  of  a  larger  number  of  cars  than  necessary. 

The  standard  of  adequate  service  adopted  for  the  Twenty-third  street  line  and 
several  other  surface  lines  In  the  borough  of  Manhattan  seems  likely  to  be  better 
Riited  to  the  traffic  demands  upon  the  Eighth  avenue  line  than  the  one  now  in 
force,  and  I  have  directed,  therefore,  that  an  order  be  prepared  similar  to  those 
now  In  force  upon  the  other  surface  lines.  The  standard  thus  provided  —  a  ten 
per  cent  excess  of  seats  over  passengers  in  each  fifteen-minute  period  or  the  opera- 
tion of  at  lea.st  twenty-five  cars  above  Thirteenth  street  and  Twelve  below  —  will 
be  elastic  and  will  not  require  a  greater  number  of  cars  to  be  run  at  any  time  than 
Is  required  by  the  denuuids  of  the  traffic.  It  will,  however,  If  obeyed,  provide 
seatH  for  paHsengers  under  ordinary  circumstances,  and  even  during  rush 
hours  win  do  away  with  crowding  and  reduce  the  number  of  passengers  standing 
to  a  minimum.  It  Is  perhnp.s  unnecessary  to  add  that  the  Commission  has  always 
been  as  willing  to  modify  nu  order  that  has  ceased  to  be  reasonable  or  pooily 
•oited  to  changing  conditions  as  it  was  to  issue  the  order  in  first  instance. 
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Tlioreupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDER  No.  489. 

May  12,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  bearinff  bad  herein  on   May  6, 
1008,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order 


of  this  Commission  made  April  24,  1908,  and  returnable  on  May  6,  1908,  and  that 
said  order  was  duly  served  on  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  and  on 
Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Rail- 
way Company,  and  that  said  service  was  by  them  duly  acknowledged  and  that 
the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said 
order  specified  on  the  6th  day  of  May,  1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Maltble 
presiding,  Arthur  DuBois,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission  and  no  one  appear- 
ing for  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  or  for  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas 
Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  and  proof  being 
taken,  ' 

Now  It  being  made  to  appear  after  the  jproceedlngs  In  the  said  hearing  that  the 
service  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  und  of  Adrian  H.  Joline  and 
Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  In 
respect  to  transportation .  of  persons  in  the  First  District  on  the  Eighth  avenue 
line  has  been  and  is  in  certain  respects  unreasonable  and  that  Order  No.  171, 
heretofore  entered  and  filed  In  the  office  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  on  December  27,  1907,  was  not  suited  to  conditions  of  traffic  on 
the  Eighth  avenue  line,  and  It  being  made  to  appear  that  it  would  be  just,  reason- 
able and  proper  that  the  said  service  of  the  New  York  Citv  Railway  Company 
and  of  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  New  York  City 
Railway  Company,  on  Ihe  Eighth  avenue  line,  should  be  supplemented  and  changed 
in  the  particulars  hereinafter  set  forth, 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  IB 
Ordered,  That   the   service   of  the   New   York    City   Railway    Company   and   of 
Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Railway 
Company,  on  the  Eighth  avenue  line,  be  supplemented  and  changed  as  follows: 

1.  By  operating  dally,  including  Sundavs,  over  every  point  of  the  Eighth 
avenue  line  between  Thirteenth  street  and  the  northerly  terminus  of  the  line 
either 

(a)  A  sufficient  number  of  cara  in  each  direction  pajst  any  point  of  observation 
to  provide  during  every  fifteen-minute  period  of  the  day  and  night  a  number  of 
seats  at  least  ten  per  cent.  (10%)  in  excess  of  the  number  of  passengers  at  that 

-  point;  the  number  of  cars  passing  any  point  to  be,  however,  never  less  than  six 
(6)   per  hour  in  each  direction;  or 

(b)  A  minimum  number  of  twenty-five  (25)  cars  in  one  direction  in  each 
fifteen  (15)  minute  period  in  which  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (a)  above  are 
not  complied  with. 

2.  By  operating  dally,  including  Sundays,  over  every  point  of  the  Eighth 
avenue  line  between  Thirteenth  street  and  the  southerly  terminus  of  the  line 
either 

(a)  A  sufficient  number  of  cars  in  each  direction  past  any  point  of  observation 
to  provide  during  every  fifteen-minute  period  of  the  day  and  night  a  number  of 
seats  at  least  ten  per  cent.  (10%)  in  excess  of  the  number  of  passengers  at  that 
point;  or 

(b)  A  minimum  number  of  twelve  (12)  cars  In  one  direction  in  each  fifteen 
(15)  minute  period  in  which  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (a)  above  are  not 
complied  with. 

3.  That  Order  No.  171,  entered  and  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  First  District  on  December  27,  1907,  be  and  the  same  hereby 
is  In  all  respects  abrogated. 

Further  ort/ercfl.  That  this  order  shall  take  effort  on  May  18,  1908,  and  it  is 

Further  ordered.  That  the  provisions  of  this  order  shall  apply  to  and  be  binding 
upon  Adrian  H.  Jollno  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  New  York  City 
Railway  Company  and  shall  apply  to  and  be  binding  upon  their  successors  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  would  be  bound  If  the 
receivers  were  not  in  possession:  and  it  Is 

Further  ordered.  That  before  May  18,  1908,  said  New  York  City  Railway  Com- 
pany and  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  New  York 
City  Railway  Company,  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed;  and  it  is 

Further  ordered,  That  this  order  shall  continue  in  force  for  a  period  of  two 
years  from  and  after  taking  eft'ect  of  the  same. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  extension  order  was  issued: 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.   507. 
May  19,  1908. 

An  order,  No  480,  havluff  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  12th  day  of  May, 
1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  New  York  Cily  Railway  Company  and  Adrian  H. 
Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  its  receivers,  to  supplement  and  change  the  service 
upon  the  Eighth  avenue  line  of  said  company  in  the  manner  therein  set  forth,  said 
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order  to  take  effect  on  May  18.  1*J08,  and  Adrian  H.  Jollne-and  Doufflas  Robinoon. 
said  receivers  of  said  company,  having  applied  in  writing,  on  May  14th,  for  an 
extension  of  such  time. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  Pinal  Order  No.  489,  above  mentioned,  shall 
take  effect  be,  arftl  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to  and  including  the  Ist  day  of 
June,  1908. 


New    York   City    Railway    Company.— Service    on    Lexington 

avenue  line. 

Hearing  Order  No.  405. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie. 
Final   Order    No.    423. 
Extension  Order  No.  508. 


In  the  Matter 

of   the 

Hearlnsr  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  of  Intprov&mi'nts  in  and  Additions  to 
the  Service  of  the  NEW  YORK  CITY  RAII^ 
WAY  COMPANY  and  of  ADRIAN  H.  JOLINE 
and  DOUGLAS  ROBINSON,  as  Receivers  of  said 
Company. 

"  Lezinffton   Avenue  Line." 


ORDER  FOR  HEARING 
No.  405. 

April  7.  1908. 


Tt  ia  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  15th  day  of  April,  1908,  at 
2:30  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjoi'rned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regula- 
tions, practices  and  service  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or  of  Adrian 
H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  said  New  York  City  Railway 
Company,  In  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District  on  the 
Lexington  avenue  line,  are  unreasonable.  Improper  or  inadequate,  and  whether  the 
said  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or  the  said  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas 
Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  run  cars  enough 
or  with  suflScIent  frequency  or  upon  a  reasonable  time  schedule  reasonably  to 
accommodate  passenger  traffic  transported  by  them  or  offered  for  transportation 
to  them,  and  If  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact,  then  to  determine  whether  it  Is 
reasonably  necessary  to  accommodate  and  transport  the  said  traffic  transported 
or  offered  for  transportation,  and  Is  and  will  be  Just,  reasonable,  proper  and 
adequate  to  direct  that  the  service  of  the  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company, 
or  of  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  its  receivers,  be  increased,  supple- 
mented and  changed  In  the  following  manner,  that  is  to  say: 

1.  By  operating  daily,  including  Sundays,  over  every  point  on  the  Lexington 
avenue  line  between  Twenty-third  street  and  Broadway  and  the  northerly  terminus 
of  the  line  either 

(a)  A  Rufllclent  number  of  cars  in  each  direction  past  any  point  of  observation 
to  provide  during  every  fifteen-minute  period  of  the  day  and  night  a  number  of 
seats  at  least  ton  per  cent.  In  excess  of  the  number  of  passengers  at  that  point, 
the  number  of  cars  passing  any  point  to  be,  however,  never  less  than  six  per 
hour  In  each  direction;  or 

(b)  A  minimum  number  of  twenty-flve  cars  In  one  direction  in  each  ilfteen- 
r^'^^Tite  period  In  which  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (a)  above  are  not  complied 
with. 

2.  By  making  such  other  and  further  changes  in  the  schedule  and  manner  of 
operating  cars  on  the  licxington  avenue  line  between  Twenty-third  street  and 
Broadway  and  the  northerly  terminus  of  the  line  as  may  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

And  if  any  such  chanj^os.  improvenirnts  or  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  detennine  what  period  will  be  a  reasonable 
time  within  which  the  tame  should  be  directed  to  be  exp<^nted. 

AJl  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company  and  Adrian  H. 
Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  Now  York  City  Railway  Com- 
pan3%  be  given  at  least  five  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  It,  either 
personally  or  by  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing 
said  company  and  its  receivers  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  present- 
ing evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters 
aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  April  15th. 


480       PuBMO  Seeviob  Commission  —  First  Disteiot. 

Opinion  op  Commission. 
(Adopted  April   17,  1908.) 

COMMISSIONBR   MAI/TBIB '. , 

The  Lexington  avenue  line  extends  from  the  Battery  to  the  Harlem  river,  running 
via  Broadway  to  Twenty- third  street,  Bast  Twenty-third  street  and  Lexington  avenue. 
Not  all  of  the  cars  used  upon  this  line  are  operated  between  the  extreme  termini, 
certain  ones  being  switched  back  at  various  points  to  accommodate  the  traflBc.  The 
order  for  the  hearing  related  to  the  cars  operated  north  of  Twenty-third  street  and 
Broadway,  the  consideration  of  the  cars  running  south  of  Twenty-third  street  upon 
Broadway  being  postponed  until  observations  have  been  made  of  other  lines 
which  run  over  the  same  tracks  below  Twenty-third  street. 

The  evidence  presented  at  the  hearing  shows  that  the  service  Is  Inadequate  and 
that  a  larger  number  of  cars  should  be  operated.  So  far  as  the  evidence  goes, 
there  is  nothing  to  prevent  a  sufficient  Increase  to  accommodate  the  public  except 
possibly  upon  the  portion  of  the  line  between  Lexington  avenue  and  Broadway 
where  the  Lexington  avenue  cars  run  over  the  same  tracks  that  are  used  by  the 
Twenty-third  Street  Crosstown  line.  However,  the  inspectors  of  the  Commission 
have  found  that  it  is  possible  to  operate  fifty  cars  in  a  fifteen-minute  interval  In 
each  direction  upon  Twenty- third  street  between  Lexington  avenue  and  Broad- 
way. Dividing  this  maximum  between  the  two  lines  using  these  tracks  it  would 
be  possible  for  the  Lexington  avenue  line  and  the  Twenty-third  Street  Crosstown 
line  each  to  operate  twenty-flve  cars  in  every  fifteen-minute  Interval  over  the 
same  tracks.  I  have  directed  that  the  order  be  so  drawn  as  to  establish  this  re- 
quirement. 

With  the  exception  of  the  portion  of  the  line  Just  referred  to,  there  is  no 
limiting  point  upon  the  Lexington  Avenue  line.  A  much  larger  number  of  cars 
can  be  run  north  of  Twenty-third  street  and  there  is  no  reason  known  to  me  why 
the  receivers  cannot  run  sufficient  number  of  cars  to  provide  adequate  service 
throughout  the  day. 

The  general  principles  upon  which  the  order  relating  to  the  Lexington  Avenue 
line  is  drawn  have  been  discussed  in  the  opinion  upon  the  improvement  of  service 
on  the  Twenty-third  Street  Crosstown  line  and  need  not  be  repeated  here. 

Thereupon  the   following  final  order  was   issued. 

FINAL  ORDER   No.   423. 
April   17,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  April  15,  1908, 
and  it  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  pursuant  to  Hearing  Order  No. 
405  of  this  Commission,  dated  April  7,  1908,  and  returnable  on  April  15,  1908, 
at  2 :30  p.  M.,  and  it  appearing  that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  Messrs. 
Adrian  H.  Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Railway 
Company  on  the  8th  day  of  Anril,  1908,  and  that  said  New  York  City  Railway 
Company  had  due  notice  of  said  bearing,  and  that  said  hearing  was  had  by  and 
before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  embraced  In  said  order  for  hearing  on  the 
15th  day  of  April,  1908.  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Maltble,  presiding,  Albert  H. 
Walker,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission  and  no  one  appearing  for  said  receivers 
or  said  company,  and  proof  having  been  taken  upon  said  hearing,  and  it  being 
made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  hearing  that  the  service  of  said 
railroad  company  and  of  said  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers 
of  said  company,  in  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  upon  its  Lexington 
avenue  line,  in  the  city  and  Statp  of  New  York,  is  unreasonable,  Improper  and 
Inadequate  In  that  the  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company  and  said  Adrian  H. 
Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  said  company,  do  not  operate  cars 
enough  upon  said  line,  or  with  suflioient  frequency,  or  upon  a  reasonable  time 
schedule  reasonably  to  accommodate  the  passeujjer  traffic  transported  by  them  or 
offered  for  transportation  to  them,  and  it  appearinc:  that  It  would  be  Just,  reason- 
able and  proper  that  the  said  service  of  the  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company 
and  of  Adrian  II.  Jollne  and  Doiiplas  Robinson,  as  its  receivers,  be  Increased,  sup- 
plemented and  changed  in  the  particulars  hereinafter  set  forth  ; 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 
it   is 

Ordered  as  follows :  ..  _ 

1  That  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company  and  said  Adrian  H.  Jollne  and 
Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  said  company,  be  and  they  hereby  are  directed 
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and  required  to  operate  dally,  including  Sunday,  over  every  point  on  the  Lexington 
avenue  line  between  Twenty-third  street  and  Broadway  and  the  northerly  terminus 
of  the  line,  either 

(a)  A  sufficient  number  of  cars  In  each  direction  past  any  point  of  observation 
to  provide  during  every  fifteen-minute  period  of  the  day  and  night  a  number  of 
seats  at  least  10  per  cent,  in  excess  of  uie  number  of  passengers  at  that  point,  the 
number  of  cars  passing  any  point  to  be,  however,  never  less  than  six  per  hour  in 
each  direction  ;  or 

(b)  A  minimum  number  of  twenty-five  cars  in  one  direction  in  each  fifteen- 
minute  period  in  which  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (a)  above  are  not  complied 
with. 

2.  That  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company  and  said  Adrian  H.  Joilne  and 
Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  said  company,  be  and  they  hereby  are  directed 
and  required  to  institute  such  changes,  improvements  and  additions  by  or  before 
the  1st  dav  of  May,  1908. 

This  order  shall  continue  In  force  until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  First  District  shall  otherwise  order. 

3.  It  ia  further  ordered.  That  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company  and  said 
Adrian  H.  Joilne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  said  company,  notify  the 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  within  five  days  after  service  of 
this  order  upon  them,  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be 
obeyed. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  extension  order  was  issued: 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  508. 
May  19,   1908. 

An  order.  No.  423,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  17th  day  of  April, 
1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  and  Adrian  H. 
Joilne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  its  receivers,  to  operate  cars  on  the  Lexington  avenue 
line  of  salt'  company  with  the  frequency,  at  the  times,  and  past  the  points  therein 
indicated ;  said  changes  to  be  instituted  by  or  before  the  1st  day  of  May,  1908, 
and  Adrian  IL  Joilne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  said  receivers  of  said  company 
having  applied  in   writing,  on  May  15,  1908,  for  an  extension  of  such  time, 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  of  Adrian  U.  Joilne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  receivers  of 
the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  within  which  to  institute  the  service  called 
for  by  the  terms  of  Order  No.  423  above  mentioned  be,  and  the  same  hereby  la, 
extended  to  and  Including  the  1st  day  of  June,  1908. 


Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company  —  New  York  City  Rail- 
way Company. —  Service  on  Eighth  Street  Crosstown  line  to 
Brooklyn. 

Hearing  Order  No.   452. 
Hearing  Order  Case  1015. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie. 
Final  Order  Case  1015. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  Motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
Question  of  Improvement  in  and  Addition  to  the 
Service  of  the  NEW  YORK  CITY  RAILWAY 
COMPANY  and  of  ADRIAN  II.  JOLINE  and 
DOUGLAS  ROBINSON,  as  Rrcolvors  of  said  Com- 
pany, in  respect  to  Eighth  Street  Crosstown  Line 
to  Brooklyn. 


ORDER  FOR  HEARING 
No.  452. 

May    1,    1908. 


It  U  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  bo  had  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1908.  at 
3  :00  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  I.'i4  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  of  New  York.  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regula- 
tions, practices,  and  service  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or  of  Adrian 
H.  Joilne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  rocolvers  of  the  said  New  York  City  Railway 
Company,  In  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  Kirst  District  on  the 
Eighth  Street  Crosstown  line  to  Brooklyn  are  unreasonable,  improper  or  inadequate, 
and  whether  the  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  o-  the  said  Adrian  H. 
Joilne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  New  York  Ci'y  Railway  Company, 
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run  cars  enough  or  with  sufficient  frequency  or  upon  a  reasonable  time  schedule 
reasonably  to  accommodate  passenger  traffic  transported  by  them  or  offered  for 
transportation  to  them,  then  to  determine  whether  it  is  reasonably  necessary  to 
accommodate  and  transport  the  said  traffic  transported  or  offered  for  transporta- 
tion, and  is  and  will  be  lust,  reasonable,  proper  and  adequate  to  direct  that  the 
service  of  the  said  New  \ork  <:ity  Railway  Company,  or  of  Adrian  11,  Joline  and 
Douglas  Robinson,  its  receivers,  be  increased,  supplemented  and  changed  in  the 
following  manner,  that  is  to  say : 

1.  By  operating  daily,  including  Sunday,  during  all  the  hours  of  the  day  except 
during  the  period  from  12  o'clock  midnight  to  5  a,  m.,  over  every  point  on  the 
Eighth  Street  Crosstown  line  to  Brooklyn,  either 

(a)  A  sufficient  number  of  cars  in  each  direction  past  any  point  of  observation 
to  provide  during  every  ftfteen-mlnute  period  of  the  day  and  night  a  number  of 
seats  at  least  10  per  cent.  (KKf)  in  excess  of  the  number  of  passengers  at  that 
point ;  the  number  of  cars  passing  any  point  to  be,  however,  never  less  than  six 
(6)  per  hour  in  each  direction;  or 

(b)  A  minimum  number  of  fifteen  (15)  cars  In  one  direction  in  each  fifteen  (15) 
minute  period  in  which  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (a)  above  are  not  compiled 
with. 

2.  By  making  such  other  and  further  changes  In  the  schedule  and  manner  of 
operating  cars  on  the  Eighth  Street  Crosstown  line  to  Brooklyn  as  may  be  just 
and  reasonable. 

And  if  any  such  changes,  improvements  or  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as  ought 
to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a  reasonable  time 
within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as   shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  and  Adrian  II. 
Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Com- 
pany, be  given  at  least  five  daj's'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  them. 
either  personally  or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such 
hearing  said  company  and  Its  receivers  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for 
presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters 
aforesaid. 

Hearings  held  May  14th^  22d,  June  2d  and   10th. 

On  August  1,  1908,  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  ceased  to  operate 
the  Eighth  Street  Crosstown  line  to  Brooklyn  and  the  Metropolitan  Street 
Railwtiy  Company  began  its  oi)eration.  The  next  order  concerning  the  service 
upon  this  line  was  directed  to  the  latter  company  and  its  receivers. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  Motion  of  the  Commission  on  the  Ques- 
tion of  Improvements  and  Addition  to  the  Ser- 
vice of  the  MFrrUorOLIT.AN  STUKKT  KAIL- 
WAY  COMPANY  and  of  ADKIAN  H.  JOLINK 
and  DOrOI^AS  ROBINSON,  as  Receivers  of  said 
Company,  in  respect  to  lOlghth  Street  Crosstown 
line  to  Brooklyn. 


.  C^ASR  101. ">.  ORl>KR 
fFOR   IIF.VRING. 

December  11,  1908. 


It  in  hfrchu  Ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  14th  day  of  December.  1908, 
at  4  :'M)  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  l.')4  Nassau  street,  borouph  of 
Manhattan,  city  of  Ncnv  York.  Slate  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regula- 
tions, practices  and  service  of  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company,  or  of 
Adrian  11.  .Tollne  and  Doimlas  Uobinson.  as  receivers  of  the  said  Metropolitan 
Street  Railway  Company,  in  n'spoct  to  transi)ortation  of  persons  in  the  First  Dis- 
trict on  the  lOiphth  Street  Cr«»s.sto\vn  line  to  Rrooklyn  are  nnrensonable.  improper 
or  Inadequate,  and  whctlK'r  tin*  said  Mi'fropolitan  Street  Hallway  Company,  or  the 
said  Adrian  II.  .Toline  and  Douiilas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  Metropolitan  Stfeet 
Railway  Company,  run  cars  pni)iii;h  or  with  snthdont  fr«»queucy  or  upon  a  reason- 
able time  schodiilo  reasonably  to  acc«»ninio<lat<'  pass«»njrer  traffic  transported  hy 
them  or  offered  for  transportation  to  tliem.  then  t<»  determine  whether  it  is  rea- 
sonably necessary  to  aecoininodatt^  and  transport  the  said  traffic  transported  or 
offered  for  transportation,  and  is  and  will  Ik>  .ju'^t,  rcisonible.  proper  and  adequat*^ 
to  direct  that  the  service  of  the  said  M«*tropolitan  Street  Railway  Company,  or  of 
Adrian  H.  .Tollne  and  Douirlas  Robinson,  its  receivers,  be  increased,  supplemented 
and  changed  in  the  following  manner,   that  is  to  sav  : 

1.  By  operating  dally  including  Sunday  ilurlng  all  the  hours  of  the  day  except 
during  the  period  from  I'J  o'clock  midniglit  to  .">  a.  m.  over  every  point  on  the 
Eighth   Streot   Crosstown   line  to   Brooklyn,   eltlier 

(a)  A  sufficient  number  of  cars  in  each  direction  past  any  point  of  observation 
to  provide  during  every  fifteen  minute   period  of  the   day  and  night  a  number  of 
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seats  at  least  10  per  cent  (10%)  In  excess  of  the  number  of  passengers  at  that 
point ;  the  number  of  cars  passing  any  point  to  be,  however,  never  less  than  six 
(6)  per  hour  in  each  direction  ;  or 

(b)  A  minimum  number  of  fifteen  (15)  cars  In  one  direction  in  each  fifteen  (15) 
minute  period  In  which  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (a)  above  are  not  complied 
with. 

2.  By  malting  such  other  and  further  changes  In  the  schedule  and  manner  of 
operating  cars  on  the  Eighth  Street  Crosstown  line  to  Brooklyn  as  may  be  Just  and 
reasonable. 

And  If  any  such  changes.  Improvements  or  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a  reasonable 
time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the  prem- 
ises as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  Ordered^  That  the  said  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company,  and 
Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  Metropolitan  Street 
Railway  Company,  be  given  at  least  one  day's  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service 
upon  them,  either  personally  or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that 
at  such  hearing  said  company  and  Its  receivers  be  afforded  all  reasonable  oppor- 
tunity for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as 
to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  December  14tb. 

Opinion  op  Commission. 
(Adopted  December  29,  1008.) 

COMMI.SSIONBR  M.\ltbie: — 

'*  I  wish  to  present  two  orders  relative  to  the  service  on  the  Eighth  Street  Cross- 
town  line  to  Brooklyn  and  the  Eighth  Street  Crosstown  line  to  East  Tenth  street 
ferry.  In  lieu  of  a  formal  report  upon  the  evidence  taken  at  the  hearings,  I  wish 
to  state  a  few  facts  which  have  been  established. 

"  From  investigations  made  by  the  bureau  of  transportation,  It  became  apparent 
last  spring  that  the  service  upon  these  two  lines  was  quite  Inadequate.  Orders 
were  drafted  which  would  require  Increased  facilities,  and  after  hearings  were  held 
the  receivers  requested  that  the  Issuance  of. these  orders  be  postponed  because  of 
the  lack  of  sufiicient  cars  to  meet  the  requirements.  Accordingly,  the  hearings  were 
adjourned  and  new  observations  were  made  this  fall,  after  several  months  had 
elapsed  In  which  the  receivers  had  sufficient  opportunity  to  secure  additional  rolling 
stock.  From  these  observations  it  became  apparent  that  while  the  service  had  been 
improved  at  certain  hours  of  the  day,  it  was  more  Inadequate  at  others  and  that 
as  a   whole   the  cars  are  more  crowded   now   than  tney   were  six  months  ago. 

**  The  overcrowding  on  these  lines  apparently  is  as  bad  as  anywhere  In  the  city 
and  considerably  worse  than  it  Is  upon  some  other  lines.  These  facts  have  been 
known  to  the  receivers  for  many  months.  They  did  not  appear  at  the  hearings,  but 
letters  have  been  received  from  them  in  which  they  state  that  they  do  not  have 
sufficient  cars  to  comply  with  the  proposed  orders  without  depriving  other  lines  of 
the  necessary  equipment. 

"  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  law  requires  every  company  to  provide  a  sufficient 
number  of  cars  to  give  adequate  service,  that  the  receivers  have  had  many  months* 
notice  of  their  delinquency,  that  it  Is  their  duty  to  provide  adequate  service  or  sur- 
render their  franchises,  and  that  present  conditions  must  not  continue,  I  have  pre- 
pared two  orders  for  increased  service  and  recommend  their  adoption.  In  a  few 
particulars  they  differ  from  the  orders  upon  other  surface  lines  in  Manhattan,  the 
changes  made  being  necessary  owing  to  physical  conditions  over  which  this  Commis- 
sion has  no  control.  Even  If  the  order  Is  executed  In  good  faith,  there  will  not 
be  seats  for  all  pas.sengers  during  rush  hours,  but,  because  of  street  conditions  it 
Is  not  physically  possible  to  operate  upon  these  two  lines  sufficient  cars  to  give 
every  one  a  seat.  However,  the  orders  go  as  far  as  it  is  possible  to  go,  and  when 
they  are  obeyed  the  improvement  will  be  very  considerable,  as  the  number  of  cars 
operated  mast  be  increapod  from    twenty-live  to  fifty  per  cent." 

Thereupon  final  Orders  Nos.  1016  and  1016  were  adopted. 
Sec  Order  Xo.  1016  in  the  case  next  following. 
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FINAL  ORDBR  CASE  No.   1015. 
December  29,  1908. 

The  Commission  belne  of  the  opinion,  after  a  hearing  held  on  December  14. 
1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Maltbie,  that  the  regulations  and  service  of  the 
Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company  and  of  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas 
Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  said  company,  on  the  Eighth  Street  Crosstown  line 
to  Brooklyn,  have  been  and  are  unreasonable.  Improper,  and  Inadequate.  In  that 
too  few  cars  are  operated  on  the  said  line. 

Now,  therefore,  ft  Is 

Ordered,  That  the  service  of  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company  and  of 
Adrian  H.  Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  its  receivers,  on  the  Eighth  Street 
Cross  town  line  to  Brooklyn,  be  Increased,  supplemented  and  changed  in  the 
following  manner,  that  is  to  say: 

By  operating  daily,  including  Sunday,  eastbound  and  westbound,  on  Christopher 
street  past  the  Intersection  of  the  middle  lines  of  Christopher  street  and  Wash- 
ington street,  on  Eighth  street  past  the  Intersection  of  the  middle  lines  of  Eighth 
street  and  Third  avenue,  and  on  Delancey  street,  at  the  westerly  end  of  the  Wil- 
liamsburg Bridge,  during  all  hours  of  the  day.  except  during  the  period  from  12 
o'clock  midnight  to  5  o'clock  a.  m.,  in  each  fifteen   (15)   minute  period,  either 

(a)  A  sufficient  number  of  cars  in  each  direction  to  provide  at  each  of  the  points 
named  above  a  number  of  scats  at  least  equal  to  the  number  of  passengers  at 
such  points :  the  number  of  cars  passing  each  of  the  points  named  to  be,  however, 
never  less  than  six   (6)   per  hour  in  each  direction;  or 

(b)  A  minimum  number  of  fifteen  (15)  cars  In  one  direction  past  each  of  the 
points  named  above. 

Further  ordered.  That  this  order  take  efTect  January  18.  1909,  and  remain  In 
effect  for  the  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  that  date. 

Further  ordered.  That  Adrian  H.  Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of 
the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company,  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission 
for  the  First  DIsrtrlct  not  later  than  January  6,  1909,  whether  the  terms  of  this 
order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company  —  New  York  City  Rail- 
way Company. —  Service  on  Eighth  Street  Crosstown  line  bo 
East  Tenth  street  ferry. 

Hearing  Order  No.  451. 
Hearing  Order  Case  1016. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie. 
Final  Order   Case   1016. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 

Hearlnfc  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
Question  of  Improvement  In  and  Adrlltlon  to  tbo 
Service  of  the  NP}W  YORK  CITY  RAILWAY  rT>M- 
PANY  nnd  of  ADRIAN  H.  JOLINR  and  DOUG- 
LAS ROBINSON,  as  Receivers  of  said  Company. 


'  Eighth     Street     Crosstown     Line     to     East    Tenth 
Street  Ferry." 


ORDER  FOR  HEARING 
No.  451. 

May  1. 1908. 


//  in  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearlnjf  be  had  on  the  14th  dav  of  May.  190<*.  at 
2:30  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  nt  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
ndlourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  ir»4  Nassau  street,  borongh  of 
Manhattan,  ritv  of  New  York.  Ptato  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  whether  the  ^filia- 
tions, practices*  and  service*  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or  of  Adrian 
H.  .Tollne  and  Douplns  Robinson,  as  receivf»rs  of  the  said  New  York  City  Railway 
Company.  In  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  In  the  First  District  on  the 
Eighth  'street  Crosstown  lino  to  Enst  Tenth  street  ferrv.  are  unreasonable,  im- 
proper or  inadequate,  and  whether  the  snid  New  Y'ork  City  Railway  Company,  or 
the  said  Adrian  II.  Jollne  and  Do\ie:la«<  Robinson,  as  roceivers  of  the  New  York 
City  Railway  Company,  run  cars  onongh  or  with  sufficient  frequency  or  upon  a 
reasonable  time  schedule  reasonably  to  accommodnto  passensrer  trafflc  transported 
by  them  or  offered  for  transportation  to  them,  then  to  determine  whether  It  Is 
reasonably  necessary  to  accommodate  nnd  transport  the  said  trafflc  transported  or 
oflTered  for  trnn<5portat1on,  and  is  and  wri  be  lust,  reasonable,  proper  and  adequate 
to  direct  that  the  service  of  the  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or  of 
Adrian  H.  Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson.  Its  receivers,  be  increased,  supplemented 
and  changed  in  the  following  manner,   that  Is  to  sav  : 

1  By  operating  daily.  Including  Sunday,  over  every  point  on  the  Blirntn  Street 
CrosBtown  line  to  Bast  Tenth  Street  ferry,  either 
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(a)  A  Bafficient  number  of  cars  in  each  direction  past  any  point  of  observation 
to  provide  during  every  flfteen-minnte  period  of  tlie  day  and  night  a  number  of 
seats  at  least  ten  per  ceut.  (109^)  in  excess  of  the  number  of  passengers  at  that 
point;  the  number  of  cars  passing  any  point  to  be,  however,  never  less  than  six 
(6)    per  hour  in  each  direction ;  or 

(b)  A  minimum  number  of  fifteen  (15)  cars  in  one  direction  in  each  fifteen  (15) 
minute  period  in  which  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (a)  are  not  complied  with. 

2.  By  making  such  other  and  further  changes  In  the  schedule  and  manner  of 
operating  cars  on  the  Eighth  Street  Crosstown  line  to  East  Tenth  Street  ferry  as 
may  be  Just  and  reasonable.  « 

And  if  any  such  changes.  Improvements  or  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a  reasonable 
time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  and  Adrian  H. 
Jollne  and.  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Com- 
pany, be  given  at  least  five  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  them, 
either  personally  or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such 
hearing  said  company  and  its  receivers  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for 
presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters 
aforesaid. 

Hearings  held  May  14th,  22d,  June  2d  and  20th. 

On  August  1,  1908,  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  <!eased  to  operate 
the  Eighth  Street  Crosstown  line  and  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Com- 
pany began  its  operation.  The  next  order  concerning  the  service  upon  this 
line  was  directed  to  the  latter  company  and  its  receivers. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the  Ques- 
tion of  Improvement  in  and  Addition  to  the  Serv- 
ice of  the  METROPOLITAN  STREET  RAILWAY 
COMPANY  and  of  ADRIAN  H.  JOLINE  and 
DOUGLAS  ROBINSON,  as  Receivers  of  said 
Company. 


'  Eighth  Street  Crosstown  Line  to  East  Tenth  Street 
Ferry." 


CASE  No.  1016. 

Border  for  hearing. 

December  11, 1908. 


It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  14th  day  of  December,  1008, 
at  4  :30  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inbulre  whether  the  regulations,  prac- 
tices and  service  of  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company,  or  of  Adrian  H. 
Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  said  Metropolitan  Street  Rail- 
way Company,  in  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District  on 
the  EMghtn  Street  Crosstown  line  to  East  Tenth  Street  ferry,  are  unreasonable, 
improper  or  Inadequate,  and  whether  the  said  Metropolitan   Street  Railway  Com- 

Sany,  or  the  said  Adrian  H.  Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the 
Eetropolitan  Street  Railway  Company,  run  cars  enough  or  without  sufficient  fre- 
quency or  upon  ft  reasonable  time  schedule  reasonably  to  accommodate  pas- 
senger traffic  transported  by  them  or  offered  for  transportation  to  them  then 
to  determine  whether  it  Is  reasonably  necessary  to  accommodate  and  transport 
the  said  traffic  transported  or  offered  for  transportation,  and  Is  and  will  be 
Just,  reasonable,  proper  and  adequate  to  direct  that  the  service  of  the  said  Metro- 

f»olltan  Street  Railway  Company,  or  of  Adrian  H.  Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson, 
ts  receivers,  be  Increased,  supplemented  and  changed  in  the  following  manner  that 
l8  to  say: 

1.  By  operating  daily,  including  Sunday,  over  every  point  on  the  EMghth  S^eet 
Crosstown  line  to  East  Tenth  Street  ferry,  either : 

(a)  A  sufficient  number  of  cars  in  each  direction  past  any  point  of  observation 
to  provide  during  every  flftecn-minute  period  of  the  day  and  night  a  number  of 
seats  at  least  ten  per  cent.  (lO'fc)  In  excess  of  the  number  of  passengers  at  that 
point ;  the  number  of  cars  passing  any  point  to  be,  however,  never  less  than  six 
(6)   per  hour  In  each  direction  ;  or 

(b)  A  minimum  number  of  fifteen  (lf»)  cars  in  one  direction  in  each  fifteen  (15) 
minute  period  in  which  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (a)  above  are  not  complied 
with. 

2.  By  making  such  other  and  further  changes  in  the  schedule  and  manner  of 
operating  cars  on  the  Eighth  Street  Crosstown  line  to  East  Tenth  Street  ferry  as 
may  be  Just  and  reasonable. 
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And  if  any  such  cbansres.  Improvements  or  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a  reason- 
able time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company,  and 
Adrian  II.  Jollno  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  said  Metropolitan 
Street  Railway  Company,  be  given  at  least  one  day's  notice  of  such  hearing  bv 
service  upon  them,  either  personally  or  by  moll,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order, 
and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company  a»d  its  receivers  be  afforded  all  reason- 
able opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining  wit- 
nesses as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  December  14th. 

See  opinion  in  preceding  case  upon  which  the  following  final  order  was 
issued : 

PINAL  ORDER  CASE  No.  1016. 
December  29,  1008. 

The  Commission  being  of  the  opinion,  after  a  hearing,  held  on  December  14, 
1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Maltble,  that  the  regulations  and  ser\-lce  of  the 
Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company  nnd  of  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas 
Robinson,  as  receivers  of  the  said  company,  on  the  Eighth  Street  Crosstown  Tine 
to  East  Tenth  street  ferry,  have  been  ami  are  unreasonable.  Improper  and  inade- 
quate, in  that  too  few  cars  are  operated  on  the  said  line, 

Now.   therefore,    it   Is 

Ordered,  That  the  service  of  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company  and  of 
Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  its  receivers,  on  the  Eighth  Street 
Crosstown  line  to  East  Tenth  street  ferry  be  increased,  supplemented  and  changed 
in  the  following  manner,  that  is  to  say: 

By  operating  daily,  including  Sunday,  eastbound  and  westbound,  on  Christopher 
street  past  the  intersection  of  the  middle  lines  of  Christopher  street  and  Wash 
ington  street,  on  Eighth  street  past  the  intersection  of  the  middle  lines  of  Eighth 
street  and  Third  avenue  and  on  Tenth  street,  past  the  intersection  of  the  middle 
lines  of  Tenth  street  and  Avenue  A,  during  all  hours  of  the  day,  except  during 
the  period  from  12  o'clock  midnight  to  5  o'clock  a.  m.,  in  each  fifteen  (la)  minute 
period,  either 

(a)  A  sufficient  number  of  cars  in  each  direction  to  provide  at  each  of  the  points 
named  above  a  number  of  seats  at  least  equal  to  tne  number  of  passengers  at 
such  point;  the  number  of  cars  passing  each  of  the  points  named  to  be,  however, 
never  less  than  six  (6)  per  hour  in  each  direction;  or 

(b)  A  minimum  number  of  fifteen  (15)  cars  in  one  direction  past  each  of  the 
points   above    named. 

Further  ordered.  That  this  order  take  effect  January  18,  1900,  and  remain  In 
effect  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  that  date. 

Further  ordered.  That  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of 
the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company,  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission 
for  the  First  District  not  later  than  January  6,  1909,  whether  the  terms  of  thl«» 
order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company. —  Service  and  equip- 
ment. 

Final  Order  No.  185. 
Rehearing  Order  No.   354. 
Final  Order  No.  377. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  the  motion   of  the   Commission   on   the 
Question  of   Improvement   in  and   Addition   to  tho 
S*»rvlce     and      Knuipment     of     tho      UICIIMONn 
LIGHT  AND  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


t'nder  order  for  hearing,  made  November  11,  1907. 


,ORDRR  No.  185. 
January  4,  1908. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  21st 
day  of  November,  1907.  and  It  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and 
pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission  made  November  11,  1907,  and  returnable 
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on  November  21,  1007,  and  that  the  saUl  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Richmond 
Light  and  Uallroad  Company,  and  that  the  said  service  was  by  It  duly  acknowl- 
edged, and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  bv  and  before  the  Commission  on  the 
matters  in  said  order  specified  on  November  iil.  19()7,  and  by  an  adjournment  duly 
had  on  November  27,  1007,  and  by  an  adjournment  duly  had  on  December  4,  IDOf, 
and  by  an  adjournment  duly  had  on  December  U,  liK)7,  and  by  an  adjournment 
duly  had  on  December  9,  1907.  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  December  11. 
1907,  and  by  an  adjournment  duly  had  on  December  17,  liK)7,  and  by  adjournment 
duly  had  on  December  20,  1907,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  December  31, 
1907.  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  again  on  December  31,  1907,  and  at  all  of  said 
sessions  Mr.  Commissioner  McCarroll  presiding,  and  Abel  E.  Blackmar,  Esq., 
counsel  to  the  Commission,  appearing  for  the  Commission  at  the  session  of 
November  21,  1907,  Adrian  H.  Larkin.  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Richmond  Light 
and  Railroad  Company,  and  at  all  of  the  other  sessions  Arthur  DuRoIs,  Esq., 
appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  Adrian  H.  Larkin,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the 
Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company,  and  proof  having  been  taken  at  all  of 
said  sessions,  except  at  the  two  sessions  of  December  31,  1907. 

Now  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  hearing  that 
changes,  Improvements  and  additions  In  and  to  the  regulations,  equipment,  ap- 
pliances and  service  of  the  Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company  in  respect  to 
the  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District  upon  its  various  lines  ought 
reasonably  to  be  made  In  the  manner  below  set  forth  In  order  to  promote  the 
security  or  convenience  of  the  public,  or  of  its  employees,  or  in  order  to  secure 
adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  and  it  being 
made  to  appear  that  the  changes,  additions  and  Improvements  In  regulations, 
equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  said  company,  as  below  set  forth,  are 
such  as  are  Just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper,  and  ought  reasonably  to 
be  made  in  order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public  and 
employees. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  rK)mmis8ion,  it  is 

Ordert'di 

1.  That  the  service  of  the  Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company,  on  its  St. 
George  to  Rllzabethport  ferry  line,  be  supplemented  and  changed  as  follows: 

(a)  That  the  schedules  be  so  arranged  that  daily,  except  Sundays,  not  less  than 
two  (2)  cars  leave  St.  George  within  five  minutes  after  the  arrival  of  each  ferry- 
boat from  Manhattan,  between  the  hours  of  5  and  7  p.  m.,  and  run  over  the 
Richmond  terrace,  at  least  to  the  foot  of  Richmond  avenue,  Port  Richmond.  One 
of  the  cars  must  continue  to  the  Elizabethport  ferry. 

(b)  That  the  Sunday  schedules  be  so  arranged  that  not  less  than  forty-four  (44) 
cars  be  run  from  St.  George  to  Elizabethport  ferry  over  the  Richmond  terrace 
between  the  hours  of  12  m.  and  6  p.  m. 

2.  That  all  cars  signed  to  run  to  St.  George  or  to  the  New  York  ferry  at  St. 
George  be  actually  run  over  the  elevated  structure  to  the  entrance  of  tne  ferry 
and  not  stopped  at  Jay  street. 

3.  That  the  sen'ice  of  the  Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company  on  Its 
Castleton  avenue  line  be  supplemented  and  changed  as  follows: 

(a)  That  the  schedules  be  so  arranged  that  dally,  except  Sundays,  not  less  than 
two  (2)  cars  leave  St,  George  within  five  minutes  after  the  arrival  of  each  ferry- 
boat from  Manhattan,  between  the  hours  of  5  and  7  p.  m.,  and  run  over  the 
Castleton  avenue  route  to  Columbia  street. 

(b)  That  the  schedules  be  so  arranged  that  dally,  except  Sundays,  not  less  than 
two  (2)  cars  leave  Columbia  street  and  run  over  the  Castleton  avenue  route  to 
St.  George  to  meet  each  boat  leaving  St.  George  between  the  hours  of  7:45  and 
8  :45  A.  M.,  both  inclusive. 

4.  That  the  following  additions  and  changes  in  equipment  be  made  and  com- 
pleted as  soon  as  possible  but  not  later  than  May  15,  190S: 

(a)  That  the  company  pass  through  the  shops,  making  every  required  repair, 
all  the  present  open  car  bodies,  and  all  trucks  and  equipment,  turning  them  out 
in  as  perfect  condition  as  possible. 

(b)  That  the  company  provide  and  equip  all  cars  in  service  with  two  new 
automatic  circuit  breakers  of  sufficient  capacity  and  modern  type. 

(c)  That  the  company  provide  and  equip  each  of  its  cars  In  service  with  a 
gear  case,  for  each  motor  thereon,  and  that  each  gear  case  shall  at  all  times  be 
maintained  with  sufficient  gear  grease  to  reduce  the  noise  made  by  the  gear  and 
pinion,  to  a  minimum.  The  gear  case  should  preferably  be  maintained  half  full  of 
grease. 

(d)  That  the  company  provide  and  maintain,  In  good  condition,  on  all  of  its 
cars  in  service,  two  head  lights,  of  the  type  used  upon  the  15-bench  open  cars,  num- 
bered 71  to  90,  or  light  of  equal  power  that  will  not  project  from  the  dash  of 
the  car  further  than  those  upon  the  15-bench  open  cars  numbered  71  to  00. 

(e)  That  the  company  provide  and  maintain,  in  good  condition,  two  sets  of 
fenders,  complete,  upon  each  car  in  service. 

(f)  That  the  company  provide  and  equip  each  car  In  service  with  proper  light- 
ning arrest  equipment. 

(g)  That  the  company  exercise  care  that  trolley  ropes  are  of  sufficient  length 
to  permit  of  trolley  wheel  following  the  trolley  wire  at  railway  crossings. 

(h)  That  no  more  overhead  trolley  wire  of  the  size  known  as  No.  0  be  erected, 
but  that  all  new  wire  constructed  and  all  repairs  and  replacing  of  old  or  worn 
wire  be  made  with  No.  00  wire. 

(1)  That  the  company  carefully  examine  all  wooden  poles  and  change  those  that 
show  a  dangerous  condition  from  decay  or  other  cause  and  reset  all  poles  that 
have  excessive  lean. 
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(j)  That  the  company  overhaul  all  sectiona  of  track  now  In  condition  that  care 
cannot  be  operated  at  normal  speed  without  severe  oscillation,  and  make  track 
suitable  for  satisfactory  operation  of  l&-bench  open  cars.  This  refers  particularly 
to  all  sections  outside  the  paved  streets. 

<k)  That  the  company  exercise  great  care  that  all  cars  are  properly  equipped 
with  sand  box  outfits  and  that  they  are  at  all  times  kept  supplied  with  suitable 
sand.     And  It  is  further 

Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  January  10,  1908,  and  shall  con- 
tinue in  force  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  the  date  of  its  takinz 
effect,  but  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearings  and 
action  thereon  by  the  Commission  In  respect  of  anything  herein  prescribed,  or  in 
rosjjoft  of  anythintr  '.'overpd  b.v  the  order  for  hearing  heroin  prior  to  the  ex- 
piration of  said  period  of  two  years.     And  it  Is  further 

Ordered,  That  before  January  10,  1908,  the  said  Richmond  Ught  and  Railroad 
Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  Frst  District  whether  the 
terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  request  of  the  company  the  following  rehearing  order  was  issued: 

RBFI EARING  ORDER  No.   354. 
March  20,   1908. 

An  order  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  January  4,  1908,  No.  185,  under 
and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  hearing  made  November  11,  1907,  No.  75,  and 
thereafter  having  been  duly  served  unon  the  Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Com 

Sauy,  the  same  to  take  ofrect  immcaiutely,  and  in  and  by  said  order  the  said 
;ichmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company  having  been  required  to  notify  this  Com- 
mission before  January  10,  1908,  whether  the  terms  of  said  order  No.  185  are 
accepted  and  will  be  obeyed,  and  the  said  Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company 
having,  on  March  12,  1908.  applied  to  this  Commission  for  a  rehearing  in  respect 
to  some  of  the  matters  contained  in  said  Order  No.  185,  and  sufficient  reason  for 
said  rehearing  being  made  to  appear, 

Ordtrtd,  That  the  said  request  for  a  rehearing  be  granted  and  that  such  rehear- 
ing upon  the  matters  contained  In  said  Order  No.  185,  entered  and  filed  on 
January  4,  1008.  be  held  on  the  25th  day  of  March,  1908,  at  2:30  o'clock  In  the 
afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the 
rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  «treet,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and 
State  of  New  York,  to  determine  after  such  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of 
the  facta.  Including  those  arising  since  the  making  of  Order  No.  185,  whether 
the  original  Order  No.  185  or  any  part  thereof  Is  In  any  respect  unjust  or  un- 
warranted and  whether  the  said  Order  No.  1S5  should,  in*  any  respects,  be  abro- 
gated, changed  or  modified,  and  if  any  such  abrogation,  changes  or  modifications 
are  found  to  be  such  as  ought  to  be  made,  then  to  determine  the  nature  and 
extent  of  such  changes  or  modifications  of  the  said  order  and  to  determine  the 
time  of  taking  effect  of  the  order  as  changed  or  modified. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Furth'sr  ordered.  That  the  said  Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company  be  given 
at  least  three  days'  notice  of  such  rehearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally 
or  by  mall,  of  a  c<?rtifled  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  the  said 
company  shall  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and 
examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  March  25th. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.   377.     MADE  AFTER  REHEARING. 
March  27,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  rehearing  of  Order  No.  185, 
had  herein  on  the  25th  day  of  March,  1008.  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  re- 
hearing was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission,  dated  March 
20,  1908,  No.  354,  and  returnable  on  the  25th  day  of  March,  1908,  and  that  the 
said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company  and 
that  said  service  was  by  it  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  said  rehearing  was 
hold  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  In  said  ojder  for  rehearing 
specified  on  March  25.  1008,  bofore  Mr.  Commissioner  McCarroll,  presiding,  Adrian 
H.  Larkln.  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Cpmpany  and 
Arthur  DuBols,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  the  said  Richmond  Light 
and  Railroad  Conip.my  having  been  afforded  reasonable  opportunity  for  present- 
ing evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses,  and  testimony  having 
been  taken. 

Now,  after  the  proceeding  upon  said  rehearing  and  after  .consideration  of  the 
facts.  Including  those  arising  since  the  makinp  of  the  order,  the  Commission 
being  of  opinion  that  the  original  Order  No.  185  for  the  improvement  In,  and 
additions  to  the  service  and  equipment  of  the  Richmond  Light  and  Railroad 
Company   should   !)«   chpnged   and   modified   in    certain    particulars: 
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Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 
It  is 

Ordered,  That  the  Order  No.  185,  entered  January  4,  1908.  and  directed  to  the 
Improvement  in  and  additions  to  the  service  and  equipment  of  the  Richmond 
Light  and  Railroad  Company  be  and  the  same  is  changed  and  modified  to  read 
as  follows: 

ORDER    No.    185. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the 
2l8t  day  of  November,  1007,  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by 
and  pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission  made  November  11,  1907,  and  re- 
turnable on  November  21,  1907,  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon 
the  Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company  ,and  that  the  said  service  was  by  It 
duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Com- 
mission on  the  matters  in  said  order  specified  on  November  21,  1907,  and  by  an 
adjournment  duly  had  on  November  27,  1907,  and  by  an  adjournment  duly  had 
on  December  4,  1907,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  December  6.  1907.  and  by* 
adjournment  duly  had  on  December  9,  1907,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on 
December  11,  1907,  and  by  ajljournment  duly  had  on  December  17,  1907, 
and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  December  20,  1907,  and  by  adjournment 
duly  had  on  December  31,  1907,  •  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  again  on 
December  31,  1907.  and  at  all  of  said  sessions  Mr.  Commissioner  McCarroll 
presiding,  and  Abel  E.  Blackmar,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission  appear- 
ing for  the  Commission  at  the  session  of  November  21,  1907,  Adrian  H.  Larkln. 
Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company,  and  at  all  of  the 
other  sessions  Arthur  DuBols,  fisq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  Adrian 
H.  Larkln,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company,  and 
proof  having  been  taken  at  all  of  said  sessions,  except  at  the  two  sessions  of 
December  31,  1907. 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  bearing  that 
changes,  improvements  and  additions  in  and  to  the  regulations,  equipment,  appliances 
and  service  of  the  Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company  In  respect  to  the  trans- 
portation of  persons  in  the  First  District  upon  Its  various  lines  ought  reasonably 
to  be  made  in  the  manner  below  set  forth  in  order  to  promote  the  security  or 
convenience  of  the  public,  or  of  its  employees,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate 
service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  and  it  being  made  to 
appear  that  the  changes,  additions  and  improvements  In  regulations,  equipment, 
appliances  and  service  of  the  said  company,  as  below  set  forth,  are  such  as  are 
Just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper,  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in 
order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public  and  employees. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 
it  is 

Ordered, 

1.  That  the  service  of  the  Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company,  on  its  St. 
George  to  Elizabethport  Ferry  line,  be  supplemented  and  changed  as  follows: 

(a)  That  the  schedules  be  so  arranged  that  dally,  except  Sundays,  not  less 
than  two  (2)  cars  leave  St.  George  within  five  minutes  after  the  arrival  of 
each  ferry-boat  from  Manhattan,  between  the  hours  of  5  and  7  p.  m.,  and  run 
over  the  Richmond  terrace,  at  ^east  to  the  foot  of  Richmond  avenue,  Tort  Rich- 
mond.    One  of  the  cars  must  continue  to  the  Elizabethport  ferry. 

(b)  That  the  Sunday  schedules  be  so  arranged  that  not  less  than  forty-four 
(44)  cars  be  run  from  St.  George  to  Ellsabethport  ferry  over  the  Richmond 
terrace  between  the  hours  of  12  m.  and  6  p.  m. 

2.  That  all  cars  signed  to  run  to  St.  George  or  to  the  New  York  ferry  at  St. 
George  be  actually  run  over  the  elevated  structure  to  the  entrance  of  the  ferry 
and  not  stopped  at  Jay  street. 

3.  That  the  service  of  the  Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company  on  its 
Castleton  avenue  Hue  be  supplemented  and  changed  as  follows: 

(a)  That  the  schedules  be  so  arranged  that  dally,  except  Sundavs,  not  less, 
than  two  (2)  cars  leave  St.  George  within  five  minutes  after  the  arrival  of  each 
ferry  boat  from  Manhattan,  between  the  hours  of  5  and  7  r.  m..  and  run  over  tho 
Castleton   avenue   route  to   Columbia   street. 

(b)  That  the  schedules  be  so  arranged  that  dally,  except  Snndoys.  not  less 
than  two  (2)  cars  leave  Columbia  street  and  run  over  the  Castleton  avenue 
route  to  St.  George  to  meet  each  boat  leaving  St.  George  between  the  hours  of 
7:45  and   8:45  a.  m,,  both  inclusive. 

4.  That  the  following  additions  and  changes  in  equipment,  with  the  exception 
of  those  stated  In  subdivision  (b),  be  made  and  completed  as  soon  as  possible, 
but  not  later  than  May  15,   1908. 

(a)  That  the  compony  pass  through  the  shops,  making  e\ery  required  repair, 
all  the  present  open  car  bodies,  and  all  trucks  and  equipment,  turning  them  out 
In   as  perfect  condition  as  possIi>le. 

(b)  That  the  company  provide  and  equip  all  cars  In  service  with  two  new 
automatic  circuit  breakers  of  sutllcient  rapacity  and  modern  type.  This  work  on 
the  closed  cars  Is  to  be  completed  by  November  1,  1908,  and  on  nil  open  cars  by 
May    15.   1908. 

ie)  That  tho  company  provide  and  equip  each  of  its  cars  In  sorvicp  with  a 
gear  cose,  for  each  motor  thereon,  and  that  each  gear  caao  shall  at  nil  times  bp 
maintained  with  sufllclent  gear  grease  to  reducp  the  noise  made  by  the  gear  and 
pinion,  to  a  minimum.  The  gear  cn.sc  should  preferably  be  maintained  half  full 
of  grease. 

(d)  That  the  company  provide  and  maintain.  In  good  condition,  on  all  of  Its 
cars  in  service,  two  head  lights,  of  the  type  used  upon  the  flfteen-bonch  open  cars, 
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numbered  71   to  00.  or  llRht  of  equal  power  that  will  not  project  from  the  dash 
of  the  car  further  than  those  upon  the  fifteen-bench  open  cars  numbered  71  to  90. 

(e)  That  the  compahy  provide  and  maintain,  in  good  condition,  two  seta  of 
fenders,  complete,  upon  each  car   In   service. 

(f)  That  the  company  provide  and  equip  each  car  in  service  with  proper 
lightning  arrest   equipment. 

(g)  lliat  the  conipnny  exercise  care  that  trolley  ropes  are  of  sufficient  length 
Lo  permit  of  trolley  w^heel  following  the  trolley  wire  at  railway  crossings, 

(h)  That  no  more  overhead  trolley  wire  of  the  size  known  No.  0  be  erected, 
but  that  all  new  wire  constructed  and  all  repairs  and  replacing  of  old  worn  wire 
be  made  with  No.  00  Avire. 

(1)  That  the  company  carefully  examine  all  wooden  t>ole8  and  change  those 
that  show  a  dangerous  condition  from  decay  or  other  cause  and  reset  all  poles 
that  have  excessive  lean. 

(J  That  the  company  overhaul  all  sections  of  track  now  in  condition  that 
cars  cannot  be  operated  at  normal  speed  without  severe  oscillation,  and  make 
,  track  suitable  for  satisfactory  operation  of  flfteen-bench  open  cars.  This  refers 
particularly  to  all  sections  outside  the  paved  streets. 

(k)  That  the  company  exercise  great  care  that  all  cars  are  properly  equipped 
with  sand  box  outfits  and  that  they  arc  at  all  times  kept  supplied  with  suitable 
sand;   and  it   Is  further, 

Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  January  10,  1908,  and  shall  con- 
tinue in  force  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  the  date  of  it.s  taking 
effect,  but  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearings,  and 
action  thereon  by  the  Commission  In  respect  of  anything  herein  prescribed,  or 
in  respect  of  anything  covered  by  the  order  for  hearing  herein  prior  to  the  ex- 
piration of  said  period  of  two  years.     And  it  is  further 

Ordered,  That  before  .fanuary  10,  1008,  the  said  Richmond  Light  and  Railroad 
Company  notlfv  the  IMibllc  Servh-e  Commission  for  the  First  District  whether 
the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


South  Brooklyn  Railway  Company  and  Nassau  Electric  Rail- 
road Company. —  Increase  of  service  on  Union  istreet  line. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
Question  of  Improvement  In  and  Addition  to 
the  t^ervlcc  and  R(juipm»'nt  of  the  SOUTH 
BROOKLIN  RAILWAY  COMPANY  and  the 
NASSAU  lOLECTRIC  RAILROAD  COMPANY, 
la  respect  to  the  Union  Street  Line. 


ORDER    No.    395. 

April    S,    1908. 


It  in  hirvhy  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  8th  day  of  April,  1908,  at 
2:30  o'chK'k  In  the  afteruoun,  or  at  any  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  ad- 
journed, at  the  ro(»uis  of  the  Commission,  at  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  ol 
Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  State  of  New  York  to.  inquire  whether  the 
regulatlorus.  equlpun>nt,  appliances  and  service  of  flic  South  Brooklyn  Railway 
Company  and  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company,  In  respect  to  transporia- 
tion  of  persr)ns  In  the  L'lrst  Dlstrlcl.  are  unjust,  unreasonable,  improper  or 
liuuhMinnte,  and  whether  tlie  said  c(>n»i»anles  run  cars  enough  or  with  sufficient 
frequency,  or  possess  or  oi>erate  motive  power  enough  reasonalily  to  accommodate 
passenKcV  t rathe  transi)orto(l  by  then)  or  oITered  for  transportation  to  them,  and 
if  su<'h  l)e  found  to  Im«  the  fact,  then  to  determine  whether  It  Is  reasonably 
necessary  to  aceonunodate  and  transport  the  said  traffic  transporttM.i  or  offered 
for  transportation  and  is  and  will  be  just,  reasonable,  proper  and  adetiuate  to 
direct  that  the  service  of  the  said  South  lirooklyn  Railway  Company  and  said 
Nassau  Electric  l{ailroa<l  Company  on  its  Union  Street  line  be  Increased  and 
supplemented  ut  the  points  and  times  and  In  the  particulars  following,  that  is 
to  say: 

A. —  Wksthoi'xd. 

Ix-avlng  Ninth  avenue  and  Twentieth  street  and  to  run  at  least  as  far  west  as 
City   Hall. 

1.  Between  6  :-IO  and  7:10  a.m.,  by  an  Increase  of  two  cars,  or  by  an  Increase 
from  five  to  seven  cars. 

2.  Between  7:10  and  7:40  \.  M..  by  an  increase  of  three  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from   six   to  nine  cars.  • 

3.  Between  7:40  and  8:10  a.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  three  cars,  or  by  an  Increase 
from  six  to  nine  cars. 

4.  Between  8:10  and  8:40  a.m.,  by  an  increase  of  three  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  six  to  nine  cars. 

5.  Between  8  :40  and  9  :10  a.  m..  by  an  increase  of  two  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  five  to  seven  cars. 

6.  Between  9:10  and  9 :40  a.  m.,  by  an  Increase  of  one  car,  or  by  an  increase 
from  four  to  five  cars. 
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7.  Between  7  :10  and  7  :40  p.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  two  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  four  to  six  cars. 

8.  Between  7 :40  and  8  :10  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  one  car,  or  by  an  increase 
from  three  to  four  cars. 

B. E^ASTBOUND. 

Leaving  City  Hall  to  Ninth  avenue  and  Twentieth  street. 

9.  Between  3  :00  and  3  :30  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  two  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  three  to  five  cars. 

10.  Between  3  :30  and  4  :00  P.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  one  car,  or  by  an  increase 
from  four  to  five  ca ra- 
il. Between  4  :00  and  4  :30  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  one  car,  or  by  an  Increase 

from  four  to  five  cars. 

12.  Between  4  :30  and  5  :00  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  one  car,  or  by  an  increase 
from  four  to  five  cars. 

13.  Between  5  :00  and  5  :30  P.  M.,  by  an  increase  of  two  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  five  to  seven  cars. 

14.  Between  5:30  and  6:00  P.  M.,  by  an  Increase  of  three  cars,  or  by  an  Increase 
from  seven  to  ten  cars. 

ir*.  Between  6  :00  and  6  :30  P.  M.,  by  an  Increase  of  three  cars,  or  by  an  Increase 
from  eight  to  eleven  cars. 

16.  Between  6  :30  and  7  :00  p.  m.,  by  an  Increase  of  three  cars,  or  by  an  increase 
from  six  to  nine  cars. 

17.  Between  7  :00  and  7  :30  P.  m.,  by  an  Increase  of  one  car,  or  by  an  increase 
from  four  to  five  cars. 

18.  Between  7  :S0  and  8 :00  P.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  one  car,  or  by  an  Increase 
from  four  to  five  cars. 

B. —  Hamilton  Fbrry  Seavicb. 

10.  Between  8 :30  A.  M.  and  4 :30  P.  m.,  to  provide  a  service  of  four  cars  an 
hour,  between  Court  street  and  Hamilton  ferry,  the  route  to  be  the  same  as  now 
operated  durins:  the  rush  hours. 

20.  Between  6  :30  and  10 :30  P.  M.,  to  provide  a  service  of  four  cars  an  hour, 
as  mentioned  in  item  No.  19. 

And  If  any  such  changes.  Improvements  or  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a  reason- 
able time  within   which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  malte  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Further  Ordered,  That  the  said  South  Brooklyn  Railway  Company  and  the  said 
Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  be  given  at  least  four  days'  notice  of  such 
hearing  by  service  upon  each  of  them,  either  personally  or  by  mall,  of  a  certified 
copv  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  companies  be  afforded  all  rea- 
sonable opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining 
witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 


Staten  Island  Railway  Company. —  Lack  of  passenger  train  ser- 
vice at  Great  Kills  station. 

Complaint  of  H.  A.  Raynes 

against 

Staten  Island  Railway  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  282   (see  form,  note  1)   issued  February  2l8t. 
The  matters  complained  of  were  satisfied  by  the  company. 


Staten  Island  Midland  Railway  Company. —  Congested  condition 

of  Sunday  service  on  the  Concord-New  Dorp  line  and  the 

Concord-Port  Richmond  line. 

Complaint  Order  No.  785. 
Hearing  Order  No.  820. 
Complaint  of  II.  W.  Pope 
against 
Staten  Island  Midland  Railway  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  785  (pee  form,  note  1)  issued  October  16th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  820  (see  form,  note  3)  issued  November  6th. 
Hearing  held  November  13th,  16th,  December  2l8t  and  28th. 
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Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company. —  Service  on  Third  and  Am- 

fiterdam  avenue  line. 

Hearing  Order  No.  404. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie. 
Final  Order  No.  424. 
Finaf  Order  No.  489. 


Id   the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
Question  of  Improvement  in  and  Addition  to  the 
Service  of  the  THIRD  AVENUE  RAILROAD 
COMPANY,  and  of  Frederick  W.  Whitrldge,  as 
Receiver  of  said  Company. 


Third  and  Amsterdam  Avenue  Line. 


HEARING  ORDER  No.  404. 
April    7,    1908.- 


It  is  hereby  Ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  16th  day  of  April.  1908.  at 
2  :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  time  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  in  the  borough 
of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations, 
practices  and  service  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  or  of  Frederick  W. 
Whitrldge,  as  receiver  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  in  respect  to  the 
transportation  of  persons  In  the  First  District  on  the  Third  avenue  and  Amsterdam 
avenue  line,  from  the  United  States  postofflcc  in  Park  row  to  the  northern  termlnna 
of  the  line  at  or  near  One  Flundred  and  Ninety-fifth  street,  are  unreasonable.  Im- 
proper or  Inadequate,  and  whether  the  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  or 
the  said  Frederick  W.  Whitrldge,  as  receiver  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Com- 
pany, run  cars  enough  or  with  sufficient  frequency  or  upon  a  reasonable  time 
schedule,  reasonably  to  accommodate  the  passenger  traffic  transported  by  them,  or 
offered  for  transportation  to  them,  and  If  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact  then  to 
determine  whether  it  is  reasonably  necessary  to  accommodate  and  transport  the 
said  traffic  transported  or  offered  for  transportation,  and  Is  and  will  be  Just,  rea- 
sonable, proper  and  adequate  to  direct  that  the  service  of  the  said  Third  Avenue 
Railroad  Company,  or  of  Frederick  W.  Whitrldge.  as  receiver  of  the  Third  Avenue 
Railroad  Company,  be  Increased,  supplemented  and  changed  In  the  following  man- 
ner, that  is  to  say : 

1.  By  operating  dalfy.  including  Sunday,  over  every  point  of  the  Third  and 
Amsterdam  avenue  line,  from  the  United  States  postoffice  in  Pari  Row  to  the 
northerly  terminus  of  the  line  at  or  near  One  Hundred  and  Ninety-fifth  street,  either 

(a)  A  sufficient  number  of  cars  in  each  direction  past  any  point  of  observation 
to  provide  during  every  fifteen  minute  period  of  the  day  or  night  a  number  of 
seats  at  least  10  per  cent.  In  excess  of  the  number  of  passengers  at  that  point;  the 
number  of  cars  passing  any  point  to  be,  however,  never  less  than  six  per  hour 
In  each  direction,  or 

(b)  A  minimum  numhcr  of  25  cars  in  one  direction  in  each  fifteen  minute  period 
In  which  the  provisions  of  subdivision    (a)   aboVe  are  not  complied  with. 

2.  By  making  such  other  and  further  changes  in  the  schedule  and  manner  of 
operating  cars  on  the  Third  and  Amsterdam  avenue  line  between  the  United 
States  postoffice  in  Park  Row  and  the  northerly  terminus  of  the  line  at  or  near 
One  Hundred  and  Nlnty-fifth  street  as  may  be  Just  and  reasonable,  and  if  any 
such  changes,  improvements  or  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as  ought  to  be 
made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a  reasonable  time  within 
which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as   shall   be   Just   and   reasonable. 

It  is  further  Ordered,  That  the  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  the 
said  Frederick  W.  Whitrldge,  as  receiver  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company, 
be  given  at  least  five  days'  notice  of  said  hearing  by  service  upon  them,  either 
personally  or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing 
said  company  and  its  receiver  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  present- 
ing evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters 
aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  April  16th. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 

(Adopted  April  17,  1908.) 
Commissioner  Maltbie  : — 

The  Third  and  Amsterdam  avenue  line  extends  from  Ann  street  and  Broadway 
to    Fort    George    via    Park    Row,    the    Bowery,    Third    avenue.    One    Hundred    and 
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Twenty-fifth  street,  Manhattan  street  and  Amsterdam  avenue.  Not  all  of  the 
cars  operated  upon  this  line  run  between  the  two  extreme  termini;  certain  cars 
are  regularly  switched  back  at  crossover  points,  which  are  so  frequent  as  to  per- 
mit of  such  routing  as  will  most  readily  accommodate  the  traveling  public. 

North  of  Sixth  street  there  is  no  limiting  point  upon  the  whole  line,  and  sufiQcient 
cars  may  be  run  to  give  everyone  a  seat  except  under  unusual  conditions.  At 
Grand  street  and  the  Bowery,  there  are  so  many  lines  operating  through  this  Inter- 
section, that  it  is  physically  Impossible  to  increase  materially  the  number  of  cars 
operated  upon  the  Third  avenue  line  without  diminishing  the  cars  operated  upon 
the  other  lines.  Hence,  the  number  of  cars  below  Sixth  street  may  not  be  as 
great  as  the  rumber  in  use  above  Sixth  street. 

The  testimony  presented  at  the  hearings  shows  that  it  would  probably  be  neces- 
sary to  operate  25  cars  in  each  15-mlnute  period  for  certain  portions  of  the  day 
below  Sixth  street  if  the  passenger, traffic  were  to  be  fully  accommodated.  But  to 
do  this  would  rob  the  other  lines  operating  through  Grand  street  and  the  Bowery, 
r,  therefore,  recommend  that  the  Third  avenue  line  be  required  to  operate  as  a 
■maximum  only  12  cars  in  each  lo-minute  period  south  of  Sixth  street,  and  the 
order  has  been  so  drawn.  The  transportation  bureau  will  continue  its  inspections 
and  endeavor  to  worlc  out  some  plan  for  a  new  routing  of  the  cars  or  for  a  re- 
arrangement of  the  traffic  whereby  the  service  may  be  still  further  increased  upon 
the  Third  avenue  line,  as  well  as  the  other  lines  crossing  the  Bowery  at  Grand 
street. 

There  being  no  such  limiting  point  above  Sixth  street,  the  company  has  been 
required  to  operate  the  usual  10  per  cent,  excess  of  seats  over  passengers;  or.  If 
unable  to  do  so,  at  least  26  cars  In  every  15-mInute  interval.  The  evidence  shows 
that  if  the  order  is  complied  with  In  spirit  as  well  as  in  letter,  the  service  will  be 
greatly  improved.  At  present  the  service  is  inadequate  over  most  of  the  line  and 
at  times  when  there  is  no  excuse  for  the  crowding. 

To  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  order,  a  larger  number  of  cars  will  need 
to  be  used  than  have  been  operated  heretofore.  Mr.  Maher,  who  is  general  manager 
of  the  line  under  Mr.  Whitridge,  the  receiver,  stated  that  with  the  cars  that  had 
been  ordered  and  the  open  cars  which  could  be  used  very  shortly,  there  would 
be  in  his  opinion  a  sufficient  number  to  provide  adequate  service  upon  the  line. 
He  added  that  he  was  not  absolutely  certain  of  this  and  to  definitely  answer  this 
question  would  require  more  investigation  than  he  had  yet  made.  Inasmuch  as 
the  receiver  can  ask  for  a  modification  of  the  order  or  a  rehearing  in  case  it  is 
found  that  be  does  not  have  a  sufficient  number  of  cars,  I  recommend  that  the 
order  be  made  effective  May  Ist,  by  which  time  some  open  cars  can  be  used.  If 
he  should  find  that  there  are  not  enough  cars  to  give  adequate  service,  one  of  the 
first  things  which  ought  to  be  considered  is  the  ordering  of  more  cars.  The  public 
is  entitled  to  them,  and  if  they  are  not  ordered,  this  matter  will  doubtless  need 
to  be  considered  under  a  further  order. 

The  general  principles  involved  in  this  order  have  been  discussed  in  the  opinion 
upon  the  improvement  of  service  on  the  Twenty-third  street  line  and  need  not  be 
discussed  here,  although  they  apply  with  equal  force. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  OEDEU  No.  424. 
April  17,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  April  16, 
1908,  and  it  appearing  that  the  aald  hearing  was  held  pursuant  to  Hearing  Order 
404  of  this  Commission,  dated  April  7.  1908.  and  returnable  on  April  16,  1908. 
at  2  :30  P.  M.,  and  It  appearing  that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  said  F,  W. 
Whitridgp  as  receiver  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  on  the  8th  day  of 
April,  1008,  and  that  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  had  due  notice  of 
said  hearing,  and  that  said  hearing  was  had  by  and  bofore  the  Commission  on  the 
matters  embraced  In  said  order  for  a  hearing  on  the  Iftth  day  of  April.  1908. 
before  Mr.  Commissioner  Multble.  presiding;  Albert  H.  Walker,  FJsq..  anpearlng 
for  the  Commission:  Edward  A.  Maher,  Esq.,  appearing  for  said  receiver,  and 
proof  having  been  taken  upon  said  hearing,  and  It  being  made  to  appear  after 
the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  the  service  of  said  railroad  company  and  of 


494       Public  Sebvice  Commission  —  First  District. 

said  P.  W.  Whitrldge,  as  receiver  of  said  company,  in  respect  to  the  transpor- 
tatlOD  of  persons  upon  Its  Third  avenue  and  Amsterdam  avenue  line  in  the  city 
and  State  of  New  York,  is  unreasonable,  Improper  and  Inadequate  In  that  said 
Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  said  F.  W.  Whitrldge,  as  receiver  of  said 
company  do  not  operate  cars  enough  upon  said  Third  avenue  and  Amsterdam  ave- 
nue line  or  with  sufficient  frequency  or  upon  a  reasonable  time  schedule  reason- 
ably to  accommodate  the  passenger  traffic  transported  by  them  or  offered  for 
transportation  to  them,  and  it  appearing  that  it  would  be  Just,  reasonable  and 
proper  that  the  said  service  of  the  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  F. 
W.  Wliltridge  as  receiver  of  Paid  company  be  increased,  supplemented  and  changed 
In  the  particulars  hereinafter  set  forth  : 

Therefore,  On  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  EJsq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission, 
it  is 

Ordered  as  follows : 

1.  That  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  said  F.  W.  Whitrldge,  as 
receiver  of  said  company  be,  and  they  hereby  are,  directed  and  required  to  operate 
dally,  including  Sunday,  over  every  point  of  the  Third  avenue  and  Amsterdam 
avenue  line  from  the  United  States  post-office  in  Park  row  to  the  northerly  ter- 
minus of  the  line  at  or  near  One  Hundred  and  Nlnety-flfth  street,  either : 

(a)  A  sufficient  number  of  cars  in  each  direction  past  any  point  of  observation 
to   provide  during   every   flftL'en-nilnute    period   of   the  day    or  night   a    number   of 
seats  at  least   10  per  cent,   in  excess  of  the  number  of  passengers  at  that  point, 
the   number   of    cars   passing  any   point   to   be,    however,   never   less   than    six   per- 
hour  in  each -direction,  or 

(b)  Over  that  portion  of  the  above  described  line  south  of  Sixth  street  a 
minimum  number  of  twelve  cars  In  one  direction  in  each  lifteen-mlnute  period  in 
which  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (a)  above  are  not  compiled  with:  and  over 
that  portion  of  the  line  above  described  north  from  Sixth  street  a  minimum  num- 
ber of  twenty-flve  cars  in  one  direction  In  each  fifteen -minute  period  in  which 
the  provisions  of  subdivision  (n)  above  are  not  complied  with. 

2.  That  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  said  P.  W.  Whitridge,  as 
receiver  of  said  company  be,  and  they  hereby  are,  directed  and  required  to  insti- 
tute such  changes,  improvements  and  additions  by  or  for  the  1st  day  of  May,  1908. 

This  order  shall  continue  in  force  until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  First  District  shall  otherwise  order. 

3.  /*  is  further  ordered.  That  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  said 
F.  W.  Whitrldge,  as  receiver  of  said  company,  notify  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion for  the  First  District  within  five  da.vs  after  service  of  this  order  upon  them 
whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

ORDER  No.  469.     AMENIHNG  PINAL  ORDER  No.  424. 
May  8, 1908. 

An  order,  known  as  Order  No.  424,  having  bet^n  duly  made  by  the  Commission 
on  the  17th  day  of  April,  1908,  and  l\  W.  Whitrldge.  receiver  of  the  Third  Ave- 
nue Railroad  Company,  having  thereafter  objected  to  the  recital  therein  as  fol- 
lows, "  Edward  A.  Maher,  Esq.,  appearing  for  said  receiver."  on  the  ground  that 
from  such  recital  the  inference  might  be  drawn  that  said  Edward  A.  Maher  ap- 
peared on  behalf  of  said  receiver,  the  fact  being  that  he  attended  at  the  request 
of  the  Commission,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  said  Order  No.  424  be.  and  the  same  hereby  is  amended  nunc 
pro  tunc  as  of  the  17t.h  day  of  April,  1008,  l)y  striking  out  the  words.  "  Edward 
A.  Maher,  Esq..  appearing  for  said  receiver,"  and  Inserting  Instead  the  words. 
"  Edward  A.  Maher.  General  Manager  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  for 
its  receiver,  attending,  at  the  request  of  the  Commission."  so  that  said  order  as 
amended  shall  read  as  follows : 

FINAL  ORDER  No.  424. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  April  16, 
1908,  and  It  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  pursuant  to  Hearing  Order 
404  of  this  Commission,  dated  April  7.  1908,  and  returnable  on  April  16.  190R. 
at  2  :.30  p.  M.,  and  It  appearing  that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  said  P.  W. 
Whitrldge.  as  receiver  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  on  the  8th  day 
of  April.  1908,  and  that  said  Third  Avenue  Riillroad  Company  had  due  notice 
of  said  hearing,  and  that  said  hearing  was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission  on 
the  matters  embraced  in  snld  order  for  a  hearing  on  the  16th  day  of  April.  1908. 
before  Mr.  Commissioner  Maltbie.  presiding;  Albert  H.  Walker.  Esq.,  appearine 
for  the  Commission :  Edward  A.  Maher.  General  ^rahager  of  the  Third  Avenue 
Railroad  Company,  for  Its  receiver  attending,  at  the  renue<«t  of  the  Commission, 
and  proof  haviner  been  taken  upon  said  hearing,  and  it  being  mnde  to  annear 
after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  thnt  the  service  of  said  railroad  company 
and  of  said  F.  W.  Whitridffe,  as  receiver  of  said  company,  in  respect  to  the  trans- 
portation of  persons  upon  Its  Third  avenue  and  Amsterdnm  avenue  line  in  the  city 
and  State  of  New  York,  is  unreasonable.  Improper  and  Inadequate  in  that  said  Third 
Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  said  F.  W.  Whitrldge,  as  receiver  of  said  company, 
do  not  operate  cars  enough  upon  said  Third  avenue  and  Amsterdam  avenue  line 
or  with  sufficient  frequency,  or  upon  a  reasonable  time  schedule  reasonably  to 
accommodate   the  passenger  traffic   transported  by   them  or  offered  for  transporta- 
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tlon  to  tbem,  and  it  AppearinFT  that  It  would  be  just,  reasonable  and  proper  that 
said  service  of  the  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  F.  W.  ^Vhit ridge, 
as  receiver  of  said  company  be  Increased,  supplemented  and  changed  In  the  par- 
ticulars hereinafter  set  forth  : 

Therefore,  On  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission, 
it  is 

Ordered  as  follows  : 

1.  That  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  said  F.  W.  Whitridge,  as 
receiver  of  said  company  be,  and  they  hereby  are,  directed  and  required  to  operate 
daily,  including  Sundnv,  over  every  point  of  the  Third  avenue  and  Amsterdam  ave- 
nue line  from  the  I'nlted  St.ntes  post-office  in  Park  row  to  the  northerly  terminus 
of  the  line  at  or  near  One  Hundred  and  Nlnoty-fifth  street,  either : 

(a)  A  sufficient  number  of  cars  in  each  direction  past  any  point  of  observation 
to  provide  during  every  ftfteen-mlnute  period  of  the  day  or  night  a  number  of 
scats  at  least  10  per  cent,  in  excess  of  the  number  of  passengers  at  that  point, 
the  number  of  cars  pas.sing  any  point  to  t)e,  however,  never  less  than  six  per  hour 
in  each  direction ;  or 

(b)  Over  that  portion  of  the  above  described  line  south  of  Sixth  street  a  mini- 
mum number  of  twelve  cars  in  one  direction  in  each  flfteon-mlnute  period  in 
which  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (a)  above  are  not  complied  with:  and  over 
that  portion  of  the  line  above  described  north  from  Sixth  street  a  minimum  num- 
ber of  twenty-five  cars  in  one  direction  in  each  fifteen-minute  period  in  which  the 
provisions  of  subdivision   (a)  are  not  complied  with. 

2.  That  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  said  F.  W.  Wliltrldge,  as  re- 
ceiver of  said  company  bo,  and  they  hereby  are,  directed  and  required  to  Institute 
such  changes,  improvements  and  additions  by  or  before  the  1st  day  of  May.  1908. 

This  order  shall  continue  In  force  until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  V\Tst  District  shall  otherwise  order. 

3.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  said 
F.  W.  Whitridgei  as  receiver  of  said  company,  notify  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion for  the  First  District  within  five  days  after  service  of  this  order  upon  them 
whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company. —  Service  on  Kingsbridge  sur- 
face line. 

Hoarinp:  Order  No.  435. 

Opinion  of  Commijisionpr  Malibie. 

Final  Order  No.  530. 


In  the  .Matter 
of  the 
Hearing   on    the    motion    of   the   Commission    on    the 
nuestlon  of   Improvements   In   and   Addition  to  the 
Service     of     the  •  TIITRI)     AVKNIK     llATMmAD 
•  (COMPANY  and  of  FURDKUICK  W.  WHITRIIHJE. 
as  receiver  of  said  company. 

"  Kingsbridge  Surface  Line." 


ORDER    FOR   HEARINCi 
No.   43r). 

April  24,  1008 


Tt  is  herrhu  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  6th  day  of  May.  1008,  at 
3  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  mav  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission.  No.  1.'4  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  of  New  York.  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  whether  the  regula- 
tions, practices  and  service  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  or  of  Fred- 
erick W.  >Vhitrldge.  as  receiver  of  the  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Compnny,  In 
respect  to  transportation  of  persons  In  the  First  District  on  the  Kingsbridge  sur- 
face line,  are  unreasonable.  Improper  or  inadequnte.  and  whether  the  said  Third 
Avenue  Rnilroad  Company,  or  the  snid  Frederick  W.  Whitridge  as  receiver  of 
the  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Corapanv.  run  cars  enough  or  with  sufficient  fre- 
quency or  upon  a  rensonnhle  time  schedule  rensnnnbly  to  accommodate  passenger 
traffic  transportod  by  them  or  offered  for  ti-nnsnort»itlon  to  them,  and  if  such 
be  found  to  he  the  fn«^-t  then  to  determine  whether  it  Is  rensonnblv  necessary  to 
accommodate  and  trnn-^povt  the  said  trnfllc  trnnsportod  or  offered  for  trnnsnorti- 
tion.  and  Is  and  will  be  .Inst,  roasonalile.  proper  and  adequate  to  direct  that  the 
service  of  the  said  Third  Avenn-^  Railroad  Company,  or  of  Frederick  W,  Whit- 
ridge, Its  receiver,  on  the  KInirHl)rldjro  surface  line,  be  Increased,  supplemented  and 
changed  In    the   follc\^Irg   nnrrrr.   that  Is   to  ray: 

1.  By  routing  cars  from  One  ITundnvl  and  Twonty-fifth  street  and  K^st  river  to 
the  northerlv  terminus  of  the  line  Instead  of  from  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-flfth 
street  and  Eighth  avenue  ns  at  present. 
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2.  By  operating  daily,  including  Scindays,  except  between  the  hours  of  2  ▲.  m. 
and  5  A.  M.,  over  every*  point  of  the  Ktngsbrldge  line,  between  One  Hundred  and 
Twenty-flfth  street  and  East  river  and  the  northerly  terminus  of  the  line  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  cars  in  each  direction  past  any  point  of  observation  to  provide 
during  every  fifteen-minute  period  of  the  day  and  night  a  number  of  seats  at 
least  ten  per  cent  (10%)  in  excess  of  the  number  of  passengers  at  that  point; 
the  number  of  cars  passing  any  point  to  be.  however,  never  less  than  six  (6) 
per  hour  In  each  direction  except  between  the  hours  of  2  a.  m.  and  5  a.  m. 

3.  By  making  such  other  and  further  changes  in  the  schedule  and  manner  of 
operating  cars  on  the  Klngsbridgc  surface  line,  between  One  Hundred  and  Twenty- 
flfth  street  and  East  river  and  the  northerly  terminus  of  the  line  as  may  be  Just 
and  reasonable. 

And  if  any  such  changes.  Improvements  or  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a  reasonable 
time  witbin  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the  prem- 
ises as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered,  Tbat  the  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  and  Frederick 
W.  Whit  ridge,  as  receiver  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  be  given  at 
least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  cither  personally  or  bv 
mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company  and 
its  receiver  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and 
examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  were  held  May  6th,  12th  and  19th. 

Opinion   of   Commission. 

(Adopted  May  29.   1908.) 
Commissioner  Maltbib  : — 

The  question  of  the  adequacy  of  service  upon  the  Kingsbrldge  surface  line 
has  been  before  the  Commission  for  some  time  and  several  inspections  have  been 
made  by  the  Transportation  Bureau.  When  the  matter  was  first  taken  np  It 
was  found  that  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  was  using  the  line  for  th» 
experimental  running  of  the  pay-as-you-enter  cars,  which  were  to  be  used  upon 
the  Madison  avenue  line.  Owing  to  the  lack  of  adequate  facilities  at  the  Kings- 
bridge  car  barn  and  the  delays  due  to  the  breaking  in  of  the  pay-as-you-enter 
cars,  the  service  on  the  Kingsbrldge  line  was  very  much  interrupted,  but  in  order 
that  the  cars  should  be  working  smoothly  when  they  were  placed  upon  the  Madison 
avenue  line.  It  seemed  necessary  that  the  motormen  should  be  taught  how  to 
handle  them  and  that  the  cars  should  be  broken  In  before  they  were  actually  put 
Into  use.     Consequently,  no  order  was  Issued  at  that  time. 

After  the  pay-as-you-enter  cars  were  taken  off  the  line,  observations  were  con- 
tinued and  an  order  for  a  hearing  was  Issued,  hearings  duly  held  and  evidence 
taken.  At  these  hearings  residents  of  this  portion  of  the  city  appeared  and  com- 
plained regarding  the  inadequacy  of  the  service  at  certain  hours  and  the  irregularity 
with  which  the  cars  were  operated.  Evidence  was  also  presented  by  the  inspectors . 
of  the  Commission. 

When  our  observations  w^ere  first  undertaken  the  Kingsbrldge  line  extended  from 
One  Hundred  and  Twenty-flfth  street  and  Eighth  avenue  westerly  over  One  Hun- 
dred and  Twenty-flfth  street,  Manhattan  street,  Amsterdam  avenue  and  Broadway 
to  the  Harlem  Ship  Canal.  It  seemed  clear  at  the  very  beginning  that  the  service 
would  be  greatly  Improved  If  the  southerly  terminus  of  the  line  Vere  changed 
from  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-flfth  street  and  Eighth  avenue  to  First  avenue 
and  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-flfth  street.  This  change  was  suggested  to  the  com>  * 
pany  some  time  ago,  was  soon  adopted  by  them  and  since  it  has  been  in  operation 
has  been  found  to  work  with  great  satisfaction  to  the  public  and  to  the  company. 

The  evidence  taken  at  the  hearings  shows  that  the  service  Is  adequate  most  of 
the  time,  except  that  it  is  very  irregular  and  that  upon  Saturdays,  Sundays  and 
holidays  the  number  of  cars  run  is  not  sufficiently  Increased  to  handle  the  crowds 
which  go  to  that  section  of  the  city  for  recreation.  . 

I   have  directed,   therefore,   that  an  order  be  prepared  whleh  shall  not  require 
that  a  uniform  schedule  be  maintained  throughout  the  week  and  upon  Sundays,      ^   ;  J         ; 
but  that  an  elastic  standard  be  flxed   which   will  allow  the  company  to  operate  jj  ;  t,  ,. 

few  cars  when  few  cars  are  needed  and  yet  will  require  the  company  to  operate      p  j"      jii 
a  larger  number  when  the  demands  make  their  operation  necessary.     The  inspectors     ..'■  ,..'i"  vSf\( 
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have  noted  that  the  times  of  maximum  demand  recur  with' considerable  regularity, 
and  it  will  be  possible  for  the  manager,  by  using  the  ordinary  means  of  obser- 
vation, to  anticipate  the  demands  and  operate  sufficient  cars  to  adequately  handle 
the  traffic.     As  regards  regularity,  there  is  opportunity  for  great  improvement. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDER   No.    536. 
May  29,  190a 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  6tb 
day  of  May,  the  12th  day  of  Mav  and  the  19th  day  of  May,  1908,  and  it  appear- 
ing that  the  said  hearing  was  held  pursuant  to  hearing  order  No.  435  of  this 
Commission,  dated  April  24,  1008,-  and  returnable  on  May  6,  1908,  at  3  P.  M.,  and 
it  appearing  that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad 
Company  and  upon  said  F.  W.  Whitridge,  as  receiver  of  said  company,  and  that 
said  hearing  was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  embraced  in 
said  order  for  hearing  on  the  6th,  12th  and  19th  days  of  May,  1908,  before  Mr. 
Commissioner  Maltble,  presiding,  Harry  M.  Chamberlain,  Esq.,  assistant  counsel, 
appearing  for  the  Commission  and  no  one  appearing  for  said  Third  Avenue  Rail- 
road Company  or  for  said  receiver,  and  proof  having  been  taken  upon  said  hear- 
ing and  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  the 
service  of  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  of  said  F.  W.  Whitridge.  a:^ 
receiver  of  said  company  in  resi)ect  to  tbe  transportation  of  persons  upon  its  line 
known  as  the  Kingsbridge  Surface  Line  in  the  Citv  and  State  of  New  York,  are 
unreasonable,  improper  and  inadequate  in  that  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Com- 
pany and  said.  B\  W.  Whitridge  as  receiver  of  said  company,  do  not  operate  cars 
enough  upon  said  line  or  with  sufficient  frequency  or  upon  a  reasonable  time 
schedule  reasonably  to  accommodate  the  passenger  traffic  transported  by  them  or 
offered  for  transportation  to  them,  and  it  appearing  that  it  would  be  Just,  reason- 
able and  proper  that  the  said  service  of  the  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company 
and  of  F.  w.  Whitridge,  as  receiver  of  said  company,  be  increased,  supplemented 
and  changed  in  the  particulars  hereinafter  set  forth. 

Therefore,   on   motion   of   George   S.   Coleman,   counsel   to  the  Commission,   it  Is 

Ordered  as  follows: 

1.  That  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  said  F.  W.  Whitbridge,  as 
received  of  said  company,  be  and  they  hereby  are  directed  and  required  to  route 
cars  from  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-nfth  street  and  East  river  to  the  northerly 
terminus  of  said  line  instead  of  from  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-fifth  street  and 
Eighth  avenue. 

2.  That  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  said  F.  W.  Whitridge,  as  receiver 
of  said  company,  be  and  they  hereby  are  directed  and  required  to  operate  daily 
Including  Sundays  except  between  the  hours  of  2  a.  m.  and  6  a.  m.  over  every 
point  of  said  Kingsbridge  line  between  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-fifth  street  and 
East  river  and  the  northerly  terminus  of  the  line,  a  sufficient  number  of  cars  in 
each  direction  past  any  point  of  observation  to  provide  during  every  fifteen  (15) 
minute  period  of  the  day  and  night  a  number  of  seats  at  least  ten  per  cent. 
(10%)  in  excess  of  the  number  of  passengers  at  that  point,  the  number  of  cars 
passing  any  point  to  be,  however,  never  less  than  six  (6)  in  each  direction  except 
between  the  hours  of  2  a.  m.  and  5  a.  m. 

3.  That  said  Third  Avenne  Railroad  Corapnny  and  said  F.  W.  Whitridge,  as 
receiver  of  said  company,  be  and  thoy  hereby  are  directed  and  required  to  insti- 
tute said  changes,  improvements  and  additions  by  or  before  the  tenth  day  of  June. 
1908. 

This  order  shall  continue  In  force  until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  First  District  shall  otherwise  order. 

4.  It  is  further  Ordered,  That  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  said 
F.  W.  Whitridge  as  receiver  of  said  company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion for  the  First  District  within  five  (5)  days'  after  service  of  this  order  upon 
them  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


Union  Railway  Company. —  Service  on  Jerome  avenue  line  to 

WcKxilawn. 


GEORGE    A.     DENHOLM    and    GEORGE    W.    M. 
CLARK, 

Complainants, 
^  against 

t'XION    RAILWAY   COMPANY, 

Defendant. 


Under  order   for  hearing   No.    170,   made    December 
;    I  27,  1007. 


h, 

li{, 


FINAL  ORDER  No.   243. 
February  7,   1908. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  complaints  of  George  A.  Denholm  and  George  W. 
M.  Clark,  dated  November  23,  1907,  and  November  18,  1907,  respectively,  and  the  an- 
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Bwer  thereto  of  Union  Railway  Company  bearing  date  the  14th  day  of  December,  1907, 
and  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  January  7.  1908,  and  January  14,  19t)y, 
and  It  appearing  that  said  hearing  wag  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  of  the  Com- 
mission No.  170,  made  and  entered  the  27th  day  of  December,  1907,  and  returnable 
on  the  7th  day  of  January,  1908,  and  that  said  order  for  hearing  was  duly  served 
upon  said  Union  Railway  Company  and  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before 
said  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  complaint,  said  answer  and  said  order 
speclfled,  on  the  7th  dav  of  January,  1J)08,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  to  the 
14th  day  of  January,  1908,  Mr.  Commissioner  Eustls  presiding,  and  Grosvenor  H. 
Backus,  Esq.,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  Ambrose  F. 
McCabe,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  railway  company,  at  each  of  said  sessions,  and 
evidence  being  taken, 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  the  said  hearing  that 
the  service  of  the  Union  Railway  Company  is  unreasonable  and  Inadequate  In 
that  said  company  does  not  operate  cars  enough-  north  of  Woodlawn  Gate,  on  Its 
Jerome  avenue  line,  and  does  not  operate  cars  with  sufficient  regularity  on  said 
line  reasonably  to  accommodate  the  passenger  traffic  transported  by  said  company 
or  olfered  for  transportation  to  it,  at  the  times  hereinafter  specified,  and  It 
appearing  that  it  would  be  Just,  reasonable  and  proper  that  the  service  of  said 
Union  Railway  Company,  on  Its  Jerome  avenue  line,  should  be  supplemented  In  the 
particulars  hereinafter  set  forth,  at  the  points  and  at  the  times  hereinafter  set 
forth. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  EJsq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission, 
It  is  Ordered,  That  the  said  Union  Railway  Company  increase  its  service  upon 
its  Jerome  avenue  line  so  that  said  company  shall  operate  through  cars  between 
One  Hundred  and  Flfty-flfth  street  and  the  city  line  at  Jerome  avenue,  as  follows: 

1.  With  a  headway  of  not  more  than  four  (4)  minutes  between  cars  leaving  the 
city  line,  southbound,  on  Jerome  avenue,  between  6  :30  and  9  :00  a.  m.,  dally  except 
Sundays. 

2.  with  a  headway  of  not  more  than  four  (4)  minutes  between  cars  leaving 
One  Hundred  and  Flfty-flfth  street,  northbound,  between  4:30  and  7  p.  m.,  daily 
except  Sundays. 

3.  With  a  headway  of  not  more  than  twentv  (20)  minutes  between  cars  leaving 
the  city  line,   southbound  on  Jerome  avenue,  between  1  and  5  a.  m.  dally. 

4.  At  all  other  times  with  a  headway  of  not  more  than  eight  (8)  minutes  between 
cars  leaving  the  city  line,  southbound. 

And  it  is  further  ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  the  10th  day  of 
February,  1908,  and  shall  remain  in  force  until  modified  by  further  order  of  this 
Commission. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  paragraphs  numbered  (1)  and  (2)  .of  Order  No. 
107  of  this  Commission,  made  the  22d  day  of  November,  1907,  be.  and  the  same 
hereby  are,  rescinded  and  abrogated,  said  Order  No.  107  to  remain  In  full  force 
and  effect  except  as  to  said  paragraphs  numbered  (1)  and  (2); 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  within  five  (5)  days  from  and  after  the  service 
of  this  order  the  said  Union  Railway  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  First  District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and 
will  be  obeyed. 

Union  Bailway  Company. —  Failure  to  operate  cars  between  1  a. 
ni.  and  5  a.  m.  on  a  twenty  minute  headway. 
('(;mplaint  of  Frank  J.  Flynn 
against 
[Jnion  Raiiavay  Company  and  Frederick  W.  Wiiitridge,  its  Receiver. 

Complaint  Order  No.  517    (8e<^  form,  note  1)   issued  May  22d. 


Union  Railway  Company. —  Inadequate  service  on  Fort  Schuyler 

road,  Westchester  village  to  the  Eastern  boulevard,  and  pro- 

])nsed  extension  of  line  on  Eastern  boulevard. 

<"om plaint  Order  No.  323. 
'HearincT  Order  No.   368. 
Final  Order  No.  474. 
Extension   Order  No.   580. 
Extension  Order  No.   631. 
Opinion  of  Counsel. 
Rehearing  Order  No.  789. 
Final  Order  No.  827. 
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Complaint  of  William  Hexdersox  and  Others 

against 

Union  Railway  Company  and  Frederick  W.  Wiiitridge,  its  Receiver. 

Complaint  Ordor  \o.  323   (see  form,  note  1)   issued  March  10th. 
Hearing?  Order  No.  368    (see  form,  note  3)   issued  March  27th. 
Hearings  were  held  April  8th  and   15th. 
The  following  final  order  was  issued: 


WILLIAM    HENDERSON    nnd    One    Hundred    and 
Fifty  Others, 

Gomplainant8, 
against 

rXrON    RAILWAY    COMPANY    and    FREDERICK 
W.   WHITRIDGE,  as  Receiver  of  said   Company, 

Defendant. 

'*  Inadequate  service  on  Fort  Schuyler  Rend, 
Westchester  Village  to  Es  stern  Boulevard,  and 
proposed   extension  of  line  on   Eastern   Boulevard." 


After  Hearing  Order  No,  3fi8.  dated  March  27,  1908. 


FINAL   ORDER,   No.   474. 
May    8,    1908. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  8th 
day  of  April.  1908.  and  on  the  L5th  day  of  April.  1908,  and  It  appenring  that  the 
Bald  hearing  was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission  pursuant  to  Hearing  Order 
No.  308,  Issued  upon  the  complaint  and  answer  herein  and  returnable  on  the 
8th  day  of  April,  1008,  at  3:30  P.  M.,  and  It  appearing  that  said  order  was  duty 
served  upon  said  Union  Railway  Company,  and  that  such  service  was  by  it  duiy 
acknowledged,  and  that  said  hearing  was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission  on 
the  matters  embraced  in  the  complaint  and  answer  herein  and  In  said  order 
specified  on  the  8th  day  of  April.  1908,  and  on  the  15th  day  of  April.  lOOS,  before 
Mr.  Commissioner  Eustis,  presiding,  Harry  M.  Chamberlain,  Espq.,  Assistant 
Counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  M.  S.  Borland,  Esq.,  of  Messrs. 
Bowers  &  Sands,  attorney,  appearing  for  said  I'nion  Railway  Company  and  for 
Frederick  W.  Whitridge,  as  receiver  of  said  company,  and  it  having  been  made 
to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  said  I^nlon  Railway  Com- 
pany and  said  Frederick  W.  Whitridge.  as  reeeivers  of  said  company,  have  done 
or  omitted  to  do  certain  acts  which  are  in  violation  of  some  provision  of  law 
or  of  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  franchise  or  charter  of  said  company,  In 
failing  to  extend  Its  line  from  the  present  terminus  of  its  line  on  Fort  Schuyler 
road  at  the  intersection  of  Fort  Schuyler  road  and  Eastern  boulevard,  along 
Eastern  boul;^vard  and  the  Town  Dock  road  to  Long  Island  Sound,  said  route 
being  designated  in  the  franchise  of  said  company  In  the  following  language: 
"  thence  along  said  (F^astem)  boulevard  to  the  new  road  to  TiOng  Island  Sound 
and  thence  along  said  new  road  to  Long  Island  Sound."  and  It  having  been  made 
to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  it  would  be  lust,  reasonable 
and  proper  to  require  the  said  Union  Railway  Company  and  said  Frederick  W. 
Whitridge,  as  reeeiver  of  said  company,  to  extend  and  operate  its  said  Hue  from 
the  present  terminus  thereof  on  said  Fort  Schuyler  road  as  aforesaid,  along 
I'^stern  boulevard  up  to  the  point  where  the  Town  Dock  road  intersects  said 
Eastern  boulevard,  and  as  far  as  the  franchise  of  said  company  extends  on  said 
Eastern  boulevard:  and  U  having  been  made  to  appear  that  such  addition  ought 
reasonably  to  be  made  to  said  line  in  order  to  promote  the  convenience  of  the 
public:  and  it  having  been  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing 
that  the  service  of  said  Union  Railway  Company  and  of  Frederick  W.  Whitridge. 
as  receiver  of  said  companv.  In  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  upon 
their  line  upon  said  Fort  Schuyler  road  Is  unreasonable.  Improper  and  inade- 
quate, in  t>'at  said  eompany  and  said  Frederick  W.  Wiiitridge.  as  reeeiver  of  said 
eompany,  do  not  operate  ears  enough  upon  said  line  or  with  sufflcient  frequency 
or  "poh  a  rens(»nnble  time  scliednle  reasonably  to  aceomnioilate  the  passenger 
trafllc  transported  by  Ihem  or  offered  for  transoortatidn  to  tliem,  and  thnt  ir 
would  be  Jus*,  reasonable  and  uroner  tliat  the  said  service  of  snid  Union  Railway 
Company  and  of  Frederiek  V^.  Whltrldtre.  as  receivj'r  of  said  company,  be  In- 
creased,  supplemented  and   chanced   In   the  partleulars  hereinafter  set  forth: 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  (Jeorge  S.  Coleman,  Esq..  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 
It    Is 

Ordered, 

1.  That  said  Union  Railway  Company  and  said  Frederick  W,  Whitridge.  as 
receiver   of   said   company,   Iw  and   they  hereby  are   directed   nnd   required  to  ex- 
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tend  their  oald  line  from  the  easterly  terminus  of  said  line  on  Fort  Schuyler 
road  at  the  Intersection  of  said  road  with  Eastern  boulevard,  along  said  Eastern 
boulevard  up  to  the   point   where  said   Town  Dock   road   intersects  said   Eastern 


boulevard,  and  as  far  as  the  franchise  rights  of  the  said  company  extend  on 
Eastern  boulevard,  and  to  build  and  equip  such  extension  in  a  suitable  ana 
proper   manner  for   the  operation  of   said   line   and   with   such  switches  or  turn- 


outs  as  may   be   required   to  enable  said  company   and  Its  said   receiver  to   give 
adequate  service  upon  said  Eastern  boulevard  and  upon  said  Fort  Schuyler  road. 

2.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  said  Union  Railway  Company  and  said  Frederick 
W.  Whitrldge,  as  receiver  of  said  company,  be  and  they  hereby  are  directed  and 
required  to  operate  daily,  including  Sunday,  over  every  point  of  said  line  on  said 
Fort  Schuyler  road  and  every  point  of  said  line  on  Eastern  boulevard  when  com- 
pleted, either: 

(a)  A  sufficient  number  of  cars  In  each  direction  past  any  point  of  observation 
to  provide  during  every  flfteen-minute  period  of  the  day  ana  night  between  the 
hours  of  6:30  a.  m.  and  1:45  a.  m.,  at  least  a  seat  for  every  passenger;  the  num- 
ber of  cars  passing  any  point  in  each  direction  to  be,  however,  never  less  than 
eight  (8)  cars  per  hour  between  6:30  a.  m.  and  9  a.  m.,  and  between  3:30  p.  m. 
and  8  p.  M.,  ana  never  less  than  four  (4)  cars  per  hour  in  each  direction  between 
9  A.  M.  and  3  :30  p.  m.,  and  between  8  p.  m.  and  1 :45  a.  m.  ;  or 

(b)  A  minimum  of  fifteen  (15)  cars  in  each  direction  in  each  thirty-minute 
period  in  which  the  provisions  of  subdivision    (a)    above  are  not  complied  with. 

3.  It  i8  further  ordered.  That  said  Union  Railway  Company  and  said  Frederick 
W.  Whitrldge,  as  receiver  of  said  company,  be  and  thev  hereby  are  directed  and 
required  to  complete  said  extension  of  said  line  on  said  Eastern  boulevard,  ana 
to  begin  the  operation  of  cars  thereon  not  later  than  the  15th  day  of  June,  1908, 
and  to  institute  said  Improvements,  changes  and  additions  to  and  in  the  operation 
of  its  cars  on  said  Fort  Schuyler  road  and  Eastern  boulevard  not  later  than  the 
15th  day  of  June,  1908. 

This  order  shall  continue  in  force  until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  First  District  shall  otherwise  order. 

4.  This  order  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  the  right  of  the  Commission  to 
make  such  further  or  other  order  or  orders  regarding  any  such  further  extension 
or  extensions  of  said  line  on  said  Town  Dock  road  as  may  to  the  Commission 
seem  Just  and  reasonable. 

5.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  said  Union  Railway  Company  and  said  Fred- 
erick W.  whitrldge,  as  receiver  of  said  company,  notify  the  Fublic  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  First  District  within  five  days  after  service  of  this  order  upon 
them  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  applicationa  of  the  company  the  following  extension  orders  were  issued : 

EXTENSION   ORDER  No.    580. 
June  16,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  474,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  8th  day  of  May, 
1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  Union  Railway  Company  and  Frederick  W. 
Whitrldge,  its  receiver,  to  extend  their  line  from  the  easterly  terminus  of  said 
line  on  Fort  Schuyler  road  at  the  intersection  of  said  road  with  Eastern  boulevard 
up  to  the  point  where  said  Town  Dock  road  intersects  said  Eastern  boulevard 
and  as  far  as  the  franchise  rights  of  the  said  company  extend  on  Eastern  boule- 
vard, and  to  complete  said  extension  and  begin  the  operation  of  cars  thereon  not 
later  than  the  15th  day  of  June.  1908 ;  and  the  said  Union  Railway  Company  and 
Frederick  W.  Whitrldge.  its  receiver,  having,  on  June  13,  1908,  applied  In  writing 
for  an  extension  of  such  time, 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  Union  Railway  Cbmpany  and  Its 
receiver,  Frederick  W.  Whitrldge,  shall  complete  the  construction  of  the  exten- 
sion to  its  road  herein  mentioned  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to  and 
including  the  15th  day  of  July,  1908. 

EXTENSION   ORDER   No.   631. 
July    10,   1908. 

An  order.  No.  474,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  8th  day  of  May, 
1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  Union  Railway  Company  and  Frederick  W. 
Whitrldge,  as  receiver,  to  extend  their  line  from  the  easterly  terminus  of  said 
line  on  Fort  Schuyler  road  at  the  Intersection  of  said  road  with  Eastern  boule- 
vard up  to  the  point  where  said  Town  Dock  road  Intersects  said  Eastern  boule- 
vard and  as  far  as  the  franchise  rights  of  the  said  company  extend  on  Eastern 
boulevard,  and  to  complete  said  extension  and  begin  the  operation  of  cars  thereon 
not  later  than  the  15th  day  of  June,  1908 ;  and  the  said  Union  Railway  Company 
and  Frederick  W.  Whitrldge,  its  receiver,  havlncr^on  June  13,  1908,  applied  in 
writing  for  an  extension  of  such  time  until  July  15,  1908,  and  an  Extension 
Order,  No.  580,  having  been  made  thereon  on  or  about  the  16th  day  of  June, 
1908,  and  a  report  having  been  made  by  Harry  P.  Nichols,  Engineer  In  Charge, 
of  the  Division  of  Franchises,  to  Nelson  P.  Lewis,  Chief  Engineer  of  the  Board 
of  EJstlmate  and  Apportionment,  which  questioned  the  right  of  said  Union  Rail- 
way Company,  and  Its  receiver,  to  construct  said  extension,  and  the  matter  hav- 
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ing  been  transmrtted  to  the  Corporation  Counsel  for  his  opinion  as  to  whether 
the  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  First  District  had  authority  to  issue  the 
order  in  question,  and  several  other  questions  in  connection  with  the  franchise 
rights  of  the  said  company  in  respect  to  the  extension  of  the  Fort  Schuyler 
road  line, 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered.  That  the  time  within  which  the  Union  Railway  Company  and  its 
receiver,  Frederick  W.  Whitrldge,  shall  complete  the  construction  of  the  ex- 
tension to  its  road  herein  mentioned  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  until 
thirty  days  after  the  Corporation  Counsel  renders  an  opinion  in  the  matter. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

August  12,  1908. 
Hon.  John  E.  Eustis,  Commissioner: 

SiB. —  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  June  17th  transmitting  a  copy  of  a 
report  submitted  by  Harry  P.  Nichols,  engineer  in  charge  of  the  division  of  fran- 
chises for  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment,  to  the  Board  of  Estimate  and 
Apportionment,  relating  to  the  franchises  of  the  Union  Railway  on  the  Eastern 
boulevard  from  Fort  Schuyler  road  to  New  Town  Dock  road,  and  raising  several 
questions  in  regard  to  same.  You  state  that  as  the  matter  has  been  sent  to  the 
corporation  counsel  for  an  opinion,  you  would  like  an  opinion  from  me  in  regard 
thereto. 

On  the  8th  day  of  May,  1908,  the  Commission  issued  find  order  No.  474  directing 
the  Union  Railway  Company  and  F.  W.  Whitrldge  as  receiver  of  said  company  to 
extend  their  line  on  Fort  Schuyler  road  from  the  easterly  terminus  of  the  line  at  the 
intersection  of  this  road  with  the  Eastern  boulevard,  northerly  along  said  Eastern 
boulevard  up  to  the  point  where  the  Town  Dock  road  intersects  said  Eastern  boule- 
vard and  as  far  as  the  franchise  rights  of  said  compapy  extend  on  Eastern 
boulevard. 

This  order  was  made  after  a  hearing  upon  complaint  and  answer.  The  complaint 
asked  that  the  company  be  required  to  extend  the  line  northerly  from  the  Inter- 
section of  Fort  Schuyler  road  and  Eastern  boulevard  along  Eastern  boulevard  to 
Pelham  Bay  park.  It  was  claimed  by  the  company  in  the  answer  and  upon  the 
hearing  that  the  company  had  a  franchise  over  certain  streets  Including  Fort 
Schuyler  road  and  a  portion  of  Eastern  boulevard  and  the  "  new  road  to  Long 
Island  Sound  "  by  virtue  of  a  grant  of  the  town  of  Westchester  to  the  Wakefield 
and  Westchester  Traction  Company.  It  seems  to  be  the  fact  that  whatever  rights 
the  Union  Railway  Companv  has  on  Eastern  boulevard  it  possesses  as  the  successor 
of  the  Wakefield  and  Westchester  Traction  Company  under  the  consent  thus  granted 
by  the  town  of  Westchester. 

The  Wakefield  and  Westchester  Traction  Compaov  was  incorporated  in  1892  by 
certificate  of  incorporation  dated  April  24,  1802,  and  filed  in  the  ofl!ce  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  on  April  28,  1892.  In  the  certificate  of  incorporation  the  termini  of 
the  ro^  are  stated  to  be 

"(1)  The  intersection  of  Fifteenth  avenue  and  Third  street  in  the  village  of 
Williamsbridge ;  (2)  the  Junction  of  Long  Island  Sound  with  the  new  road 
between  the  Eastern  boulevard  and  said  Long  Island  Sound." 

On  June  7,  1892.  the  Town  Board  of  the  town  of  Westchester  adopted  a  reso- 
lution granting  to  this  company  the  right  to  build  and  operate  a  street  surface  rail- 
road along  certain  streets,  roads  and  nigh  ways,  as  follows : 

"  Beginning  at  Fifteenth  avenue  and  Third  street  in  the  village  of  Williams- 
bridge  ;  thence  along  said  Third  street  to  White  Plains  road ;  thence  along  said 
White  Plains  road  to  Brlggs  avenue:  thence  along  said  Briggs  avenue  to  the 
old  Boston  road ;  thence  along  said  Boston  road  to  the  road  leading  from  Wil- 
liamsbridge to  Westchester  village;  thence  along  said  road  to  Main  street  in 
Westchester  village ;  thence  along  said  Main  street  to  the  road  to  Fort  Schuyler ; 
thence  along  said  road  to  the  Eastern  boulevard  ;  thence  along  said  boulevard 
to  the  new  road  to  Long  Island  Sound ;  and  thence  along  said  new  road  to 
Long  Island  Sound." 

This  company  was  one  of  five  different  companies  which  were  incorporated  at 
the  same  time,  to  all  of  which  companies  franchises  were  granted  by  the  Town 
Board  of  the  town  of  Westchester  on  June  7,  1802. 

On  May  12,  1904,  these  companies  were  consolidated  Into  the  Bronx  Traction 
Company.  The  consolidation  agreement  recites  that  each  of  the  constituent  com- 
panies "  is  the  owner  of  one  or  more  municipal  consents  and  franchise  rights  to 
construct,  maintain  and  operate  a  street  surface  railroad  in  and  upon  various  streets 
in  the  borough  of  the  Bronx  in  the  city  of  New  York,  and  the  railroads  of  two 
or  more  of  the  said  corporations  have  been  actually  constructed  and  are  now  in 
operation  on  part  of  the  streets,  avenues,  and  roads  designated  in  the  street  fran- 
cnlses  owned  by  said  corporations  respectively  •  •  •  /•  it  does  not  appear 
by  what  corporations  the  construction  work  had  been  done. 

The  capital  stock  is  fixed  at"  $585,000,  "  the  exact  equivalent  of  the  total  capital 
stock  of  the  five  corporations  hereby  consolidated  at  tnc  par  value  thereof."  The 
capital  stock  of  the  Wakefield  Company  was  $125,000. 

On  November  2,  1004,  an  operating  agreement  was  entered  into  between  the 
Bronx  Traction  Company  and  the  Union  Railway  Company  whereby  the  Union 
Railway  Company  has  the  use  of  the  tracks  of  the  Traction  Company  "  now  con- 
structed or  to  be  constructed."     But  the  Union  Railway  Company  does  not  under 


502       Public  Service  Commission  —  First  District. 

this  agreement  agree  to  extend  the  tracks  of  the  Bronx  Tractioa  Company  or  to 
perform  any  of  its  obligations  so  far  aa  the  extension  of  tracks  is  concerned.  After 
the  consolidation  above  mentioned  construction  under  the  franchises  of  the  Bronx 
Traction  Company  was  continued.  The  line  along  Fort  Schuyler  road  was  opened 
in  1904. 

Mr,  Nichols  states  that  the  consent  to  the  Wakefield  and  Westchester  Traction 
Company  was  granted  by  the  Town  Board  of  Auditors  of  the  town  of  Westchester, 
and  the  first  (luestlon  he  raises  is  as  to  whether  the  consent  thus  granted  vested  in 
the  Wakefield  and  Westchester  Traction  Company  a  valid  franchise,  the  Town  Board 
of  the  town  being  at  that  time  the  proper  franchise  granting  authority.  I  think 
Mr.  Nichols  must  be  in  error  in  stating  that  the  consent  was  granted  by  the  Town 
Board  of  Auditors,  as  the  documents  filed  with  the  franchise  department  of  the 
Commission  show  that  the  consent  was  granted  by  the  Town  Board.  There  can 
therefore  be  no  doubt  that  the  Wakefield  Company  had  a  valid  franchise  over  the 
route  described  in  the  consent. 

The  Bronx  Traction  Company  succeeded  to  that  franchise  provided  the  franchise 
had  not  been  forfeited  prior  to  the  consolidation.  As  to  whether  or  not  It  had  been 
forfeited  a  serious  question  is  presented. 

Section  5  of  the  Railroad  Lraw  at  the  time  of  the  incorporation  of  the  Wakefield 
and  Westchester  Traction  Company  provided  as  follows : 

"  If  any  domestic  railroad  corporation  shall  not,  within  five  years  after  Its 
certificate  of  incorporation  is  filed,  begin  the  construction  of  its  road  and  ex- 
pend thereon  ten  percentum  of  the  amount  of  its  capital,  or  shall  not  finish  its 
road  and  put  it  li  operation  in  ten  years  from  the  time  of  filing  such  cer- 
tificate, its  corporate  existence  and  powers  shall  cease." 

This  section  has  been  held  to  be  applicable  to  street  railroad  corporations  and  to 
be  self  executing.  The  existence  of  the  corporation  is  terminated  by  failure  to 
comply  with  either  of  the  prescribed  conditions. 

Matter  of  Brooklyn,  Wlnfield  and  Newtown  Ry.  Co.,  72  N.  Y.  245. 
Matter  of  Brooklyn,  Wlnfield  and  Newtown  Ry.  Co.,  75  N.  Y.  335. 
(See)  Brooklyn  Steam  Transit  Co.  v.  City  of  Brooklyn,  78  N.  Y.  524. 

I  have  been  unable  to  ascertain  Just  when  the  construction  of  this  company's  line 
was  commenced.  It  is  very  doubtful  whether  it  was  commenced  within  the  time 
prescribed  by  the  statute  or  whether  the  required  amount  of  capital  was  expended 
within  that  time.  This  company,  though  organized  in  1892,  never  made  any  report 
to  the  State  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners.  The  company  was  merged  in  the 
Bronx  Traction  Company  in  1904.  The  first  report  showing  any  construction  was 
made  by  the  Bronx  Traction  Company  In  1904.  It  would  therefore  appear  ex- 
tremely unlikely'  that  the  condition  mentioned  was  complied  with  within  the  five 
years  mentioned  In  the  statute.  The  Franchise  Department  has  made  a  study  of  the 
subject,  but  has  been  unaiMe  to  reach  any  definite  conclusion. 

Whatever  the  decision  nuiy  be  upon  the  point  Just  mentioned,  it  is  certain  that 
the  line  was  not  completed  within  the  ten  years  prescribed  by  the  statute  for  the 
completion  of  the  line,  for  more  than  sixteen  years  have  elapsed  since  the  filing  of 
the  certificates  of  Incorporation  and  the  line  has  been  constructed  no  farther  Uian 
the  intersection  of  Fort  Schuyler  road  and  Eastern  boulevard.  It  would  appear, 
therefore,  that  the  company's  franchise  lias  been  forfeited  unless  the  time  for  con- 
struction has  been  extended  in  some  way.  I  know  of  no  way  whereby  the  time  for 
the  construction  could  have  been  extended  except  under  an  amendment  to  section  5 
of  the  Railroad  I^w. 

In  1901  section  5  of  the  Railroad  Law  was  amended  by  the  addition  of  the  fol- 
lowing : 

"  This  section  shall  not  apply  to  any  street  surface  railroad  company  In- 
corporated prior  to  July  first,  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety-five,  which  has 
obtained  or  l>ecomc  the  owner  of  tlie  consents  of  the  local  authorities,  of  any 
city  of  the  first  or  second  class,  given  under  article  four  of  the  railroad  law 
to  the  use  of  the  public  streets,  avenues,  or  highways  for  the  construction  and 
operation  of  the  railroad   thereon." 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  this  amendment  could  have  no  application  to  the  Wake- 
field and  Westchester  Traction  Company  as  the  consents  It  had  were  those  of  the 
local  authorities  of  a  town  and  not  those  of  the  local  authorities  of  a  city  of  the 
first  or  second  class.  This  amendment,  therefore,  cannot  save  the  company's  fran- 
chise from  forfeiture. 

If,  as  seems  to  be  the  case,  the  franchise  rights  of  the  Wakefield  and  Westohester 
Traction  Company  have  been  forfeited,  it  would  seem  unnecessary  to  pass  upon  the 
remaining  nuestions  raised  by  Mr.  Nichols,     However,  they  will  be  noticed  briefly. 

Mr  Nichols  raises  a  cjues'tion  as  to  the  location  of  the  road  designated  In  the 
consent  of  the  town  of  West<'hester  as  the  "  new  road  to  I^ong  Island  Sound."  The 
order  of  the  Commission  assumes  that  the  road  intended  Is  the  Town  Dock  road 
which  intersects  Eastern  boulevard  at  a  point  north  of  the  intersection  of  Fort 
Schuylor  road  with  t:astern  l)oulevard.  Mr.  Nichols  is  of  the  opinion,  however,  that 
the  road  referred  to  is  I^'orris  avenue  or  Ferry  I*oint  road,  which  lies  to  the  south 
of  the  intersection  of  F'ort  Schuyler  road  and  l'j«istcrn  boulevard.  If  this  interpre- 
tation is  correct,  the  Wakefield  and  Westchestf'r  Traction  Company  never  had  any 
franchise  rights  on  Eastern  boulevard  north  of  the  intersection  of  Fort  Schuyler 
road  therewith.  ,  .......      ^  .        «   ., 

The  language  used  Is  verv  ambiguous.  It  was  claimed  by  the  Union  Railway 
Company  In   Its  answer  and 'upon  the  hearing  that  it  had   no  franchise  rights  on 
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Eastern  boulevard  north  of  the  intersection  of  Fort  Schuyler  road  and  Eastern 
boulevard  and  that  by  "  the  new  road  to  Iiong  Island  Sound  "  was  meant  Ferris 
avenue  or  Ferry  Point  road.  Ilow^ever,  upon  the  hearing,  Mr,  Edward  A.  Maher, 
until  recently  President  of  the  Union  Kallw^ay  Company,  admitted  that  the  road  in- 
tended was  the  New  Dock  road  (or  Town  Dock  road)  above  mentioned.  It  having 
betn  thus  admitted  that  the  company  had  franchise  rights  over  a  portion  of  Eastern 
boulevard  north  of  the  intersection  of  Fort  Schuyler  road  and  Eastern  boulevard, 
the  Commission  accepted  the  company's  statement  and  issued  its  order  accordingly. 

It  is  Impossible  to  determine,  from  the  maps  and  documents  tiled  with  the  Com- 
mission which  Interpretation  is  correct.  A  map  filed  by  the  Union  Railway  Com- 
pany with  the  ITranchise  Department  of  the  Commission  shows  the  route  as  ex- 
tending through  Ferris  avenue.  I  am  of  the  opinion,  however,  that  the  road  re- 
ferred to  is  the  Town  Do<'k  road.  The  consent  of  the  town  of  Westchester  describes 
the  line  as  extending  "  to  Long  Island  Sound  ;"  and  the  certificate  of  incorporation 
of  the  Wakefield  and  Westchester  Traction  Company  describes  the  terminus  of  the 
line  as  the  "  Junction  of  Ix)ng  Island  Sound  with  the  new  road  between  the  Eastern 
boulevard  and  said  Long  Island  Sound."  Several  maps  prepared  at  different  times 
by  the  authorities  of  the  borough  of  the  Bronx  are  on  file  with  the  Franchise  De- 
partment of  the  Commission.  On  all  these  maps  the  Town  Dock  road  is  shown  as 
extending  to  the  Sound,  whereas  Ferris  avenue  or  Ferry  Point  road  is  shown  as 
extending  only  part  way  to  the  Sound.  There  could  therefore  be  no  "  Junction  " 
between  this  road  and  the  Sound.  However,  it  is  a  matter  of  what  was  intended 
at  the  time,  and  In  the  absence  of  any  knowledge  as  to  what  the  Intent  was,  no 
definite  determination  can  be  reached. 

Mr.  Nichols  inquires  whether  the  company's  interpretation  of  the  franchl.se  in 
regard  to  the  streets  or  roads  on  which  It  was  granted  evidenced  by  the  maps  fur- 
nished by  the  Union  Railway  Company,  precludes  it  from  claiming  the  right  to 
construct  In  a  different  direction  on  the  same  street,  when  the  description  of  the 
route  contained  in  the  consent  may  be  considered  ambiguous. 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  any  ambiguity  may  be  cleared  up  and  the  actual  intent 
may  be  ascertatned.  The  company's  interpretation  may  be  taken  for  what  it  is 
worth,  but  is  not  conclusive.     Resort  may  be  had  to  extrinsic  circumstances. 

Smith  V.  Ilelmer,  7  Barb.  415. 

Union  Pac.  R.  R.  Co.  v.  Hall  et  al.,  91  U.  S.,  343,  351. 

Mr.  Nichols  seems  to  be  of  the  opinion  that  the  order  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission should  have  been  directed  to  the  Bronx  Traction  Company  instead  of  the 
Union  Railway  Company.  In  this  I  think  he  is  right.  As  has  been  noted,  the 
Union  Railway  Company  has  the  use  of  the  tracks  of  the  Bronx-  Traction  Company 
under  an  agreement  with  that  company,  but  there  is  nothing  In  that  agreement 
whereby  the  Union  Railway  Company  undertakes  to  extend  the  tracks  of  the  Bronx 
Traction  Company  or  to  perform  any  of  Its  obligations  so  far  as  the  extension  of 
tracks  is  concerned.  If  there  Is  any  agreement  between  these  companies  whereby 
the  Union  Railway  Company  obligates  Itself  to  extend  the  tracks  of  the  Bronx 
Traction  Company,  it  has  not  been  filed  with  the  Commission. 

Mr.  Nichols  seems  to  be  in  doubt  whether  the  Commission  has  power  to  make 
an  order  requiring  a  company  to  utilize  Its  entire  franchise  where  it  is  using  only 
a  part  thereof.  The  decisions  of  the  courts  upon  this  point  leave  little  room  for 
doubt.  It  Is  held  that  a  railroad  company  need  not  accept  a  franchise  unless  it 
chooses  to  do  so,  but  that  if  It  accepts  the  franchise  it  must  take  it  as  offered,  and 
the  company  has  no  right  to  accept  in  part  and  reject  in  part.  The  company  owes 
a  duty  to  the  public  to  exercise  the  entire  franchise  granted  to  It.  The  franchise 
can  only  be  legally  exercised  by  the  company  operating  Its  entire  road.  There  Is 
no  privilege  granted  or  right  obtained  to  operate  a  part  thereof;  and  If  it  under- 
takes to  do  so  it  is  exercLsing  a  franchise  or  privilege  without  legal  sanction. 

The  People  vs.  The  Albany  and  Vermont  Railroad  Company,  24  N.  Y.  2G1. 

Matter  of  Metropolitan  Transit  Company,  111  N.  Y.  588. 

T'nion  Pacific  R.  R.  Co.  vs.  Hall  et  al..  91  U.  S.  343. 

Paige  vs.  Schenectady  Ry.  (^o.,  178  N  Y.  102,  114. 

Collins  vs.  Amsterdam   St.  R.   R.  Co..  7(1  App.  T)lv.  249. 

Goelet  vs.  Metropolitan  Transit  Co.,  48  Hun,  520. 

And  It  seems  that  mandamus  will  lie  to  compel  a  railroad  company  which  is 
exercising  a  part  of  its  franchise  to  exercise  its  entire  franchise. 

The  l*eople  vs.  The  Albany  and  Vermont  Railroad  Companv,  24  N.  Y.  261. 
Union  Pacific  R.  il.  Co.  vs.  Hall  et  al.,  91  U.  S.  343. 

The  failure  of  the  company  to  exercise  Its  entire  franchise  being  thus  a  violation 
of  law  and  of  the  terms  and  conditions  of  Its  franchise,  the  Commission  has  power 
under  section  48  of  the  Publlr  Service  (N)mmlsslons  I^w  to  make  an  order  requiring 
the  company  to  exercl.se  Its  entire  franchise,  and  may  enforce  its  order  by  mandamus. 

Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  §  48. 
Public  Service  Commissions  Uiw,  fi  57. 

My  conclusions  therefore  are : 

1.  The  consent  of  the  town  of  Wostchester  to  the  Wakefiold  and  Westchester 
Traction  Company  in  1892  vested  in  that  company  a  valid  franchise  over  the  route 
described  In  the  consent. 

2.  T^pon  the  consolidation  of  this  company  and  other  companies  Into  the  Bronx 
Traction  Company  In  1904,  the  Bronx  Traction  Company  succeeded  to  the  rights  of 
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the  Wakefield  and  Westchester  Traction  CompaDy  provided  those  rights  had  not 
been  forfeited  under  section  5  of  the  Railroad  Law.  Apparently,  however,  these 
rights  had  been  forfeited. 

3.  If  these  rights  have  not  been  forfeited,  the  Commission  has  power  to  make 
an  order  requiring  the  Bronx  Traction  Company  to  extend  its  line  over  the  entire 
route  described  in  the  consent  above  mentioned,  or  requiring  the  Union  Railway 
Company  to  extend  the  line  if  that  company  has  become  obligated  in  any  way  to 
extend  the  same. 

4.  The  order  of  the  Commission  in  this  case  was  directed  to  the  Union  Railway 
Company  which  operates  its  cars  over  the  tracks  of  the  Bronx  Traction  Company 
under'  an  agreement  for  the  use  of  the  tracks.  As  the  Union  Railway  Company 
does  not  under  the  terms  of  this  agreement  undertake  to  extend  the  tracks  of  the 
Bronx  Traction  Company,  apparently  the  order  should  have  been  directed  to  the 
Bronx  Traction  Company. 

5.  The  language  used  in  the  consent  of  the  town  of  Westchester  in  describing 
the  streets  through  which  the  road  should  extend  after  leaving  the  junction  of  Fort 
Schurlcr  road  and  Eastern  boulevard  is  so  ambiguous  that  it  Is  impossible  to  de- 
termine the  direction  intended. 

I  would  recommend  that  an  investigation  be  had  in  order  to  determine 

1.  Whether  the  rights  granted  by  the  town  of  Westchester  to  the  Wakefield  and 
Westchester  Traction  Company  have  been  forfeited. 

2.  If  such  rights  have  not  been  forfeited,  then  to  determine  over  what  streets 
such  rights  extend. 

3.  Whether  there  is  any  agreement  between  the  Bronx  Traction  Company  and 
the  Union  Railway  Company  whereby  the  latter  is  obligated  to  extend  the  lines  of 
the  Bronx  Traction  Company. 

4.  Whether  any  of  the  franchises  of  the  Bronx  Traction  Company  are  still  valid 
and  subsisting. 

A  general  investigation  of  the  franchises  of  this  Company  would  enable  the  Com- 
mission to  get  at  the  facts  and  determine  what  course  to  pursue.  As  matters  now 
stand  orders  of  the  Commission  affecting  the  lines  of  this  company  are  likely  to  be 
rendered  nugatory  by  the  action  of  the  city  In  claiming  that  there  is  no  franchise 
and  refusing  to  permit  the  company  to  execute  these  orders. 

Respectfully  yours, 

(Signed)  GEO.  S.  COLEMAN, 

Counael  to  the  Commis8ion, 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  rehearing  order  was  issued: 

REHEARING   ORDER   No.    789. 
October  16,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  474,  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  May  8,  1908,  under 
and  pursuant  to  an  Order  for  Hearing  No.  368,  made  March  27,  1908,  directing 
the  said  Union  Railway  Company  and  Frederick  W.  Whltridge,  its  receiver,  to 
extend  their  line  op  Fort  Schuyler  road  from  the  easterly  terminus  at  the  inter- 
section of  said  road  with  tbe  Eastern  boulevard  along  said  Eastern  boulevard 
up  to  the  point  where  Town  Dock  road  intersects  said  Eastern  boulevard  and  as 
far  as  the  franchise  rights  of  the  said  company  extend  on  said  Eastern  boule- 
vard, and  said  Order  No.  474  having  been  duly  served  upon  the  Union  Railway 
Company  and  Frederick  W.  Whitrldge,  its  receiver,  and  said  company  having 
accepted  said  Order  No.  474  on  May  12,  1908.  and  said  company  having  subse- 
quently, on  October  14.  1908.  applied  In  writing  to  this  Commission  for  a  re- 
hearing in  respect  to  the  matter  contained  In  paragraph  (1)  of  said  Order  No. 
474,  and  sufficient  reason  for  said  rehearing  having  been  made  to  appear ; 

Ordered,  That  said  request  for  a  rehearing  bo  granted,  and  that  the  said  rehear- 
ing upon  the  matters  contained  In  paragraph  (1)  of  said  Order  No,  474,  entered 
and  filed  on  May  8,  1908,  be  held  on  the  5th  day  of  November,  1908,  at  2:30 
o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  ad- 
journed, at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  determine  after  such  rehearing  and 
after  consideration  of  the  facts.  Including  those  arising  after  the  making  of 
Order  No.  474,  If  any  part  thereof  is  unjust,  unwise,  and  whether  the  said  Ordor 
No.  474  should  be  abrogated,  changed  or  modified. 

And  if  any  such  abrogation,  changes  or  modifications  are  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made,  then  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  changes  or  modifi- 
cations of  the  said  order,  and  to  determine  the  time  of  taking  effect  of  the  order 
as  changed  or  modified. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and   reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  complainants  and  the  said  Union  Railway  Com- 
pany and  Frederick  W.  Whitrldpo,  Its  receiver,  be  given  at  least  ten  (10)  days' 
notice  of  such  rehearing,  by  service  upon  them,  either  personally  or  by  mail,  of 
a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  rehearing  said  company  shall  be 
afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining  witnesses   as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  time  of  the  said  TTnion  Railway  Company  and  Fred- 
erick W.  Whitrldge,  Its  receiver,  within  which  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  para- 
graph (1)  of  said  Order  No.  474  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  until  such 
time  as  the  Commission  shall  enter  an  order  upon  the  rehearing  herein  pro- 
vided for. 

Hearing  held  November  5th. 
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The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDER   No.   827,   VACATING  IN   PART   ORDER   No. 
November  10,   1908. 


474. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  rehearing  had  herein  on  the 
5th  day  of  November,  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  had  pur- 
suant to  Onlor  for  UohenHnfj  No.  781),  dated  the  17th  day  of  October,  1908,  and 
returnable  on  the  5th  day  of  November,  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  said  order 
was  duly  served  upon  the  Union  Railway  Company  and  upon  Frederick  W.  Whlt- 
ridge,  as  receiver  of  said  company;  and  it  appearing  that  said  order  for  rehear- 
ing was  issued  by  the  Commission  upon  due  application  of  said  company  after 
service  on  said  company  of  Final  Order  No.  474,  made  and  filed  herein  on  May  8, 
1908,  ordering  and  directing  said  company  and  said  receiver,  among  other  things, 
to  extend  their  line  from  the  easterly  terminus  of  said  line  on  Fort  Schuyler  road, 
,at  the  intersection  of  said  road  with  Eastern  boulevard  up  to  the  point  where 
said  Eastern  boulevard  is  Intersected  by  the  Town  Dock  road,  and  as  far  as  the 
franchise  rights  of  the  said  company  extend  on  ICastern  boulevard,  and  to  com- 
plete said  extension  and  begin  the  operation  of  cars  thereon  not  later  than  the 
15th  day  of  June,  1908,  and  after  service  on  said  company  of  various  extension 
orders  extending  the  time  for  the  completion  of  such  line ;  and  it  appearing  that 
said  rehearing  was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  embracea 
In  said  order  for  rehearing  on  the  5th  day  of  November,  1908,  before  Mr.  Com- 
missioner Eustis,  presiding,  Harry  M.  Chamberlain,  Esq.,  Assistant  Counsel,  ap- 
pearing for  the  Commission  and  Henry  A.  Robinson,  Esq.,  appearing  for  said  rail- 
way company  and  for  said  i*eceiver;  and  proof  having  been  taken  upon  said 
rehearing,  and  It  having  been  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  re- 
hearing that  the  Union  Railway  Company  has  no  franchise  rights  on  E^astera 
boulevard,  or,  at  least,  that  the  franchise  rights  on  Eastern  boulevard  are  of 
doubtful  validity,  and  that  under  the  circumstances  such  original  order  No.  474, 
in  so  far  as  it  directs  the  extension  of  such  line  upon  Eastern  boulevard,  may 
have  been  unwarranted,  and  that  It  would  therefore  be  proper  to  direct  that  said 
Final  Order  No,  474  be  abrogated  to  that  extent, 
Now,  on  motion  of  George. S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  for  the  Commission,  it  is 
Ordered:  1.  That  said  original  Order  No.  474  of  this  Commission,  in  so  far  as 
it  directs  the  extension  of  the  line  of  the  Union  Railway  Company  on  Eastern 
'boulevard,  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  abrogated,  vacated  and  set  aside. 

2.  That   this   order   shall    take   efTect   Immediately   and   shall   continue   in   force . 
until   such   time   as   the   Public   Service   Commission   for   the   First   District   shall 
otherwise  order. 

3.  That  this  order  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  the  right  of  the  Commission 
to  hold  such  other  and  further  hearing  or  hearings  and  to  issue  such  other  and 
further  order  or  orders  in  the  matter  of  the  extension  of  the  line  of  said  com- 
pany on  Eastern  boulevard  or  elsewhere,  as  may  to  the  Commission  seem  Just  and 
reasonable. 

4.  That  this  order  shall  be  filed  in  the  ofilce  of  the  Commission  and  a  certified 
copy  thereof  be  served  upon  said  railway  company  and  upon  said  Frederick  W. 
Whitridge,  as  receiver  of  said  company. 


OPINIONS,  ORDERS  AND  REPORTS  BASED  MAINLY 
ON  MANNER  OF  OPERATION. 


Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company.— Cross-over  switches  on 
the  Nostrand  avenue  line  at  Church  avenue;  turning  cars 
back  at  Church  avenue. 

Hearing  Order  No.  326. 

Opinion  of  Commissioner   Bassett. 

Final  Order  No.   376. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 

Hearing  upon  motion  of  the  CommlsRlon  on  the 
question  of  changes  in  the  regulations,  practices 
and  service  of  the  BROOKLYN  HEKJITTS  RAIL- 
ROAD COMPANY. 


•  Cross-over  switches  on  the  Nostrand  avenue  line  at 
Church  avenue.'* 


HEARING  ORDER  No.  326, 
March  10,  1008. 


Ti  i»  herehv  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  23rd  day  of  March,  1908,  at 
2  :80  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,   at  the   rooms  of  the   Commission,   No.   154   Nassau  street,  t>oroagh   of 
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Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  whether  the  regu- 
lations, practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Rail- 
road Company,  in  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  State  of  New  York, 
are  unreasonable,  improper  or  inadequate,  and  whether  changes,  improvements  and 
additions  thereto  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  In  the  manner  below  set  forth.  In 
order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public,  or  in  order  to  secure 
adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  and  if  such 
be  found  to  be  the  fact,  then  to  determine  whether  a  change,  addition  and  im- 
provement in  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  said 
company,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  are  such  as  may  lie  just,  reasonable,  adequate 
and  proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  to  accommodate  the  passenger  traffic 
offered  to  it  and  to  promote  the  convenience  of  the  public,  or  in  order  to  secure 
adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  that  is  to  say  : 
Whether  the  following  changes,  additions  and  regulations  should  be  put  Into 
effect : 

1.  That  the  cars  at  present  operated  on  the  Nostrand  avenue  line  be  run  through 
to  the  southerly  terminus  of  said  line  at  Vanderveer  l*ark.  Instead  of  some  of  them 
being  turned  back  at  Church  avenue. 

2.  That  the  cross-over  switch  located  at  Nostrand  and  Church  avenues  on  the 
Nostrand  avenue  line  be  removed. 

And  if  any  such  regulations,  chansres.  improvements  and  additions  be  found  to 
be  such  as  o'ught  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  details  of  sucfi 
changes.  Improvements  and  additions,  and  to  determine  what  period  would  be  ;i 
reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  and  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  tht 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  Ordered,  That  the  said  Brooklvn  Heights  Railroad  Company  be  given 
at  least  ten  (10)  davs'  notice  of  such  hearing,  by  service  upon  It,  either  personally 
or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company 
be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  March  23d. 

♦[It  is  not  proper  to  order  removal  of  cross-over  as  a  means  of  correcting  abuse 
of  switching  back  cars  unnecessarily.] 

Opintov  op  Commission. 
(Adopted   March   27,    1008.) 
Commissioner  Bassbtt: — 

This  matter  was  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Commission  by  the  complaints 
of  the  Flatbush  Tax  Payers'  Association  and  others.  Their  grievance  is  that  the 
railroad  company  switches  back  cars  at  CThurch  avenue  which  should  run  through  to 
Vanderveer  park.  As  a  means  of  putting  an  end  to  this  abuse,  the  complainants 
ask  that  the  company  be  ordered  to  remove  the  cross-over  switch  at  Church  avenue. 

After  hearing  the  testimony  of  the  complainants  and  of  the  railroad  company,  I 
believe  that  there  is  cause  for  complaint,  but  I  do  not  believe  that  the  proper 
method  of  correcting  the  existing  abuses  Is  to  order  the  switch  torn  up.  This 
cross-over  or  switch  has  Its  proper  uf^es,  and  1  believe  that  in  this  case  and  in  all 
similar  cases  the  Commission  slionld  refuse  to  order  removal  of  cross-overs  as  a 
means  of  correcting  the  abuse  of  switching  cars  back  unnecessarily. 

From  the  company's  testimony  in  this  hearing,  it  would  appear  that  a  two  and 
one-half  minute  headway  is  maintained  In  rush  hours  under  normal  conditions  of 
travel.  This  I  believe  to  be  sufficient,  and  in  order  to  prevent  unnecessary  switch- 
ing back  of  cars  I  present  herewith  an  order  limiting  the  ^ars  switched  back  to 
those  which  are  crippled  and  to  the  switching  back  of  one,  and  that  the  last  one, 
of  a  number  of  cars  that  have  become  bunched.  The  practice  has  been  to  switch 
back  the  first  car.  and  this  almost  invariably  Is  the  heaviest  loaded.  By  specifying 
the  last  car  I  have,  I  believe,  selected  the  one  carrying  the  smaller  number  of 
passengers. 

I  believe  that  the  adoption  of  this  order  will  remedy  the  evil  complained  of. 
especially  as  the  testimony  of  the  complainants  shows  that  since  the  service  of  the 
order  for  hearing  conditions  have  been  very  materially  bettered. 

Thereupon  the   following  final  order  was  Issued: 

FINAL  ORDER  NO.   376. 
March  27,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  23rd 
day  of  March.  1908.  and  It  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant 
to 'an  order  of  this  Commission,  No.  .'V20,  made  March  10,  1908.  and  returnable  on 
the  23rd  dav  of  March,  1908.  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the 
Brooklyn    Heights    Railroad   Company,    and    that    the   said    service    was   by    it   duly 


•  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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acknowledged  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission 
on  the  matters  in  said  order  speclfled  on  March  23,  1908.  before  Mr.  Commissioner 
Bassett  presiding,  Arthur  DuBoIs,  Esq.,  app'^arlng  for  the  Commission  and  Arthur 
N.  Dutton,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  at  which 
hearing  proof  was  taken. 

Now,  It  being  made  to  appear,  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  hearing,  that  the 
regulations,  practices  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Kailroad  Company,  In 
respect  to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District  on  its  Nostrana  avenue 
line,  between  Church  avenue  and  V'andervecr  I*ark,  has  been  and  Is  unreasonable, 
improper  and  Inadequate,  and  it  being  the  Judgment  of  the  Commission  that  the 
said  railroad  company  does  not  run  cars  enough  reasonably  to-  accommodate  the 
passenger  traffic  transported  by  or  offered  for  transportation  by  or  offered  for 
transportation  to  it  on  its  Nostrand  avenue  line  Iwtweon  Church  avenue  and 
Vanderveer  Park,  and  that  the  said  railroad  company  does  not  run  its  cars  with 
sufficient  frequency  between  the  snid  points  on  Its  Nostrand  avenue  line. 

Now,  therefore,  pn  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  Is 

Ordered,  That  with  the  exception  of  such  cars  as  may  be  disabled  or  in  need  of 
immediate  repair,  or  such  car  as  may  be  the  last  of  a  group  of  three  or  more  cars 
arriving  at  the  Church  avenue  cross-over  at  one  time,  no  southbound  car  on  the 
Nostrand  avenue  line  shall  be  switched  back  at  Church  avenue. 

That  in  no  event  shall  the  first  car  of  a  group  of  three  or  more  cars  arriving 
at  Church  avenue  at  one  time  be  switched  back  unless  disabled  or  in  need  of 
immediate  repair,  nor  shall  any  car  be  so  switched  Ixack  unless  a  car  or  cars  ahead 
are  held  for  the  purpose  of  providing  sufficient  accommodation  to  carry  the  pas 
sengers  transferring  from  the  car  switched  back  at  Church  avenue. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  pffect  at  once  and  continue 
In  force  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  taking  effect  of  the  same,  but 
without  prejudice  for  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearing  and  action  thereon 
by  the  Commission  in  respect  of  anything  herein  prescribed  or  in  respect  of  any- 
thing covered  by  the  order  for  hearing  herein,  prior  to  the  expiration  of  said 
period  of  two  years. 

And  it  is  further  ordered,  That  before  April  3,  1008.  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Rail- 
road Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  whether 
the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  Nassau  Electric  Railroad 
Company. —  Failure  to  stop  cars  at  the  north  end  of  the 
bridge  crossing  Coney  Island  creek. 


Complaint  op  Sarah  Emmons 

against 

Brooklyn'  Heights  Railroad  Company. 


Complaint    Order    No.    633. 
Hearing  Order  No.  658. 
Final  Order  No.  729. 


Complaint  Order  No.  633    (see  form,  note  1)   issued  July  14th. 

On  July  24,  1908,  a  letter  was  received  from  J.  F.  ('ahlerwood,  Vice-President 
and  General  Mana^rer  of  the  Brooklyn  Hcij^hts  Railroad  Company,  statin*?  that 
the  line  compbined  against  was  not  operated  by  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Rail- 
road Company  but  by  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company.  Hearing  Order 
No.  668  and  Final  Order  No.  729  were  accordingly  directed  to  the  latter 
company. 

Hearing  Order  No.  658    (see  form,  note  3)    issued  August  3d. 

Hearings  held  August  11th  and  26th. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 


SARAH  EMMONS, 
against 


Complainant, 


NASSAU    ELKOl^RIC  RAILROAD  COMPANY, 

,  Defendant. 

"  E'allure  to  stop  cars  at  North  end  of  bridge  cross- 
ing Coney  Island  Creek." 
After  Hearing  Order  No.  6ri8,  dated  AuBust  3,  lOOS. 


FINAL  OUDKR   No.   7L>I». 
September  22,  1908. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  August  11. 
1008»  August  18,  1908,  and  August  26,  1908 ;  and  It  appearing  that  said  hearing 
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Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regu- 
lations, practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Rail- 
road Company,  in  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  State  of  New  York, 
are  unreasonable,  improper  or  inadequate,  and  whether  changes.  iraproTements  and 
additions  thereto  ought  reasonably  lo  be  made  in  the  manner  below  set  forth.  In 
order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public,  or  in  order  to  secure 
adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  and  if  such 
be  found  to  be  the  fact,  then  to  dftermine  wheth*»r  a  change,  addition  and  im- 
provement in  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  said 
company,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  arc  such  as  may  be  just,  reasonable,  adequate 
and  proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  to  accommodate  the  passenger  trafllc 
offered  to  it  and  to  promote  the  convenience  of  the  public,  or  in  order  to  secure 
adequate  service  and  facilities  for  th**  transportation  of  passengers,  that  is  to  say  : 
whether  the  following  changes,  additions  and  regulations  should  be  put  into 
effect : 

1.  That  the  cars  at  present  operated  on  the  Nostrand  avenue  line  be  run  through 
to  the  southerly  terminus  of  said  line  at  Vanderveer  Park,  instead  of  some  of  them 
being  turned  back  at  Church  avenue. 

2.  That  the  cross-over  switch  located  at  Nostrand  and  Church  avenues  on  the 
Nostrand  avenue  line  be  removed. 

And  if  any  such  regulations,  changes.  Improvements  and  additions  be  found  to 
be  such  as  ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  details  of  surii 
changes,  improvements  and  additions,  and  to  determine  whnt  period  would  l)e  :\ 
reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  shonld  be  directed  and  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  th«? 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Further  Ordered.  That  the  said  Brooklvn  Heights  Railroad  Company  he  given 
at  least  ten  (10)  davs'  notice  of  such  hearing,  by  service  upon  It.  either  personally 
or  bv  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company 
be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  March  23d. 

•[It  Is  not  proper  to  order  removal  of  cross-over  as  a  means  of  correcting  abuse 
of  switching  back  cars  unnecessarily.! 

Opinion  op  Commission. 
(Adopted   March   27,    1008.) 
Commissioner  Bassbtt  : — 

This  matter  was  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Commission  by  the  complaints 
of  the  Flatbush  Tax  Payers'  Association  and  others.  Their  grievance  Is  that  the 
railroad  company  switches  back  cars  at  Church  avenue  which  should  run  through  to 
Vanderveer  park.  As  a  means  of  putting  an  end  to  this  abuse,  the  complainants 
ask  that  the  company  be  ordered  to  remove  the  cross-over  switch  at  Church  avenue. 

After  hearing  the  testimony  of  the  complainants  and  of  the  railroad  company,  I 
believe  that  there  Is  cause  for  complaint,  but  I  do  not  believe  that  the  proper 
method  of  correcting  the  existing  abuses  Is  to  order  the  switch  torn  up.  This 
cross-over  or  switch  has  Its  proper  uses,  and  T  ?)elieve  that  in  this  case  and  In  all 
similar  cases  the  Commission  should  refuse  to  order  removal  of  cross-overs  as  a 
means  of  correcting  the  abuse  of  .switching  cars  back  unnecessarily. 

From  the  company's  testimony  in  this  hearing.  It  would  appear  that  a  two  and 
one-half  minute  headway  Is  maintained  in  rush  hours  under  normal  conditions  of 
travel.  This  I  believe  to  be  suflicient,  and  in  order  to  prevent  unneces.sary  switch- 
ing back  of  cars  I  present  herewith  an  order  limiting  the  ^ars  switched  back  to 
those  which  are  crippled  and  to  the  switching  back  of  one,  and  that  the  last  one, 
of  a  numl>er  of  cars  that  have  become  bunchod.  The  practice  has  been  to  switch 
back  the  first  car.  and  this  almost  Invariably  Is  the  heaviest  loaded.  By  specifying 
the  last  car  I  have,  I  believe,  selected  the  one  carrying  the  smaller  number  of 
passengers. 

I  believe  that  the  adoption  of  this  order  will  remedy  the  evil  complained  of. 
especially  as  the  testimony  of  the  complainants  shows  that  since  the  sei-vlce  of  the 
order  for  hearing  conditions  have  been  very  materially  bettered. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDER  NO.   376. 
March  27,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  23rd 
day  of  March,  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant 
to  an  order  of  this  Commission,  No.  ',V2(i.  made  March  10.  1908,  and  retiirnable  on 
the  23rd  day  of  March,  1008.  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the 
Brooklyn   Heights    Railroad   Company,    and    that   the   said    service    was   by    it   duly 

•  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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acknowledged  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission 
on  the  matters  In  said  order  sperlfled  on  March  23,  1908,  bPfore  Mr.  Commissioner 
Bassett  presiding,  Arthur  DiiBoia,  Esq^  appearing  for  the  Commission  and  Arthur 
N.  Dutton,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  at  which 
hearing  proof  was  taken. 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear,  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  hearing,  that  the 
regulations,  practices  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Hailroad  Company,  in 
respect  to  transportation  of  persons  In  the  First  District  on  its  Nostrana  avenue 
line,  between  Church  avenue  and  Vanderveer  Park,  has  been  and  is  unreasonable, 
improper  and  inadequate,  and  it  being  the  Judgment  of  the  Commission  that  the 
said  railroad  company  does  not  run  cars  enough  reasonably  to.  accommodate  the 
passenger  traffic  transported  by  or  offered  for  transportation  by  or  offered  for 
transportation  to  it  on  its  Nostrand  avenue  line  betweon  Church  avenue  and 
Vanderveer  Park,  and  that  the  said  railroad  company  does  not  run  Its  cars  with 
sufficient  frequency  between  the  said  points  on  its  Nostrand  avenue  lino. 

Now,  therefore,  on  motion  of  (icorge  S.  Coleman,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  with  the  exception  of  such  cars  as  may  be  disabled  or  in  need  of 
immediate  repair,  or  such  car  as  may  be  the  last  of  a  group  of  three  or  more  cars 
arriving  at  the  Church  avenue  cross-over  at  one  time,  no  southbound  car  on  the 
Nostrand  avenue  line  shall  be  switched  back  at  Church  avenue. 

That  in  no  event  shall  the  first  car  of  a  group  of  three  or  more  cars  arriving 
at  Church  avenue  at  one  time  be  switched  back  unless  disabled  or  in  need  of 
immediate  repair,  nor  shall  any  car  be  so  switched  iMick  unless  a  car  or  cars  ahead 
are  held  for  the  purpose  of  providing  sufficient  accommodation  to  carry  the  pas 
sengers  transferring  from  the  car  switched  back  at  Cburch  avenue. 

And  it  in  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  at  once  and  continue 
in  force  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  taking  effect  of  the  same,  but 
without  prejudice  for  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearing  and  action  thereon 
by  the  Commission  in  respect  of  anything  herein  prescribed  or  in  ri'spect  of  any- 
thing covered  by  the  order  for  hearing  herein,  prior  to  the  expiration  of  said 
period  of  two  years. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  before  April  3.  1908.  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Rail- 
road Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  whether 
the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  Nassau  Electric  Railroad 
Company. —  Failure  to  stop  oars  at  the  north  end  of  the 
bridge  crossing  Coney  Island  creek. 


Complaint  of  Sarah  Emmons 

against 

Brookly;?  Heights  Railroad  Company. 


Complaint    Order    No.    633. 
Hearing  Order  No.  658. 
Final  Order  No.  729. 


Complaint  Order  No.  633    (see  form,  note  1)    issuFd  July  14th. 

On  July  24,  1908,  a  letter  was  received  from  J.  F.  Calderwood,  Vice-President 
and  General  Manager  of  the  Broolclyn  H'.ij^hts  Railroad  Company,  stating  that 
the  line  complained  against  was  not  operated  by  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Rail- 
road Company  but  by  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company.  Hearing  Order 
No.  668  and  Final  Order  No.  729  were  accordingly  directed  to  the  latter 
company. 

Hearing  Order  No.  658    (see  form,  note  3)    issued  August  3d. 

Hearings  held  August  llth  and  26th. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 


SARAH   EMMONS, 
againat 


Complainant, 


NASSAU    ELKCl^RIC  RAILROAD  COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

"  Failure  to  stop  cars  at  North  end  of  bridge  cross- 
ing: Toney  Island  Creek." 
After  Hearing  Order  No.  6r>8,  dated  August  3,  lOOS. 

This  matter  coming:  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  August  11, 
1908,  August  18,  1908,  and  August  26,   1008  ;  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing 


FINAL  ORPKR  No.   7lM). 
September  22,  1008. 
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Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regu- 
lations, practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Rail- 
road Company,  in  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  State  of  New  York, 
are  unreasonable,  improper  or  Inadequate,  and  whether  chanpes,  improvements  and 
additions  thereto  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  In  the  manner  below  set  forth,  in 
order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public,  or  In  order  to  setnirc 
adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  tran^portatiou  of  passengers,  and  if  such 
be  found  to  be  the  fact,  then  to  determine  whether  a  change,  addition  and  im- 
provement In  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  said 
company,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  are  such  as  may  be  Just,  reasonable,  adequate 
and  proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  to  accommodate  the  passenger  traffic 
offered  to  it  and  to  promote  the  convenience  of  the  public,  or  In  order  to  secure 
adequate  service  and  facilities  for  th*»  transportation  of  passengers,  that  is  to  say: 
Whether  the  following  changes,  additions  and  regulations  should  be  put  into 
effect : 

1.  That  the  cars  at  present  operated  on  the  Nostrand  avenue  line  be  run  through 
to  the  southerly  terminus  of  said  line  at  Vanderveer  l*ark.  Instead  of  some  of  them 
being  turned  back  at  Church  avenue. 

2.  That  the  cross-over  switch  located  at  Nostrand  and  Church  avenues  on  the 
Nostrand  avenue  line  be  removed. 

And  if  any  such  regulations,  chancres,  improvements  and  additions  be  found  to 
be  such  as  ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  details  of  sucfi 
changes,  improvements  and  additions,  and  to  determine  what  period  would  be  :i 
reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  and  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  thi- 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Further  Ordered.  That  the  said  Brooklvn  Heights  Railroad  Company  be  given 
at  least  ten  (10)  davs*  notice  of  such  hearing,  by  service  upon  it.  either  personally 
or  bv  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company 
be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presentine  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  March  23d. 

•[It  is  not  proper  to  order  removal  of  cross-over  as  a  means  of  correcting  abuse 
of  switching  back  cars  unnecessarily.] 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted   March   27,    1908.) 
Commissioner  Bassbtt  : — 

This  matter  was  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Commission  by  the  complaints 
of  the  natbush  Tax  Payers'  Association  and  others.  Their  grievance  is  that  the 
railroad  company  switches  back  cars  at  CThurch  avenue  which  should  run  through  to 
Vanderveer  park.  As  a  means  of  putting  an  end  to  this  abuse,  the  complainants 
ask  that  the  company  bo  ordered  to  remove  the  cross-over  switch  at  Church  avenue. 

After  hearing  the  testimony  of  the  complainants  and  of  the  railroad  company,  I 
believe  that  there  Is  cnu.se  for  complaint,  but  I  do  not  believe  that  the  proper 
method  of  correcting  the  existing  abuses  is  to  order  the  switch  torn  up.  This 
cross-over  or  switch  has  Its  proper  uses,  and  T  believe  that  in  this  case  and  in  all 
similar  cases  the  Commission  slionld  refuse  to  order  removal  of  cross-overs  as  a 
means  of  correcting  the  abuse  of  switching  cars  back  unneces.sarlly. 

From  the  company's  testimony  In  this  hearing,  It  would  appear  that  a  two  and 
one-half  minute  headway  Is  maintained  In  rush  hours  under  normal  conditions  of 
travel.  This  I  believe  to  be  sufficient,  and  in  order  to  prevent  unnecessary  switch- 
ing back  of  cars  I  present  herewith  nn  order  limiting  the  ^ars  switched  back  to 
those  which  are  crippled  and  to  the  switching  back  of  one,  and  that  the  last  one, 
of  a  number  of  cars  that  have  become  bunched.  The  practice  has  been  to  switch 
back  the  first  car,  and  this  almost  invariably  is  the  heaviest  loaded.  By  specifying 
the  last  car  I  have,  I  believe,  selected  the  one  carrying  the  smaller  number  of 
passengers. 

I  believe  that  the  adoption  of  this  order  will  remedy  the  evil  complained  of. 
especially  as  the  testimony  of  the  complainants  shows  that  since  the  service  of  the 
order  for  hearing  conditions  have  been  very  materially  bettered. 

Thereupon  the   following  final  order  was   issued: 

FINAL  ORDER  NO.   376. 
March  27,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  23rd 
day  of  March,  190.S.  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pur.suant 
to  an  order  of  this  Commission.  No.  326,  made  March  10,  1908,  and  returnable  on 
the  2.Srd  day  of  March,  1908.  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the 
Brooklyn    Heights    Railroad    Company,    and    that    the   said    service    was   by    It    duly 

*  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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acknowledged  and  that  the  said  hcarlnj?  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission 
on  the  matters  in  said  order  specified  on  March  23,  1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner 
Bassett  presiding,  Arthur  DuBois,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission  and  Arthur 
N.  Dutton,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  at  which 
hearing  proof  was  taken. 

Now,  ft  being  made  to  appear,  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  hearing,  that  the 
regulations,  practices  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  in 
respect  to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District  on  its  Nostrand  avenue 
line,  between  Church  avenue  and  Vanderveer  Park,  has  been  and  Is  unreasonable, 
improper  and  Inadequate,  and  It  being  the  judgment  of  the  Commission  that  the 
said  railroad  company  does  not  run  cars  enough  reasonablv  to-  accoramrtdate  the 
passenger  traffic  transported  by  or  oCCored  for  transportation  by  or  offered  for 
transportation  to  it  on  its  Nostrand  avenue  line  betwoon  Church  avenue  and 
Vanderveer  Park,  and  that  the  said  railroad  company  does  not  run  its  cars  with 
sufficient  frequency  between  the  said  points  on  its  Nostrand  avenue  line. 

Now,  therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  counsel  to  the  Commission.  It  Is 

Ordered,  That  with  the  exception  of  such  cars  as  may  be  disabled  or  In  need  of 
Immediate  repair,  or  such  car  as  may  be  the  last  of  a  group  of  three  or  more  cars 
arriving  at  the  Church  avenue  cross-over  at  one  time,  no  southbound  car  on  the 
Nostrand  avenue  line  shall  bo  switched  back  at  Church  avenue. 

That  In  no  event  shall  the  first  car  of  a  group  of  three  or  more  cars  arriving 
at  Church  avenue  at  one  time  be  switched  back  unless  disabled  or  In  need  of 
Immediate  repair,  nor  shall  any  car  be  so  switched  l>ack  unless  a  car  or  cars  ahead 
are  held  for  the  purpose  of  providing  sufficient  accommodation  to  carry  the  pas 
sengers  transferring  from  the  car  switched  back  at   Church   avenue. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  eftect  at  once  and  continue 
in  force  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  taking  efTect  of  the  same,  but 
without  prejudice  for  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearing  and  action  thereon 
by  the  Commission  In  respect  of  anything  herein  prescribed  or  in  respect  of  any- 
thing covered  by  the  order  for  hearing  herein,  prior  to  the  expiration  of  said 
period  of  two  years. 

And  it  ia  further  ordered,  That  before  April  3.  1908.  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Rail- 
road Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  whether 
the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  w^lll  be  obeyed. 


Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  Nassau  Electric  Railroad 
Company. —  Failure  to  stop  cars  at  the  north  end  of  the 
bridge  crossing  Coney  Island  creek. 


Complaint  of  Sarah  Emmons 

against 

Brooklyjc  Heights  Railroad  Company. 


Complaint    Order    No.    633. 
Hearing  Order  No.  658. 
Final  Order  No.  729. 


Complaint  Order  Xo.  633    (see  form,  note  1)    issued  July  14th. 

On  July  24,  1908,  a  letter  was  received  from  J.  F.  ('alder wood,  Vice-President 
and  General  Manaj^er  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  statinjr  that 
the  line  complained  against  was  not  operated  by  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Rail- 
road Company  but  by  the  Nassau  Klectric  Railroad  Company.  Hearing  Order 
No.  668  and  Final  Order  No.  729  were  accordingly  directed  to  the  latter 
company. 

Hearing  Order  Xo.  65S    (sec  form,  note  3)    issued  August  3d. 

Hearings  held  August  11th  and  26th. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 


SARAH  EMMONS, 
/ 
against 


Complainant, 


NASSAU    EI.E(^TRIC   RAILROAD  COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

**  Failure  to  stop  cars  at  North  end  of  bridge  cross- 
ing Coney  Island  Creek." 
After  Hearing  Order  No.  658,  dated  AuRust  3,  lOOS. 


I'MNAL  OROKU   No.   7:?n. 
September  22,  1908. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  August  11, 
1008,   August  18,  1008,  and  August  20,  1008;  and  It  appearing  that  said  hearing 
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was  had  pursuant  to  Order  No.  658  of  this  Commission,  issued  upon  complaint  and 
answer  herein,  dated  August  3,  1908.  and  returnable  on  August  11,  1908,  at  2  :30 
p.  M. ;  and  it  appearing  that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  said  Sarah  Emmons, 
complainant,  and  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company,  defendant,  and  that  said 
service  was  by  said  company  duly  acknowled^d ;  and  it  appearing  that  said  hear- 
ing was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  complaint, 
answer  and  order  specified  on  August  11,  1908,  August  18,  1908,  and  August  26, 
1908;  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission 
on  the  matters  in  said  complaint,  answer  and  order  specified  on  the  aforesaid  dates 
before  Mr.  Commissioner  McCarroil,  presiding,  Harry  M.  Chamberlain,  Esq., 
assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission  and  A.  B.  MacNamara,  Esq.,  attor- 
ney, appearing  for  the  complainant,  and  Arthur  N.  Dutton,  Esq.,  appearing  for  said 
Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company ;  and  testimony  having  been  taken  upon  said 
hearing;  and  it  having  been  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing 
that  the  service  of  said  company  upon  the  line  of  said  company  known  as  the 
West  End  Line  at  and  near  the  north  end  of  the  bridge  crossing  Coney  Island 
creek  is  inadequate,  in  that  northbound  trolley  cars  of  said  company  do  not  make 
any  stop  at  the  point  mentioned,  although  the  southbound  trolley  cars  do  stop  at 
said  point,  and  persons  in  that  vicinity  desiring  to  take  northl>ound  trolley  cars 
are  obliged  to  walk  across  said  bridge  to  the  south  side  thereof,  in  order  to  take 
said  cars  and  northbound  passengers  destined  for  the  locality  mentioned  are 
obliged  to  alight  on  the  south  side  of  said  bridge  and  walk  across  said  bridge ;  and 
it  appearing  that  it  is  not  safe  for  passengers  to  cross  said  bridge ;  and  it  having 
been  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  changes  in  said 
service  in  the  particulars  hereinafter  set  forth  ought  reasonably  to  be  made,  in 
order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public  and  that  ten  days 
would  be  a  reasonable  time  within  which  such  changes  should  be  directed  to  be 
executed. 

Now,  therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commis- 
sion, it  is 

Ordered,  That  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  be  and  it  hereby  is  directed 
and  required 

1.  To  fix  a  safe  and  convenient  point  on  the  north  side  of  the  aforesaid  bridge 
at  which  northbound  trolley  cars  will  stop  on  signal  of  a  person  or  persons  de- 
siring to  board  said  cars  at  said  point  or  on  notice  to  the  conductor  of  a  pas- 
senger or  passengers  desiring  to  alight  therefrom,  at  said  point; 

2.  To  make  and  enforce  a  rule  requiring  stops  to  be  made  as  hereinbefore  pro- 
vided ; 

3.  To  continue  in  operation  its  present  practice  of  stopping  all  southbound 
trolley  cars  on  the  north  side  of  said  bridge,  at  the  place  now  in  use  for  that 
purpose.     It  is  further 

Ordered,  That  the  changes  above  mentioned  be  put  into  effect  within  ten  days 
after  service  on  said  company  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order  and  continued  in' 
force  until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  shall 
otherwise  order.     It  is  further 

Ordered,  That  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public  Service 
'    ■       '       ..         .     .   ^. -        .  -.  ice 


Commission  for  the  First  District  within  five  days  after  service  on  said  company 
of  a   certified   coi        -   ->  •         -  .....  -       .,        , 

and  will  be  obeyc< 


of  a   certified   copy   of  this   order  whether   the    terms  of  said  order   are   accepted 
__,     ...  .-   ^  -cd. 


.Brooklyn     Heights     Railroad     Company. —  Discontinuance     of 
Thirty-ninth  Street  Ferry-Bay  Ridge  Avenue  Line. 


Hearing    Order   No.    725. 
Final  Order  No.  766. 


i 


HEARING  ORDER.  No.  725. 
September  18,  1908. 


WILLIAM  A.  DWINELL, 

Oomplainant, 
against 

BROOKLYN     HEIGHTS      RAILROAD      COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

'•  Discontinuance    of    30th    Street    Ferry-Bay    Ridge 
Avenue  Line." 

Upon  the  complaint  herein  and  the  answer  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad 
Company  thereto,  dated  July  14th,  it  Is 

Ordered,  That  upon  the  matters  contained  therein  a  hearing  be  had  on  the 
Ist  day  of  October,  1008,  at  2 :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or 
times  to  which  the  same  may  l)e  adjournod,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission, 
No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York. 

To  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  premises 
as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 
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Furitier  Ordered.  That  the  said  complainant  and  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights 
Railroad  Company  be  given  at  least  ten  (10)  days*  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service 
upo^  said  William  A.  l>winell,  1437  Seventy-flftn  street,  Bruol&lvn,  N.  Y.,  and  upon 
the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  eithor  personally  or  by  mail,  of  a 
certiQ^d  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  comnlainant  and  said 
company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examin- 
ing and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  October  Ist. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.  756. 
October  2,  1908. 

An  Order  for  Hearing,  No.  725,  having  been  made  herein  on  the  18th  day  of 
September,  1008,  upon  the  complaint  of  William  A.  Dwinell,  dated  the  6th  day  of 
July,  1908,  and  the  answer  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  to  said 
complaint,  dated  the  14th  day  of  July,  1908,  and  said  order  having  been  duly 
served  upon  said  William  A.  Dwineli  and  upon  said  Brooklvu  Heights  Railroad 
Company,  and  said  hearing  having  come  on  before  this  Commission  on  the  1st  day 
of  October,  1908.  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett  presiding,  and  Grosvenor  U.  Backus, 
Assistant  Counsel  to  the  Commission  attending,  and  Mr.  Arthur  N.  Dutton,  super- 
intendent of  transportation  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  appearing 
for  said  company,  and  said  William  A.  Dwineli  naving  withdrawn  said  complaint, 

Now,  on  motion  duly  made  and  seconded,  it  is  hereby 

Ordered,  That  said  complaint  of  said  William  A.  Dwineli  against  said  Brookyln 
Heights  Railroad  Company  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  dismissed  without  prejudice 
to  the  right  of  the  Commission  to  make  such  further  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  may  from  time  to  time  appear  necessary  or  proper. 

See  the  following  proceeding. 


Brooklyn     Heights     Railroad     Company. —  Discontinuance 
Thirty-ninth  Street  Ferry-Bay  Ridge  Avenue  Line. 


of 


Hearing  Order  No.  755. 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 

Dismissal  Order  No.   849. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  as  to  the 
regulations,  practices  and  sprvicp  of  the  BROOK- 
LYN   HEIGHTS   RAILROAD   COMPANY. 


Discontinuance    of    Thirty-ninth     Street     Ferry-Bay 
Ridge   Avenue   Line. 


HEARING  ORDER  No.   755. 
October  2,  1908. 


Tt  i8  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  he  had  on  the  8th  day  of  October,  1908, 
at  3  ;30  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations, 
practices  or  service  of  said  company  in  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons 
within  the  First  District,  to  wit,  over  its  line  or  lines  between  Thirty-ninth  Street 
Ferry  and  Ulmer  Park,  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  are  unjust,  unreasonable, 
improper  or  inadequate,  and  if  It  be  so  found  then  to  determine  whether  changes 
In  said  regulations,  practices  or  service  in  the  particulars  following,  at  the  place 
or  places  herein  mentioned,  would  be  Just,  reasonable,  adequate  and  proper,  and 
whether  such  changes  shall  be  put  in  force,  observed  and  used  on  the  line  of  said 
company,  namely : 

1.  Whether  the  snid  Brooklvn  Heights  Railroad  Company  should  be  directed  to 
restore  its  service  between  Thirty-ninth  Street  Ferry  and  rimer  park,  via  Second 
avenue,  SIxty-flfth  street.  Third  avenue.  Bay  Ridge  avenue.  Thirteenth  avenue. 
Eighty-sixth  street  and  Twenty-fifth  avenue,  or  other  street  or  streets,  as  said 
service  existed  prior  to  the  1st  day  of  July.  1908,  or  to  establish  a  service  sub- 
stantially similar  to  such  service  as  existed  between  Thirty-ninth  Street  ferry  and 
Ulmer  park  prior  to  said  Ist  day  of  July,  1908. 
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2.  Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  give  the  right  of  way  to  the 
cars  operated  on  said  service  between  Thirty-ninth  Street  ferry  to  Ulmer  park, 
in  each  direction,  so  that  said  cars  shall  not  be  held  up  by  the  switching  of 
Third  avenue  cars  at  Third  avenue  and  Sixty-fifth  street  or  by  the  Hamilton  afenue 
cars  at   Sixty-seventh  street. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  'in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  be  given  at 
least  five  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it.  either  personally  or  by 
mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company 
be  afforded  all  reasonnole  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  hereinbefore  set  forth. 

Hearings  were  held  October  8th,   lOtli,  23d,  30th  and  November  6th. 

Opinion  op  Commission. 
(Adopted  November  20,  1908.) 

(!0M. MI  SSI  ONER   DASSKTT  : 

At  one  time  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  operated  a  surface  line 
between  Thirty-ninth  street  ferry  and  TTlmer  park,  Brooklyn,  via  Second  avenue. 
Third  avenue.  Bay  Ridge  avenue.  Thirteenth  avenue.  Eighty-sixth  street  and 
Twenty-fifth  avenue.  The  trafi'C  upon  said  line  became  so  small  that  it  was  dis- 
continued. The  present  complaint  prays  for  Its  restoration.  Passengers  using  the 
Thirty-ninth  street  ferry  can  be  accommodated  by  transfers  so  that  they  may  travel 
over  the  same  route.  This  is  accomplished  by  using  other  surface  lines  having 
their  termini  at  Thirty  ninth  street  ferry  or  at  the  Sixty-fifth  street  station  of 
the  elevated  railroad.  The  complainants,  however,  urge  that  the  cars  proceeding 
down  the  Incline  from  the  Sixty-tifth  street  elevated  railroad  station  are  so 
crowded,  especially  in  the  rush  hours,  .that  it  is  difficult  or  Impossible  for  them  to 
obtain  adequate  service  at  the  transfer  points.  The  difficulties  of  the  situation  at 
the  Sixty-fifth  street  elevated  terminal  are  pointed  out  in  my  opinion  in  Order  No. 
597.  The  proof  shows  that  if  the  discontinued  line  should  be  restored  it  would 
not  average  more  than  five  passengers  in  each  car.  This  conclusion  Is  based  upon 
the  ^number  of  passengers  now  using  by  transfers  the  identical  route  of  the  discon- 
tinued line.  Tt  is  likely  that  if  the  line  were  actually  restored  more  passengers 
than  this  would  u.se  it,  but  the  number  would  undoubtedly  be  much  smaller  than 
would  warrant  ordering  the  restoration  of  the  line.  The  opinion  of  the  experts 
of  the  Commission  is  that  the  traffic  would  not  waiTant  such  an  order.  I,  therefore, 
recommend  that  the  complaint  be  dismissed. 

This  investigation  together  with  communications  from  various  citizens  has 
brought  Into  prominence  the  deplorable  conditions  existing  at  the  Brooklyn  terminal 
vf  the  Thirty-nintli  street  municipal  ferry.  Passengers  are  compelled  to  walk  nearly 
nne-thlrd  of  a  mile  from  the  surface  cars  to  the  ferry  house.  This  walk  Is  without 
shelter  most  of  the  way  and  causes  an  entire  lack  of  co-operation  between  the  move- 
ments of  surface  cars  and  ferry  boats,  I  have  taken  up  the  matter  with  the  rail- 
road companies  involved  and  the  dock  department  in  an  endeavor  to  cause  the 
operation  of  the  surface  lines  along  temporary  structures  on  the  city's  property  to 
the  ferry  house.  Progress  has  already  been  made  in  this  direction  and  I  hope  to 
he  able  to  report  soon  that  an  arrangement  has  been  concluded  for  the  temporary 
accommodation  of  this  tratfic  until  the  permanent  ferry  house  and  approach  Is 
finished. 

Thereupon  the  following  dismis.sal  order  was  issued: 

DISMISSAL   ORDER  No,    849. 
November  20,  1908. 

An  order  of  the  Commission,  No.  755,  havlncr  been  made  herein  on  the  2d  dav 
of  October,  1908.  directing  a  hearing  on  October  8.  1908.  In  the  matter  of  the 
discontinuance  of  the  Thirty-ninth  Street  Ferry-Bay  Ridge  Avenue  Line,  and  said 
hearinc  having  boon  duly  had  before  the  Conimi!»slon  on  October  8,  1908,  Octo- 
ber 16,  1908.  October  2.S.  1908.  October  30.  190S.  and  November  6.  1908,  and  it 
appearing  from  testimony  taken  at  said  hearing,  on  which  opinion  was  rendered 
by  Commissioner  Bassett,  that  the  rostoratlon  of  said  Thirty-ninth  Street  Ferry- 
Bay  Ridge  Avenue  I^ine  would  not  be  warranted  by  the  number  of  passengers 
accommodated  by  said  line. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  said  complaint  be.  and  the  same  hereby  is,  dismissed,  and  that 
this  order  be  filed  in  the  oflUce  of  the  Commission. 
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Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  CSompany. — Inadequate  service  on 
the  croestown  line  at  Manhattan  avenue  bridge  over  Newtown 
cl-eek. 

Complaint  Order  No.  691. 
Hearing  Order  No.  724. 
Opinion  of  Counsel. 
Opinion  of   Commissioner   Bassett. 
Final  Order  No.  845. 
Extension  Order,  Case  845. 
Rehearing  Order,  Case  845. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 
Final  Order,  Case  845. 

Complaint    of    Babtley    J.    Wright 

against 

Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  091    (sec  form,  note  1)   issued  August  25th. 

The  company  answered,  on  September  1st,  stating  that  the  service  was  reason- 
able and  that  it  would  be  impracticable  to  extend  the  Crosstown  Service  to  Long 
Island  City  during  the  greater  period  of  the  day  bei-ause  of  interference  on 
the  bridge  caused  by  frequent  opening  of  the  draw.  The  following  hearing 
order,  "on  motion  of  the  Commisision,"  was  issued: 


In  tbe  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commission  as  to  the 
regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  and 
service  of  the  BROOKLYN  HEI(;nTS  RAILROAD 
COMPANY,  in  the  respects  hereinafter  mentioned. 


'  Inadequate     service    on     the     crosstown     line     at 
Manhattan  Avenue  bridge,  over  Newtown  creek." 


HEARING  ORDER  No.  724. 
September  18,  1908. 


It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  Thirtieth  day  of  September, 
1908,  at  2 :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the 
same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  (Commission,  No.  154  Nassaa  street, 
borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  Now  York,  to  inqiiire  whether  the  regu- 
lations, practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Rail- 
road Company  upon  and  near  its  line  known  as  the  Crosstown  Line  upon  and  across 
the  bridge  known  as  the  Manhattan  Avenue  bridge,  over  Newtown  creek,  and  upon 
and  near  the  approaches  to  said  bridge,  in  the  city  and  State  of  New  York,  in 
respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  in  said  city  are  unjust,  unreasonable, 
improper  or  Inadequate ;  and  if  it  be  so  found,  then  to  inquire  and  determine 
whether  changes  in  said  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  in 
the  particulars  following  will  l)e  Just,  reasonable,  adequate  and  proper,  and 
whether  changes  therein  and  additions  thereto  in  the  particulars  following  ought 
reasonably  to  I)e  made.  In  order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the 
public  and  In  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation 
of  paspi'nirers,  namely  : 

1.  Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  and  required  to  operate  its  cars 
on  its  line  known  as  the  *' (Yosstown  Tiine  "  across  Manhattan  Avenue  bridge,  over 
Newtown  creek,  at  all  hours,  so  as  to  afford  through  service  on  said  line  across 
said  bridge,  at  all  hours. 

2.  Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  and  required  to  provide  electrical 
power  for  the  prr)pelling  of  its  cars  upon  said  l)ridtre  and  upon  the  track  and 
approaches  to  said  })ridge  at  all  times,  to  the  end  that  there  shall  be  no  "  dead 
section  "  of  said  line,  caused  by  the  opening  of  the  draw  of  said  bridge,  or  otherwise. 

3.  To  determine  the  number  of  cars  that  should  ]»e  oi)erated  upon  said  line  and 
the  frequency  of  (heir  operation  or  the  numln^r  of  seats  that  should  be  furnished 
within  a  given  time  or  times  and  past  a  given  point  or  points  upon  said  line, 
in  order  reasonably  to  accommodate  the  traffic  transported  by  said  company  or 
offered  for  transportation  to  it,  upon  said  line. 
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4.  Whether  other  changes,  improyements  and  additions  In  and  to  the  regulations, 
practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad 
Company  upon  said  line  and  across  said  bridge  ought  reasonably  to  be  made,  for 
the  purposes  aforesaid. 

5.  If  it  be  found  that  the  changes,  improvements  and  additions  above  mentioned 
or  any  of  them  are  such  as  ought  reasonably  to  be  made,  then  to  determine  the 

Sartlculars  and   extent   thereof   and   the   time   within   which   the   same  should   be 
irected  to  be  executed. 
All    to   the   end   that   the   Commission    may    make   such   order  or   orders  in   the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable.     It  is  further 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  be  given  at  least 
eight  (8)  days*  notice  of  said  hearing,  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally  or  by 
mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company  be 
afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  held  September  30th  and  October  7th  and  8th. 

Opinion  op  Counsel. 

October  28,  1908.- 
Hon.  Edwabd  M.  Bassbtt,  Commissioner: 

Sir: — Referring  to  your  oral  request  that  I  inform  you  concerning  the  franchise 
rights  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  upon  and  across  the  Manhattan 
avenue  bridge  over  Newtown  creek,  and  from  the  northerly  side  of  Newtown  creek 
to  the  Thirty-fourth  street  ferry,  and  supplementing  the  report  already  made  to  you 
by  Mr.  Chamberlain,  I  beg  to  advise  you  as  follows; 

By  chapter  823  of  the  Laws  of  1866,  the  Legislature  authorized  and  empowered 
the  Nassau  lUilroad  Company  of  the  cltv  of  Brooklyn  to  construct,  maintain  and 
operate,  with  horse  power  only,  a  railroad  in  and  upon  certain  streets,  avenues  and 
places,  route  and  routes  specified  in  the  act,  a  copy  of  which  was  attached  to  Mr. 
Chamberlain's  report.  The  route,  in  so  far  as  is  material  here,  is  given  in  the  act 
as  follows : 

"  Beginning  at  the  ferries  at  the  foot  of  West  J5eoond  street,  near  the  depots* 
of  the  Ix)ng  Island  and  Flushing  Railroad  Companies;  at  Hunter's  Point  In 
Queens  county,  thence  by  double  track  along  West  Second  street  and  the  turn- 
pike, across  the  bridge  over  Newtown  creek,  leading  to  Union  avenue,  thenc 
along  irnion  avenue.  Orchard  street.  Van  Cott  avenue  and  Fifth  street  to 
Broadway,  thence  along  Broadway  and  Rush  street  to  Kent  avenue,  thenco 
along  Kent  avenue  and  Clvmer  and  Taylor  streets  to  a  point  where  Washington 
avenue  when  built  and  extended  across  the  Wallabout  bay  will  meet  or  connect 
with  either  of  said  streets,  thence  along  Washington  avenue,  Montgomery 
street  and  Franklin  avenue  to  the  town  of  Flatbush,  with  a  continuation  from 
Washington  avenue  along  Park  avenue  and  Flushing  avenue  to  Ravmond  and 
Navy  streets,  thence  along  Raymond  and  Navy  streets  to  Willoughby  street, 
thence  along  Willoughby  street  to  the  City  Hall  and  the  County  Court  House  on 
Joralemon  street,  thence  along  Joralemon  and  Court  streets  to  Atlantic  street, 
and  thence  along  Atlantic  street  to  the  South  Ferry,  thence  returning  by  the 
same  route  or  streets  and  avenues  to  the  Junction  of  Broadway  and  Fourth 
street,  thence  along  Fourth  street  and  North  Ninth  street  to  Fifth  street,  and 
thence  along  Fifth  street,  Van  Cott  avenue.  Orchard  street.  Union  avenue,  and 
across  said  bridge  over  Newtown  creek  and  along  said  turnpike  and  West 
Second  street  to  the  ferries,  the  point  or  place  of  beginning ;  with  the  switches, 
turnouts,  and  sidings  actually  necessary  and  proper  for  the  operation  of  such 
road." 

The  Nassau  Railroad  Company  was  incorporated  March  3,  1865,  under  the  Gen- 
eral Railroad  Act  of  18r>0.  ^     ^^  ,,  ,.       ^  ^ 

By  chapter  576  of  the  Laws  of  1868,  the  Nassau  Railroad  Company  and  another 
company  (the  Greenpoint  and  Wllllamsburgh  Railroad  Company)  were  consolidated 
under  the  name  of  Brooklyn  City,  Hunter's  Point  and  Prospect  Park  Railroad  Com- 
pany. By  chapter  453  of  the  lAwa  of  1872  the  name  "Brooklyn  City,  Hunters 
Point  and  Prospect  Park  Railroad  Company  "  was  changed  to  **  Brooklyn  Crosstpwn 
Railroad  Company."  The  properties  of  this  company  were  subsequently  leased  to 
the  Brooklyn  Citv  Railroad  ("ompany,  and  were  held  under  lease  by  that  company 
for  some  time,  as  were  also  the  properties  of  the  following  companies: 

Bushwlck  Railroad  Company;  Calvary  Cemetery,  Greenpoint  and  Brooklyn  Rail- 
road Company:  New  Wllllamslmrgh  and  Flatbush  Railroad  Company;  Greenpoint 
and  Lorimer  Street  Railroad  Company  ;  Grand  Street  and  Newtown  Railroad  Com- 

^^On'  October  31.  1800.  the  Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company  having  acquired  the 
caDltal  stock  of  these  companies  filed  a  certificate  thereof  in  the  office  of  the  Secre- 
tarv  of  State,  whereupon  tln'se  properties  merged  into  and  became  a  part  of  the 
Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company.  ^  ^    .        „"  .»,      _.   u*       #   *!»« 

The  Brooklyn    City   Railroad   Company   thus   succeeded   to  all   the   rights  of  the 

'Tni^nuaT/^l!  IsSrthe'^Common  Council  of  the  city  of  Brooklyn  granted  to  the 
Brookiyn  City  Railroad  Company  permission  to  change  its  motive  power  from  horse 

^^On^Fcbruarv*li!*^1893,  the  properties  of  this  company  were  leased  for  IT99  years 
to  the  Brooklyn  Helghte  Railroad  Company,  by  which  company  they  are  now 
operated. 
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with  reference  to  the  right  of  the  company  to  operate  cars  over  the  present 
bridge,  I  would  call  attention  to  section  110  of  the  Railroad  Law,  which  is  as 
follows : 

"  Shonld  any  street  surface  railroad  company  have  crossed  any  bridge  as  a 

Eart  of  its  route  for  a  period  of  mor©  than  nve  years  and  should  any  other 
ridge  be  substituted  therefor  at  any  time,  such  company  shall  have  the  right 
to  cross  such  substituted  bridge  and  to  lay  and  use  railway  tracks  thereon  for 
the  transit  of  its  cars  and  to  make  all  changes  and  extensions  of  Its  route 
subject  to  all  the  provisions  of  this  act,  as  the  convenient  operation  of  its 
cars  and  public  convenience  may  require,*' 

Regarding  operation  through  Borden  avenue  to  and  from  the  Thirty-fourth  street 
ferry.  It  will  be  noted  that  the  grant  of  April  26,  1866,  to  the  Nassau  Company 
covers  this  route.  I  am  informed  that  the  "  West  Second  Street "  mentioned  in 
the  grant  la  now  Borden  avenue.  For  a  number  of  years  a  horse  car  service  was 
operated  over  this  line,  the  line  being  called  the  "  Crosstown  Annex  Line,"  and 
being  a  double  track  line  .161  miles  in  length.  I  find  this  lino  mentioned  in  the 
Railroad  Reports  beginning  with  1897,  under  the  name  mentioned.  The  report  for 
1902  shows  the  line  still  In  operation,  but  the  reports  for  1903  and  succeeding 
years  show  the  line  "  not  operated."  It  wpuld  appear,  therefor,  that  the  line  was 
discontinued  In  1902  or  1903.  I  am  informed  by  the  railroad  company  that  the 
line  was  discontinued  at  the  time  of  the  construction  of  the  new  bridge  over  New- 
town creek.  I  have  been  unable  to  ascertain  just  when  the  operation  of  the  line 
was  commenced.  The  Railroad  Reports  prior  to  1897  make  no  mention  of  this  as 
a  separate  line. 

The  abandonment  by  the  corporation  of  the  portion  of  its  line  mentioned  did  not 
determine  or  forfeit  its  franchise.  Such  abandonment  operated  only  as  a  cause  of 
forfeiture  of  which  the  People  alone  could  take  advantage. 

Trelford  v.  Coney  Island  andS  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company,  6  App.  Div. 
204.  ^ 

People  V.  Broadway  Railroad  Company.  126  N.  Y.  29. 

Paige  V.  Schenectady  Railway  Company,  178  N.  Y.  102,  114. 

My  conclusion  Is  that  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  has  a  valid  fran- 
chise over  the  route  described  in  the  act  of  the  legislature  and  across  the  new 
bridge  over  Newtown  creek.  It  has  a  valid  franchise  in  Borden  avenue  between 
the  ferries  at  the  foot  of  that  avenue  and  the  point  where  the  line  originally  turned 
aside  to  cross  the  old  bridge  over  Newtown  creek.  The  rights  of  the  company  In 
this  avenue  have  not  been  forfeited.  However,  the  present  bridge  Is  much  higher 
and  longer  than  the  old  bridge  and  Is  elevated  above  and  extends  beyond  Borden 
avenue  so  that  It  would  be  impossible  to  operate  the  line  in  the  manner  contem- 
plated by  the  act  mentioned.  In  order  to  operate  the  line  as  a  continuous  line 
additional  franchise  rights  would  have  to  be  procured  between  the  northerly  terminus 
of  the  bridge  and  Borden  avenue.  Of  course,  a  shuttle  service  could  be  put  on  in 
Borden  avenue,  but  this  probably  would  not  pay,  as  the  line  would  not  connect  with 
the  main  part  of  the  Crosstown  line.  I  suggest,  therefore,  that  the  company  be 
advised'  to  apply  to  the  Commission  for  leave  to  abandon  the  portion  of  the  line 
lying  in  Borden  avenue.  In  any  event.  In  view  of  the  changed  conditions,  the  com- 
pany probably  should  not  be  required  to  operate  this  portion  of  Its  franchise. 

Respectfully  yours, 

(Signed)  GEO,  S.   COLEMAN, 

Counsel  io  the  Commission. 

Opinion  op  Commission. 
(Adopted  November  20,  1908.) 
COMMISSIONEH  Bassbtt  : — 

Two  lines  of  surface  cars  operated  by  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company 
proceed  on  Manhattan  avenue  across  Newtown  creek  to  Long  Island  Qty.  Newtown 
creek  is  a  navigable  stream  and  the  United  States  government  requires  the  oper- 
ation of  a  lift  bridge  In  order  to  accommodate  navigation.  The  constant  opening 
of  this  bridge  will  disarrange  any  regular  surface  car  schedule.  The  company  has 
endeavored  to  meet  this  condition  by  operating  the  Greenpoint  line  throughout  the 
day  and  additional  service  provided  by  shuttle  cars  during  rush  hours  across  the 
bridge.  This  service  causes  a  great  deal  of  complaint  because  of  the  infrequent  and 
irregular  operation  and  the  constant  change  of  cars.  The  remedy  proposed  allows 
the  two  said  lines,  both  of  which  are  Important  long  distance  lines,  to  stop  on  the 
Brooklyn  side  of  the  bridge,  with  the  exception  that,  the  Crosstown  line  proceeds 
to  Long  Island  City  In  the  evening  hours.  This  allows  the  maintenance  of  a 
more  regular  headway  on  these  important  lines.  The  shuttle  service  Is  enlarged 
and  Improved.  Connections  will  be  made  between  the  shuttle  cars  and  the  cars 
of  the  through  lines.     The  details  of  this  plan  are  sufficiently  given  In  the  order. 
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Correspondence  is  now  going  on  between  the  Commission  and  the  Department  of 
Bridges  in  an  endeavor  to  bring  about  less  freqaent  opening  of  the  lift  bridge. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.  845. 
November  20,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the 
30th  day  of  September,  1908,  and  on  the  8th  day  of  October,  1908 ;  and  it  appearing 
that  the  said  hearing  was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission  pursuant  to  bearing 
order  No.  724,  dated  September  18,  1908,  and  returnable  on  the  30th  day  of 
"September,  1908,  at  2 :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon ;  and  it  appearing  that  said 
hearing  order  No.  724  was  issued  upon  motion  of  the  Commission  after  service  on 
the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  of  complaint  order  No.  691  issued  upon 
the  complaint  of  Bartley  J.  Wright,  Esq.,  and  after  the  answer  of  said  railroad 
company  to  said  complaint  had  been  filed  with  the  Commission ;  and  it  appearing 
that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company 
and  that  such  service  was  by  It  duly  acknowledged ;  and  it  appearing  that  said 
hearing  was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  embraced  in  said 
complaint  and  answer  and  order  for  hearing  on  September  30,  1908,  and  on 
October  8,  1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett,  presiding,  Harry  M.  Chamber- 
Iain,  Esq.,  Assistant  Counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission  and  Arthur  N.  Dutton, 
Esq.,  appearing  for  said  railroad  company ;  and  testimony  having  been  taken  upon 
said  hearing;  and  It  having  been  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said 
hearing  that  the  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the 
Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  upon  and  near  Its  line  known  as  the  Cross- 
town  Line  upon  and  across  the  bridge  known  fta  the  Manhattan  Avenue  bridge 
(or  Vernon  Avenue  bridge)  over-  Newtown  creek  and  upon  and  near  the  ap- 
proaches to  said  bridge  in  the  city  and  State  of  New  York  in  respect  to  the 
transportation  of  persons  in  said  city  are  Improper  and  Inadequate  In  the  respects 
hereinafter  mentioned  and  that  changes  therein  and  additions  thereto  In  the  par- 
ticulars following  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  In  order  to  promote  the  security 
and  convenience  of  the  public  and  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and  facilities 
for  the  transportation  of  passengers ;  and  it  having  been  made  to  appear  after  the 
proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  it  will  be  reasonable  to  require  that  the  pro- 
visions of  this  order  be  put  into  effect  by  said  company  within  the  period  of  time 
hereinafter  mentioned,  and  that  such  periods  of  time  would  be  reasonable  and 
adequate  for  that  purpose. 

Now,  therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 

Jt  is  ordered: 

1.  That  said  company  discontinue  the  present  through   operation  of  the  Green- 

Eoint  Line  across  said  bridge  and  establish  the  northerly  terminus  of  said  line  at 
[anhattan  avenue  and  Commercial  street ; 

2.  That  between  the  hours  of  8  p.  m.  and  6  A.  M.  dally,  said  company  operate 
all  cars  of  its  Crosstown  Line  through  to  Fourth  street,  Long  Island  City ; 

3.  That  between  the  hours  of  6  a.  m.  and  8  p.  M.  dally,  said  company  install 
and  maintain  across  said  bridge  between  Box  street  and  Fourth  street  a  shuttle 
service  with  a  scheduled  headway  of  not  less  than  six  <6)  minutes  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  accommodate  passengers  transferring  from  the  Greenpolnt  Line  and 
from  the  Crosstown  Line; 

4.  That  the  dead  section  of  trolley  wire  created  by  the  opening  of  the  draw 
of  said  bridge  be  provided  by  said  company  with  electric  power  at  all  times; 

5.  That  said  company  comply  with  the  requirements  of  subdivisions  1,  2  and  8 
of  this  order  on  December  3,  1908,  and  that  said  company  comply  with  the  re- 
quirements of  section  4  of  this  order  on  or  before  December  23,  1908 ; 

6.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  as  hereinbefore  provided  and  shall  continue 
in  force  until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District 
shall  otherwise  order. 

Further  ordered,  That  the  said  company  be,  and  hereby  is,  authorised  to  make 
the  changes  in  routes  as  hereinbefore  ordered  upon  filing  and  publishing  as  pro- 
vided by  Tariff  Circular  No.  1  at  least  five  days  In  advance  of  the  said  Decem- 
ber 3,  1908,  a  supplement  which  shall  bear  the  following  notation  "  Issued  under 
special  permlRsion  of  the  P.  S.  C.-l  Order  No.  845  of  November  20.  1908." 

Further  ordered.  That  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  within  five  (5)  days  after  service  of 
this  order  upon  it  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  applic&tion  of  the  company  the  following  extension  order  was  issued: 

CASE   NO.   845,   EXTENSION   ORDER, 
December  1.  1908. 

An  order,  No.  845,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  20th  day  of  Novem- 
ber, 1908,  directing  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  (1)  to  make  certain 
changes  and  Improvements  In  the  service  on  its  crosstown  line  at  Manhattan  avenue 
bridge  over  Newtown  creek  by  December  3,  1908,  schedules  of  such  changes  to  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  at  least  five  days  prior  to  that  date.  (2)  to  provide  the 
dead  section  of  trolley  wire  created  by  the  opening  of  the  draw  of  said  bridge 
with  electric  power  at  all  times,  such  provision  to  be  made  before  December  23, 
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1908;  and  the  said  Brooklyn  Hel{;hts  Railroad  Company  having  on  November  25, 
1908,  applied  in  writing  for  an  extension  of  such  time, 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company 
shall  make  the  changes  and  improvements  above  mentioned  be,  and  the  same  hereby 
is,  extended  to  and  including  December  18,  1908,  and  the  time  within  which  said 
company  shall  provide  the  dead  section  of  trolley  wire  created  by  the  opening  of 
the  draw  of  said  bridge  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to  and  including 
January  7,  1909. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the- following  rehearing  order  was  issued : 

CASE  NO.  845.  REHEARING  ORDER  WITH  STAY. 
December  15,  1908. 

An  order  in  Case  *No.  845  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  the  20th  day  of 
November,  1008,  under  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  a  hearing.  No.  724,  made  on 
December  18,  1908,  and  thereafter  having  been  duly  served  upon  the  Brooklyn 
Heights  Railroad  Company,  and  in  and  by  said  order  said  company  having  been 
required  (1)  to  make  certain  changes  and  improvements  in  the  service  on  its 
crosstown  line  at  Manhattan  avenue  bridge  over  Newtown  creek  by  December  3, 
1908,  schedules  of  such  changes  to  be  filed  with  the  Commission  at  least  five 
days  prior  to  that  date,  (2)  to  provide  the  dead  section  of  trollev  wire  created  by 
the  opening  of  the  draw  of  said  bridge  with  electric  power  at  all  times,  such  pro- 
vision to  be  made  before  December  23,  1908;  and  the  time  of  the  said  company 
within  which  to  complv  with  section  (1)  having  l)eon  extended  to  and  including 
December  18,  1908,  and  the  time  within  which  to  comply  with  section  (2)  having 
been  extended  to  and  including  January  7,  1909.  by  the  terms  of  Extension  Order 
adopted  December  1.  1908,  and  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  having, 
on  December  9,  1908.  applied  in  writing  to  this  Commission  for  a  rehearing  In 
respect  to  the* matters  contained  In  said  order,  and  sufficient  reason  for  said  re- 
hearing having  been  made  to  appear,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  said  request  for  a  rehearing  be  granted,  and  that  the  said  rehearing 
upon  the  matters  contained  in  said  order  In  Case  No.  845.  entered  and  filed  on 
November  20,  1908,  be  held  on  the  18th  day  of  December,  1908,  at  3.30  o'clock  in 
the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at 
the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  citv  and 
State  of  New  York,  to  determine  after  such  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of 
the  facts,  including  those  arising  after  the  making  of  the  order  in  Case  845, 
whether  the  original  order,  or  any  part  thereof.  Is  In  any  respect  unlust  or  unwise, 
and  whether  the  said  order  In  Case  No.  845  should  be  abrogated,  changed,  or 
modified. 

And  if  any  such  abrogation,  changes,  or  modifications  are  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made,  then  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  changes  and  modi- 
fications of  the  said  order,  and  to  determine  the  time  of  taking  eflTect  of  the  order 
as  changed  or  modified. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable: 

Further  ordered,  That  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  be  given  at 
least  one  day's  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally  or  by 
mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  rehearing  said  company 
Bhali  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining 
and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  time  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  within 
which  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  said  order  In  Case  No,  845  be.  and  the  same 
hereby  is.  extended  until  such  time  as  the  Commission  shall  enter  an  order  upon 
'  the  rehearing  herein  provided  for. 

Hearing  held  December  18th. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  December  29,  1908.) 
CoMMiasioNPR  Bassett  : — 

Two  lines  of  surface  cars  operated  by  the  ^rookl.^Ti  Heights  Railroad  Company 
proceed  on  ^fanhattan  avenue  across  Newtown  creek  to  Long  Island  City.  New- 
town creek  is  a  navigable  str(fam  and  the  TJnited  States  government  requires  the 
operation  of  a  lift  bridge  in  order  to  accommodate  navigation.  The  constant  open- 
ing of  this  bridge  will  disarrange  any  regular  surface  car  schedule.  The  company 
has  endeavored  to  meet  this  condition  by  operating  the  Greenpoint  line  throughout 
the  day  and  additional  service  provided  by  shuttle  cars  during  rush  hours  across 
the  bridge.  This  service  causes  a  great  deal  of  complaint  because  of  the  infrequent 
and  irregular  operation  and  the  constant  change  of  cars.  The  remedy  proposed 
allows  the  two  said  lines,  both  of  which  are  important  long  distance  lines,  to  stop 
on  the  Brooklyn  side  of  the  bridge,  with  the  exception  that  the  Crosstown  line  pro- 
ceeds to  Long  Island  City  in  the  evening  ^ours.  This  allows  the  maintenance  of 
a  more  regular  headway  on  these  Important  lines.    The  shuttle  service  is  enlarged 
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and  improved.  Connections  will  be  made  between  the  shuttle  cars  and  the  cars 
of  the  through  lines.  The  details  of  this  plan  are  sufficiently  given  in  the  order. 
Correspondence  is  now  going  on  between  the  Commission  and  the  Dc^partment  of 
Bridges  in  an  endeavor  to  bring  about  less  frequent  opening  of  the  lift  bridge. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

CASE  NO.  845.  ORDER  At^^ER  REHEARING. 
December  29,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  htreln  on  the  30th 
day  of  December,  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  said  rehearing  was  had  by  and  before 
the  Commission,  pursuant  to  an  order  for  a  rehearing  In  Case  No.  845,  dated 
December  15,  1908,  and  returnable  on  December  18,  1008 ;  and  it  appearing  that 
said  order  for  rehearing  was  issued  at  the  request  of  said  railroad  company  after 
the  service  on  said  company  of  Final  Order  No.  845,  dated  November  20,  1908, 
and  after  service  on  said  company  of  extension  order  In  Case  No.  845,  dated  De- 
cember 1,  1908 ;  and  it  appearing  that  said  order  for  rehearing  was  duly  served 
upon  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company :  and  it  appearing  that  said  rehenr- 
ine  was  had  by  and  before  the  i'ommissfon  on  the  ISth  day  of  Decembt»r,  1908, 
before  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett,  presiding?,  Harry  M.  Chamberlain,  Esq..  assistant 
counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission  and  Arthur  N.  Duiton,  Esq.,  appearing  for 
said  railroad  company:  and  testimony  having  been  taken  upon  said  rehearing;  and 
the  Commission  being  of  the  opinion  after  such  rehearing  and  after  a  consideration 
of  the  facts,  including  those  arising  since  the  making  of  said  P'Inal  Order  No.  845, 
that  said  Final  Order  No.  845  is  not  unjust  or  unwarranted,  but  that  a  slight 
modification  of  certain  portions  thereof  as  Hereinafter  provided  may  be  advisable 
and  that  said  order  should  be  changed  and  modified  accordingly. 

Now,  on   motion  of  George  S.  Coleman.  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  It  Is 
Ordered,  That  said    Final   Order   No.    845    be   and    the   same    hereby    is  modified 
nunc  pro  tunc  as  of  the  20th  day  of  November,  1908,  so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

CASE  NO.  845,   FINAL  ORDBIt, 

This  matt<»r  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  30th 
day  of  September,  1908.  and  on  the  8th  day  of  October,  190S :  and  it  appearint; 
that  the  said  hearing  was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission  pursuant  to  nearln;; 
order  No.  724,  dated  September  18,  1908.  and  returnable  on  the  .30th  day  of 
Septeml>er,  1908,  at  2 :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon ;  and  it  appearing  that  said 
hearing  order  No.  724  was  Issued  upon  motion  of  the  Commission  after  service  on 
the  Brooklyii  Heights  Railroad  Company  of  complaint  oi-der  No.  GOl.  issued  upon 
the  complaint  of  Bartlev  J.  Wright,  Esq..  and  after  the  answer  of  said  railroad 
company  to  said  complaint  had  l)een  filed  with  the  Commission  ;  and  it  appearing 
that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company 
and  that  such  service  was  by  It  duly  acknowledged :  and  it  appearing  that  said 
hearing  was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  embraced  in  said 
complaint  and  answer  and  order  for  hearing  on  September  30.  1908,  and  on 
October  8,  1908,  before  Commissioner  Bassett,  presiding.  Harry  M.  Chamberlain. 
Esq.,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission  and  Arthur  N.  Dutton,  Esq., 
appearing  for  said  railroad  comjpany ;  and  testimony  having  been  taken  upon  said 
hearing:  and  it  having  been  made  to  appear  after  the  pro<*eedings  on  said  hearing 
that  the  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn 
Heights  Railroad  Companv  upon  and  near  its  line  known  as  the  Crosstown  Line 
upon  and  across  the  bridge  known  as  the  Manhattan  avenue  bridge  (or  Vernon 
avenue  bridge)  over  Newtown  creek  and  upon  and  near  the  approaches  to  said 
bridge  in  the  city  and  State  of  New  York.  In  respect  to  the  transportation  of  per- 
sons In  said  city  are  improper  and  inadequate  in  the  respects  hereinafter  mentioned, 
and  that  changes  therein  and  additions  thereto  in  the  particulars  following  ought 
reasonably  to  be  made  in  order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the 
public,  and  In  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  tran.sportntlon 
of  passengers ;  and  it  having  been  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  in  said 
hearing  that  it  will  l)e  reasonable  to  require  that  the  provisions  of  this  order  Ije 
put  into  effect  by  said  company  within  the  period  of  time  hereinafter  mentioned, 
and  that  such  periods  of  time  would  be  reasonable  and  adequate  for  that  purpose. 

Now,  therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commis- 
sion. 

It  is  order <*d: 

1.  That  said  company  discontinue  the  present  through  operation  of  the  Greenpoint 
line  across  said  bridge  and  establish  the  northerly  terminus  of  said  line  at  Man- 
hattan  avenue  and  Commercial  street ; 

2.  That  lietween  the  hours  of  10  p.  m.  and  6  a.  m.  daily,  said  company  operate 
all  cars  of  its  Crosstown  line  through  to  Fourth  street.  I^ong  Island  City. 

3.  That  between  the  hours  of  6  a.  m.  and  10  p.  m.  daily,  said  company  Install 
and  maintain  across  said  bridge,  between  Box  street  and  Fourth  street  a  shuttle 
service,  with  a  scheduled  headway  of  not  less  than  six  (6)  minutes  in  such  ft 
manner  as  to  accommodate  passengers  transferring  from  the  Greenpoint  line  and 
from  the  Crosstown  line. 

4.  That  the  dead  section  of  trolley  wire  created  by  the  opening  of  the  draw  of 
said  bridge  be  provided  by  said  company  with  electric  power  at  all  times ; 

5.  That  said  company  comply  with  the  requirements  of  subdivisions  1,  2  and  3 
of  this  order  on  or  before  the  9th  day  of  January,  1909,  and  that  said  company 
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comply  with  the  requirements  of  eubdlvlslon  4  of  this  order  on  or  before  the  11th 
day  of  February,  1909. 

6.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  as  hereinbefore  provided  and  shall  continue 
in  force  until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District 
shall  otherwise  order. 

7.  That  the  said  company  be  and  hereby  is  authorized  to  make  the  change  in 
routes  as  hereinbefore  ordered  upon  filing  and  publishing,  as  provided  by  tariff 
circular  No.  1,  at  least  five  (5)  davs  In  advance  of  said  January  9,  1909,  a  supple- 
ment which  shall  bear  the  following  notation :  "  Issued  under  special  permission 
of  the  P.  S.  C—  1  Order  No.  845,  of  November  20,  1908." 

8.  That  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  First  District  on  or  before  January  5,  1909,  whether  the  terms 
of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad  Company .- 

Service  on  Metropolitan  avenue  line. 

Hearing  Order  No.  464. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 
Final  Order    No.   605. 
Rehearing  Order  No.  628. 
Final  Order  No.  683. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  of  Improvements  In  and  additions  to  the 
service  of  the  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  &  Suburban 
Railroad  Company. 


Metropolitan    Avenue   Line. 


ORDER  FOR  HEARING 
No.  464. 

May   8.   1908. 


It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  21st  day  of  May.  1908,  at 
2.30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission.  No.  154  Nassau  street.  Borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations,  prac- 
tices and  service  of  the  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Rallrx>ad  (^ompany 
in  respect  to  ( ransportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District  on  the 'Metropolitan 
avenue  line,  including;  the  branch  running  through  Grand  street,  are  unjust,  un- 
reasonable, Improper  or  Inadequate,  and  whether  the  said  Brooklyn,  Queens  County 
and  Suburban  Railroad  Company  does  not  run  cars  enough,  or  w.ith  sufficient 
frequency,  or  upon  a  reasonable  time  schedule,  reasonably  to  accommodate  pas- 
senger traffic  transported  by  it  or  offered  for  transportation  to  it,  and  if  such  be 
found  to  be  the  fact,  then  to  determine  whether  it  Is  reasonably  necessary  to 
accommodate  and  transport  the  said  traffic  transported  or  ofTerod  for  transportation, 
and  is  and  will  be  Just,  reasonable,  proper  and  adoquato  to  direct  that  the  service 
of  the  said  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburbnn  Railroad  Company  1m»  Increased, 
supplemented  and  chantfed  in  the  following  manner,  that  is  to  say : 

1.  By  operating  daily  including  Sunday  over  every  point  on  the  Metropolitan 
avenue*  line,  including  the  branch  running  through  Grand  street,  a  siiAcient  num- 
ber of  cars  in  each  direction  past  any  point  of  observation  to  provide  during  every 
thirtv  minute  period  of  the  dav  or  night  a  number  of  seats  at  least  ten  per  cent. 
(10*;^)  in  excess  of  the  numlier  of  passengrrs  at  that  point  :  the  number  of  cars 
passing  any  point  to  bo,  however,  never  less  than  three  in  each  half  hour  in  each 
direction,  except  that  between  the  hours  of  12  midnight  and  .5  a.  m.  the  number 
of  cars  shall  never  be  less  than  one  car  per  hour  in  each  direction. 

2.  Bv  making  such  other  and  further  chanties  in  the  schedule,  ro'.ite  or  manner 
of  operating  cars  on  the  Metropolitan  /ivenue  line,  including  the  branch  running 
throu«?h  Grand  street,  as  may  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

And  if  anv  such  chanj?es,  improvements  or  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  detprralne  what  period  will  be  a  reasonable 
time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  jnay  make  such  order  or  orders  in  tha 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and   reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Brooklyn.  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Rallrosd 
Company  he  given  at  least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  It, 
either  personally  or  bv  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such 
hearing  such  company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence 
and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  were  held  May  21st,  27th,  June  2d  and  11th. 

•fMore  people  would  be  Incommoded  than  advantaged  by  operating  the  Met- 
ropolitan avenue  cars  in  Brooklyn  through  lower  Metropolitan  avenue  Instead  of 
through  Grand  street.] 

•  Sec  footnote,  page  9. 
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Opinion  or  Commission. 
(Adopted  June  26,  1908.) 

COMMISSIONKB   Bassett  : 

This  investigation  and  hearing  was  had  upon  the  complaint  of  the  Board  of 
Aldermen  of  the  city  of  New  York.     Following  is  their  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  be  and 
hereby  Is  requested  to  investigate  the  conditions  under  which  the  cars  of  the  Metro- 
politan avenue  division  of  the  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  Company  are  operated,  with 
the  further  request  that  the  said  company  be  compelled  to  operate  can  at  shorter 
Intervals  than  now  employed. 

It  was  disclosed  at  the  first  three  hearings  that  the  conditions  complained  against 
involve  a  difTerence  of  opinion  between  residents  and  property  owners  along  the 
lower  part  of  Metropolitan  avenue  and  thence  along  the  lower  part  of  Grand  street 
on  the  question  of  how  through  cars  should  operate  to  the  Grand  street  ferries. 
Formerly  the  Metropolitan  avenue  surface  line  operated  from  St.  John's  Cemetery 
through  Metropolitan  avenue  to  Kent  avenue  and  thence  south  to  the  ferries.  Aboat 
eight  years  ago  the  through  Metropolitan  avenue  cars  were  turned  into  Grand  street 
at  the  Newtown  Ci-eek  bridge,  proceeding  thence  to  the  ferries  by  Grand  street  and 
lower  Metropolitan  avenue  was  cared  for  by  a  shuttle  service.  The  operating  com- 
pany considers  that  the  majority  of  its  patrons  are  better  served  by  the  present 
method.  It  appears  that  lower  Metropolitan  avenue  almost  parallels  Grand  street 
and  residents  living  between  these  two  streets  can  take  the  cars  at  Grand  street 
fully  as  conveniently  as  on  Metropolitan  avenue.  Users  of  the  line  residing  beyond 
Newtown  Creek  bridge  prefer  to  have  their  cars  go  through  Grand  street,  inasmuch 
as  that  Is  the  business  street  of  the  locality.  If  the  Metropolitan  avenue  cars  were 
taken  away  from  Grand  street  the  service  on  that  important  street  would  be  cut  in 
half.  Residents  on  Metropolitan  avenue  desiring  to  have  the  old  route  replaced  say 
that  they  do  not  desire  to  rob  Grand  street  of  its  cars,  but  only  desire  that  the 
former  route  and  service  on  Metropolitan  avenue  shall  be  restored.  This,  however, 
would  double  the  service  pn  Metropolitan  avenue  east  of  Newtown  Creek  bridge, 
and  the  inspections  of  the  Commission  do  not  show  that  such  an  increase  Is  neces- 
sary. The  aggravating  circumstance  of  the  situation  is  that  the  shuttle  service  on 
lower  Metropolitan  avenue  is  so  Infrequent  that  it  is  practically  unused.  To  lessen 
the  headway  to  twenty  minutes  during  the  day  would  probably  not  substantially 
Increase  its  usefulness.  Indeed,  this  was  done  by  the  company  during  the  progress 
of  the  hearing  without  materially  increasing  its  patronage. 

There  is  general  complaint  in  the  locality  north  of  Grand  street  that  while  many 
lines  coming  from  the  south  pass  over  Williamsburg  Bridge  to  Delancey  street,  no 
lines  coming  from  the  north  afford  a  similar  service.  On  this  account  it  la  likely 
that  in  the  near  future  it  may  be  advisable  to  re-route  these  cars  so  that  they  will 
operate  through  Metropolitan  avenue  ns  far  as  Marry  avenue,  then  to  Grand  street, 
instead  of  via  Grand  street  west  of  Newtown  creek,  as  at  present.  This  subject, 
however,  must  be  taken  up  in  conjunction  with  service  to  Greenpoint,  and  it  was 
deemed  by  all  concerned  that  this  remedy  could  not  bf*  adequately  covered  or  settled 
in  this  hearing.  My  conclusion  Is  that  many  more  people  would  be  incommoded 
than  advantaged  by  operating  the  Metropolitan  avenue  cars  through  lower  Metro- 
politan avenue  Instead  of  through  Grand  street. 

The  other  subject  of  complaint :  I.  e.,  adequacy  of  service  on  the  Metropolitan 
avenue  division,  was*not  pressed  by  the  citizens  who  appeared.  This  portion  of  th« 
investigation  elicited  little  or  no  Interest  on  the  part  of  the  residents  or  officials. 
The  only  evidence  produced  was  from  the  transit  Inspection  department,  and  this 
showed  that  service  was  fairly  adequate  on  week  days  but  often  Inadequate  on 
Sundays.  The  Sunday  travel  in  this  locality  presents  a  perplexing  problem.  Queens 
county  has  many  cemeteries  to  which  people  go  In  funeral  parties.  Sometimes  they 
come  in  carriages  to  Long  Island  City  and  take  the  surface  cars  from  that  point. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  this  kind  of  traffic  Is  difficult  to  manage,  but  the  evidence 
shows  that  the  company  permits  an  unnecessary  and  constant  amount  of  overcrowd- 
ing on  pleasant  Sundays  on  this  line.  The  reason  why  complaints  are  not  more 
frequent  is  probably  because  the  users  of  the  line  are  constantly  changing.  I  think 
the  present  Sunday  schedule  is  inadequate  and  that  it  is  right  that  the  company 
should  operate  on  each  Sunday  between  the  hours  of  9  A.  M.  and  S  p.  u.  over  every 


quency  or  on  a  reasonable  time  schedule  reasonably  to  accommodate  the  passenger 
traffic  transported  by  or  offered  for  transportation  to  It,  and  It  appearing  that 
changes  and  Improvements  in  the  regulations  and  service  of  the  said  company,  as 
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point  on  the  Metropolitan  avenue  line  a  sufficient  number  of  cars  In  each  direction 
paat  any  point  of  observation  to  provide  during  every  thirty-minute  period  a  10 
per  cent,  excess  of  seats  over  passengers  at  that  point,  but  the  number  of  cars  to 
pass  any  point  shall  never  be  less  than  three  in  each  half  hour  In  each  direction. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

PINAL  ORDER  NO.  605. 
June  26,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  2l8t 
day  of  May,  1908,  and  It  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pur- 
suant to  an  order  of  this  Commission  made  May  8,  1908,  and  returnable  on  May 
21,  1008,  and  that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Brooklyn,  Queens  County 
and  Suburban  Railway  Company,  and  that  said  service  was  by  It  duly  acknowledged, 
and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters 
In  said  order  specified  on  May  21,  1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  May  27. 
1908,  and  by  adjournment  had  on  June  2,  1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had 
on  June  11,  1908,  at  all  of  which  sessions  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett  presided, 
Arthur  DuBois,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission  and  Arthur  N.  Dutton,  Esq., 
appearing  for  the  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban   Railway  Company. 

Now,  It  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  hearing  that  the 
regulations  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn,  Queens  Countv  and  Suburban  Railway 
Company  In  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District  has  been 
and  Is,  in  certain  respects,  unreasonable,  improper  and  Inadequate  In  that  the  said 
railroad  company  does  not,  on  Sundays,  run  cars  enough  or  with  sufficient  fre- 
•  -      -  -     •  ngep 

that 
\  as 
duly  set  forth,  are  such  as  are  Just,  reasonable,  adequate  and  proper  and  ought 
reasonably  to  be  made  in  order  to  promote  the  convenience  of  the  public. 

Now,  therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  E^q.,  Counsel  to  the  Com- 
mission, 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  service  of  the  Brooklyn.  Queens  County  and  Suburban 
Railway  Company,  on  its  Metropolitan  Avenue  Line,  be  supplemented  and  changed 
In  the  following  manner,  that  Is  to  say  : 

By  operating  on  Sundays  over  every  point  on  the  Metropolitan  Avenue  Line, 
between  the  hours  of  9  a.  m.  and  8  p.  m.  a  sufficient  number  of  cars  in  each 
direction  past  any  point  of  observation  to  provide  during  every  thirty  minute  period 
a  number  of  seats  at  least  10  per  cent.  In  excess  of  the  number  of  passengers  at 
that  point :  the  number  of  cars  passing  any  point  to  be,  however,  never  less  than 
three  in  each  half  hour  in  each  direction,  between  the  hours  of  9  a.  m.  and  8  P.  M. 

And  it  it  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  July  19,  1908, 
and  shall  continue  in  force  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  taking  effect 
of  the  same,  but  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearing 
and  action  thereon  by  the  Commission,  in  respect  of  anything  herein  prescribed  or 
In  respect  of  anv  thing  covered  by  the  order  for  hearing  herein,  prior  to  the 
expiration  of  said  period  of  two  years. 

And  it  M  further  ordered.  That  before  July  1,  1908,  the  Brooklyn,  Queens  County 
and  Suburban  Railway  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  rehearing  order  was  issued: 

REHEARING  ORDER  No.  628. 
July   10,  1908. 

An  order,  No.  605,  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  the  26th  day  of  June, 
1908,  under  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  a  hearing.  No.  464,  made  May  8.  1908, 
and  thereafter  having  been  duly  served  upon  the  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and 
Suburban  Railway  Company,  the  same  to  tak^  effect  on  July  19,  1908,  and  in 
and  by  said  order  the  said  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railway  Com- 
pany having  been  required  to  notify  this  Commission  on  or  before  the  1st  day 
of  July,  1908,  whether  the  terms  of  said  order.  No.  60r».  are  accepted  and  will  be 
obeyed,  and  the  said  Brooklyn.  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railway  Company 
having,  on  June  30,  190K,  applied  in  writing  to  this  Commission  for  a  rehearing 
in  respect  to  the  matters  contained  In  said  order.  No.  005,  and  sufficient  reason 
for  said  rehearing  having  been  made  to  appear,  it  is 

.  Ordered,  That  said  request  for  rehearing  be  granted,  and  that  the  said  rehearing 
upon  the  matters  contained  In  said  Order  No.  605,  entered  and  filed  on  June  26, 
1908,  be  held  on  the  16th  day  of  July,  1908,  at  10  o'clock  In  the  forenoon,  or 
at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Com- 
mission, 154  Nassau  street,  Iwrou^h  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York, 
to  determine  after  such  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of  the  facts.  Including 
those  arising  after  the  making  of  the  Order  No.  60.'>,  whether  the  original  order. 
No.  605,  or  any  part  thereof  Is  In  any  respect  unjust  or  unwise,  and  whether  the 
•aid  Order  No.  600  should  be  abrogated,  changed  or  modified. 
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And  if  any  such  abrogation,  changes  or  modifications  are  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made,  then  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  changes  or  modifi- 
cations of  the  said  order,  and  to  determine  the  time  of  taking  effect  of  the  order 
as  changed   or   modified. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railway 
Company  be  given  at  least  five  d&ys'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it, 
either  personally  or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such 
rehearing  said  company  shall  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting 
evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  time  of  the  said  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and 
Suburban  Railway  Company  within  which  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  said 
Order  No.  605  be,  and  the  same  hereby  Is,  extended  until  such  time  as  the 
Commission  shall  enter  an  order  upon  the  rehearing  herein  provided  for. 

Hearings  held  July  17th  and  22d. 
The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  AFTER  REHEARING  No.  683. 
August  21,    1008. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  rehearing  of  Order  No.  605  had 
herein  on  July  16,  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  said  rehearing  was  held  by  and 
pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission,  No.  628,  made  July  10,  1908,  and 
returnable  July  16.  1908.  and  that  said  order  was  duly  served  on  the  Brooklyn 
Queens  County  and  "Suburban  Railroad  Company  and  that  said  service  was  by  it 
duly  acknowledged,  and  that  said  rehearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commis- 
sion on  the  matters  in  said  order  for  rehearing  specified  on  July  17.  1908,  and  by 
adjournment  duly  had  on  July  22.  1908,  before  Commissioner  McCarroll,  presiding, 
Arthur  N.  Dutton,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban 
Railroad  Company  and  Arthur  EhiBois,  Esq.,' appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  the 
said  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad  Company  having  been  afforded 
reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining 
witnesses,  ana  proof  having  been  taken, 

Now,  after  the  proceedings  upon  the  said  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of 
the  facts,  including  those  facts  arising  since  the  making  of  the  order,  the  Com- 
mission being  of  the  opinion  that  Order  No.  605  made  June  26,  1908,  should  be 
changed  and  modified   in  certain   particulars. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 
it  is 

Ordered,  That  Order  No.  605,  made  June  26,  1908,  be  and  the  same  hereby  Is 
changed  and  modified  to  read  as  follows: 

FINAL  ORDER   No.   605. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  21at 
day  of  May,  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  the  snld  hearing  was  held  by  and  pur- 
suant to  an  order  of  this  Commission  made  May  8,  ld08,  and  returnable  (mi 
May  21,  1908,  and  that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Brooklyn,  Queens 
County  and  Suburban  Railroad  Company  and  that  said  service  was  by  It  duly 
acknowledged,  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission 
on  the  matters  in  said  order  specified  on  Ma^  21,  1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly 
had  on  Mav  27,  1908,  and  by  adjournment  bad  on  June  2,  1908,  and  by  adjourn- 
ment duly  had  on  June  11,  1908.  at  all  of  which  sessions  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett 
Presided,  Arthur  DuBols.  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission  and  Arthur  N.  Dutton, 
Isq.,  appearing  for  the  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad  Company. 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  hearing  that  the 
regulations  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad 
Company  In  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District  has  been 
and  is,  in  certain  respects,  unreasonable,  improper  and  inadequate  in  that  the  said 
railroad  company  does  not.  on  Sundays,  run  cars  enough  or  with  sufficient  fre- 
quency or  on  a  reasonable  time  schedule  reasonably  to  accommodate  the  passenger 
traffic  transported  by  or  offered  for  transportation  to  It,  and  it  appearing  that 
changes  and  Improvements  in  the  regulation  and  service  of  the  said  Company,  an 
duly  set  forth,  are  such  as  are  just,  reasonable,  adequate  and  proper  and  ought 
reasonably  to  be  made  in  order  to  promote  the  convenience  of  the  public. 

Now,  therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Com- 
mission, it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  service  of  the  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad 
Company,  on  its  Metroivolitan  Avenue  Line,  be  supplemented  and  changed  in  the 
following  manner,  that  is  to  say  : 

By  operating  on  Sundays  over  every  point  on  the  Metropolitan  Avenue  Line, 
between  the  hours  of  9  a.  m.  and  8  p.  M.  a  sufficient  number  of  cars  in  each  direc- 
tion past  any  point  of  observation  to  provide  during  every  sixty-minute  period  a 
number  of  seats  at  least  10  per  cent  in  excess  of  the  number  of  passengers  at  that 
point :  the  number  of  cars  passing  any  point  to  be,  however,  never  less  than  three 
in  each  half  hour  in  each  direction,  between  the  hours  of  9  A.  M.     and  8  P.  M. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  efTefit  on  August  2l8t,  and 
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shall  continue  In  force  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  taking^  effect 
of  the  flame,  but  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearing 
and  action  thereon  bv  -the  Commission,  In  respect  to  anything  herein  prescribed  or 
In  respect  to  anything  covered  by  the  order  for  hearing  herein,  prior  to  the 
expiration  of  said  period  of  two  years. 

And  it  is  further  ordered,  That  before  August  28,  1908,  the  Broolslyn,  Queens 
County  and  Suburban  Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission 
for  the  First  District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be 
obeyed. 


Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroaid  Company. — 

Conditions  at  Cypress  Hills  transfer  point,  Crescent  street 
and  Jamaica  avenue. 

Complaint  Order   No.   516. 
Hearing  Order  No.  687. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Baasett. 
Final  Order  No.  866. 

Complaint  of  the  Twenty-eighth  Wabd 
Board  of  Tbade.  Union  Course  Board 
OF  Trade 

against 

Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban 
Railroad  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  515    (see  form,  note  1)    issued  May  22d. 
Hearing  Order  No.  587   (see  form,  note  3)   issued  June  19th. 
Hearings  were  held  October  16tih  and  23d. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  November  20,  1908.) 

COMMIS8IONRR    BASSBTT  : 

The  complainants  in  this  proceeding  seek  a  remedy  for  the  Inconvenience  suffered 
bj  surface  car  passengers  at  Cypress  IIlIIs.  The  peculiarities  of  this  point  have  been 
a  constant  source  of  annoynnoe  to  the  public  and  perplexity  to  the  operating  com- 
panies. Jamaica  avenue  following  the  course  of  the  old  Jamaica  turnpike  proceeds 
from  Brooklyn  to  Jamaica,  skirting  the  southern  s'ope  of  the  range  of  hills  that 
form  the  backt^ne  of  Ix>ng  Island.  Cemeteries  largely  occupy  these  slopes  before 
the  county  line  Is  reached.  If  there  was  no  elevated  railroad  surface  cars  would 
operate  between  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  and  Jamaica  find  between  the  Williamsburg 
Bridge  and  Jamaica,  the  two  lines  Joining  in  East  New  York.  The  Cypress  Hills 
branch  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  railroad,  however,  carrying  passengers  both 
from  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  and  Williamsburg  Bridge  terminates  at  a  point  in  Jamaica 
avenue  directly  south  of  Cypress  Hills  Cemetery.  The  traffic  carried  by  the  ele- 
vated road  prevents  the  operation  of  the  Jamaica  avenue  surface  line  as  an  entity. 
The  reason  for  this  Is  because  most  surface  car  passengers  when  going  to  the  city 
from  Jamaica,  Richmond  Hill.  Morris  Park.  Brooklyn  Hills,  Woodhaven  and  Union 
Course  transfer  at  Cypress  Hills  to  the  elevated  railroad  in  order  to  go  west  more 
quickly.  The  complainants  ask  that  through  cars  shall  operate  from  Williamsburg 
through  to  Jamaica.  They  would  admit,  however,  that  additional  cars  should  be 
placed  on  Jamaica  avenue,  operating  between  Cypress  Hills  and  Jamaica.  It  was 
pointed  out  on  the  hearings  that  the  insertion  of  through  cars  from  Williamsburg 
to  Jamaica  among  the  more  numerou<t  cars  neediKl  to  ply  between  Cypress  tliUs 
and  Jamaica  would  produce  an  irregularity  of  operation  that  would  embarrass  in- 
stead of  help  the  situation.  One  of  the  main  causes  of  complaint  has  been  the 
fact  that  passengers  reaching  Cypress  Hills  from  Williamsburg  by  the  service  now 
operated  need  to  walk  300  or  400  feet  to  take  the  surface  car  proceeding  from 
Cypress  Hills  to  Jamaica.  The  construction  of  an  additional  switch  near  the  ele- 
vated railroad  station  would  serve  to  obviate  this  particular  difficulty.  Therefore, 
while  I  am  unwilling  to  recommend  that  through  service  should  be  operated  between 
Williamsburg  and  Jamaica,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  situation  will  be  greatly 
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helped  if  a  new  switch  and  cross-over  Is  Installed.     I^t  an  order  for  the  construction 
of  such  a  switch  and  cross-over  be  prepared. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 


TWENTY-EIGHTH     WARD     BOARD    OF    TRADE. 
UNION  COURSE  BOARD  OF  TRADE, 

againtt 

BROOKLYN,  QUEENS  COUNTY  AND  SUBURBAN 
RAILROAD  COMPANY, 

Defendantt. 


"  Conditions     at     Cypress     Hills     Transfer 
Crescent  Street  and  Jamaica  Avenue.' 


Point, 


L  FINAL  ORDER   No.   855. 
November  20,  1908. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  complaint  of  Twenty-Eighth  Ward  Board  of 
Trade  and  Union  Course  Board  of  Trade,  dated  May  11,  1908,  and  the  answer 
thereto  of  the  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad  Company,  dated 
June  2,'  1908,  and  received  June  3,  1908.  and  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein 
on  October  16,  and  on  October  23,  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  waa 
held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  CommUsion  No.  587,  made  and  entered 
June  19,  1908,  and  returnable  October  16,  1908,  and  that  said  order  for  hearing 
was  duly  served  upon  the  said  Brooklyn.  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad 
Company,  and  that  said  hearing  w^as  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the 
matters  In  said  complaint,  said  answer  and  said  order  specified  on  the  said  16th 
day  of  October,  190S,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  October  23,  1908,  before 
Hon.  Edward  M.  Bassett,  Commissioner,  presiding,  Arthur  DuBoIs,  Esq.,.  Assistant 
Counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  Alfred  Furman,  Esq.,  and  Cornelius  M. 
Sheehan,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Twenty-eighth  Ward  Board  of  Trade  and  Harry 
B.  Engelhardt,  E:sq.,  appearing  for  the  Allied  Civics  Association,  and  evidence  being 
taken  at  said  hearing. 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear  by  the  said  complaint,  answer  and  proceedings  on 
said  hearing,  that  the  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of 
the  said  company,  in  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  within  the  First 
District  are  in  certain  respects  unreasonable,  improper  and  inadequate,  and  it 
appearing  that  changes  in  the  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  and 
service  of  said  company,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  are  just,  reasonable  and  proper 
and  ought  reasonablv  to  be  put  in  force,  observed  and  used  in  the  transportation 
of  persons  in  the  First  District,  and  it  appearing  that  certain  additions  to  the 
tracks  and  equipment  should  reasonably  be  made  in  the  manner  hereinafter  specified, 
in  order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public  and  In  order  to 
secure  adequate  service  and  facilities  and  that  the  said  additions,  improvements 
and  changes  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  within  the  time  hereinafter  specified. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 

It  a  ordered,  That  an  additional  cross-over  or  switch  be  constructed  on  Jamaica 

avenue,   between   the   present    cross-over   near   Euclid    avenue  and   Crescent  avenue 

and  that  a  plan  showing  In  detail  the  location  of  this  cross-over  or  switch  be  sub- 

'mltted  to  the  engineers  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  their  approval,  not 

later  than  December  5,  1908. 

Further  ordered,  That  within  forty  days  after  the  approval  of  the  plan  for  the 
construction  of  this  cross-over  or  switch  by  the  engineers  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission,  the  construction  of  said  cross-over  or  switch  be  completed  and  used 
In  the  operation  of  the  Jamaica  avenue  service  between  Crescent  avenue  and 
New  York  city. 

Further  ordered,  That  the  provisions  of  this  order  take  effect  Immediately. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad  Com- 
pany notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  within  five  days  after  service  of  tbia 
order  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


Brooklyn   Union   Elevated    Railroad   Company. —  Operation   of 
elevated  trains  over  the  Brookl\Ti  Bridge  and  at  its  terminal. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Inquiry  into  the  operation  of  elevated  trains  by 
the  BROOLYN  UNION  ELEVATED  RAILROAD 
COMPANY,  over  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  and  at  Its 
terminal. 


-HEARING  ORDER  No.  298. 
March  3,  1908. 


Resolved,  That  the  Public   Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  Institute  an  inquiry  aa 
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to  tbe  operation  of  elevated  trains  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Com- 

Eany   over  the   Brooklyn   Bridge   and   at  Its   terminals,   and   a   hearing:  thereon  be 
eld  on  March  C,  1908,  at  2  o'clock  and  at  such  further  times  to  which  the  same 
may  be  adjourned. 

Hearings  held  March  0th,  10th,  12th  and  13th. 


Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company.— Kunning  of  open 

cars  in  inclement  weather. 

Complaint  of  James  Hayzell 

against  | 

Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad    Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  479    (see  form,  note   1)    issued  May  12th. 


Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company.—  Opening  of  stair- 
way leading  to  easterly  end  of  "  island  "  platform  at  tlie  Man- 
hattan terminal  of  Brooklyn  Bridge- 
Hearing  Order  No.  558. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 


In   the   Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on   motion  of  the  Commission   as   to  regu- 
lations,  practices,   equipment,   and   service   of   the 
BROOKLYN     UNION     ELEVATED     RAILROAD 
COMPANY.  

"  Opening  of  stairway  leading  to  easterly  end  of 
"  Island "  platform  .  at  Manhattan  Terminal  of 
Brooklyn  Bridge." 


i- HEARING  ORJ>ER  No  558. 
June  9.  1908. 


It  i8  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  18th  day  of  June,  1908,  at 
3  o'clcck  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  whether  the  regulations,  prac- 
tices, equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad 
Company  at  the  Manhattan  terminal  of  the  Brooklyn  Bridge,  in  respect  to  the 
transportation  of  persons,  freight  or  property  within  the  State  are  unjust,  unreason- 
able, unsafe,  inadequate  or  improper,  and  if  it  be  so  found,  then  to  determine 
wholher  changes  in  said  regulation?,  practices,  equipment,  Appliances,  or  service  In 
the  particulars  following  at  the  plac!e  or  places  herein  mentioned,  would  be  Just, 
reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper,  and  whether  suoh  changes  Miali  be  put  In 
force,  observed  and  used  on  line  of  said  company,  and  also  to  inquire  whether 
repairs,  improvements,  changes  or  additions  to  or  in  the  tracks,  switches,  terminals, 
terminal  facilities  or  other  property  or  device  used  by  said  company  in  the  par- 
ticulars following  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  order  to  promote  the  security 
or  convenience  of  the  public  or  employees  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  faclIitleB 
for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  freight,  or  property,  namely: 

Whether  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  should  be  directed 
to  open  the  stairway  leading  from  the  easterly  end  of  the  so-called  "  Island " 
platform  used  In  the  transportation  of  persons  upon  its  Lexington  avenue  line  at 
the  Manhattan  terminal  of  the  Brooklyn  Bridge,  for  the  accommodation  of  passen- 
gers wishing  to  ascend  to  the  Raid  platform  or  descend  therefrom. 

Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  make  other  changes  in  Its  property* 
equipment,  or  appliances,  or  In  its  regulations,  practices,  and  service  at  said 
Lexington  avenue  platform. 

And  if  any  such  changes,  improvements,  and  additions  be  such  as  ought  to  be 
made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  extent  thereof  and  what  period  would 
be  a  reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 
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Further  ordcretl.  That  the  Raid  Brooklyn  I'nion  EJevnted  Railroad  Company  be 
given  at  least  six  davs*  notice  of  such  hearlns  by  service  upon  It.  either  personally 
or  bv  mall,  of  a  certified  copv  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company 
be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presentlni?  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining   wltnessea   as   to   the   matters   hereinbefore   set   forth. 

Hearing  held  June  18th. 

•[To  open  the  easterly  stairway  leading  to  the  Islington  avenue  elevated  trains 
of  Brooklyn  Bridge  during  rush  hours  would  cause  confusion.] 

Opinion  of  Commission. 

(Adopted   .Tune   2:i.    1908.) 

Commissu>ni:r  Bassett  : — 

This  hearing  was  based  upon  complaints  received  from  persons  using  the  Rose 
street  and  William  street  stairways  at  the  Manhattan  terminal  of  the  Brooklyn 
Bridge  who  de.^ired  to  take  I>exington  avenue  elevated  trains.  It  appears  that  such 
passengers  are  caused  to  proceed  along  the  mezzanine  floor  to  one  of  the  westerly 
stairways  leading  to  the  Island  platform.  Thoy  assert  that  if  they  could  take  the 
nearest  stairway  leading  to  this  platform  which  Is  now  kept  closed  in  the  evening 
rush  hours  the/  would  not  have  to  work  their  way  against  the  tide  of  travel  for  a 
considerable  distance.  An  examination  of  all  of  the  facts  shows  that  if  the  easterly 
stairway  were  open  during  the  evening  rush  hours  there  would  be  greater  confusion 
on  the  island  platform.  It  Is  much  better  to  have  all  confusion  possible  avoided  on 
the  platform  where  the  cars  are  taken. 

The  complainants  did  not  appear  at  the  hearing  although  they  were  notified. 

In  as  much  as  this  hearing  was  not  held  fis  a  complaint  hearing  it  4s  not  neces- 
sary that  any  order  of  dismissal  shall  be  entered. 


Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. —  Local  service  and 
express  stops  on  the  Brighton  Beach  line. 

Hearing  Order  Xo.  614. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  MeCarrcU. 
'  Dismissal  Order  No.   671. 


In    the    Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on   motion  of  the  Commission  on   the  ques- 
tion of  the  regulations.  T>rnctf(;-s.   nnpMances    nn^^  ORDEU  Xo.  614. 
service   of    the    BROOKIA'N    T'NION    EIJ^VATED  T  jum.   29.   1908. 
RAIMIOAD  COMPANY. 

"  Local   .service   and    express   stops   on    the    Brighton 
Beach  Line." 

It  <ft  herebu  ordered.  'I'lmt  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  10th  dav  of  July,  10O8,  at 
2 -ao  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  nt  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission.  No.  l.">4  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan.  c!ty  and  Stite  of  New  York,  to  Inmiire  whetjier  the  regulations, 
practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Rall- 
rond  Company  In  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  and  property  in  the  First 
District  upon  Its  Brighton  Beach  line  are  unreasonable,  unsafe,  improper  or  inade- 
quate as  .hereinafter  set  forth,  and  whether  changes,  additions,  and  Improvements 
thereto  ought  rensonablv  to  be  made  In  the  manner  below  set  forth  In  order  to  pro- 
mote the- security  and  "convenience  of  the  public  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate 
service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  persona  and  property,  and  to  deter- 
mine whether  a  change,  addition,  and  Improvement  in  the  regulations,  practices, 
equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  said  company,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  are 
such  as  will  be  just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate,  and  proper  and  ought  reasonably  to 

Whether  the  Brooklvn  T'nion  Elevated  Rallro.qd  Company  should  increase  the 
number  of  station   stops  made  by  express-  trains  upon   its  Brighton  Beach  line  ; 

And  to  inquire  whether  said  Brooklvn  T'nion  Elevated  Railroad  Company  runs 
local  tralas  enough  or  with  sufficient  frequency  or  upon  a  reasonable  time  schedule, 
reasonablv  to  accommodate  the  passenger  traffic  transported  by  it  or  oflTered  for 
transportation  to  it  upon   its  Brighton  Beach  line  ; 

•  Sec  footnote,  page  0. 
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And  If  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact,  then  to  determine  whether  It  is  reasonably 
necessary.  In  order  to  accommodate  and  transport  the  said  traffic  transported  or 
offered  for  transportation,  and  whether  It  is  and  will  be  just,  reasonable,  proper 
and  adequate,  to  direct  that  the  local  service  of  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated 
Railroad  Company  upon  its  Brighton  Beach  line  be  increased,  supplemented,  or 
changed. 

That  at  the  same  time  and  place  a  hearing  he  had  to  inquire  whether  Order 
No.  206  entered  and  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  on  the  2«th  day  of  February,  lf)OS.  directed  against  the  Brooklyn 
Union  Klevatod  Rallrond  Company  In  rospect  to  wrvice  upon  Its  Brighton  Beach 
line  should  be  abrogated,  changed,   or  modified. 

And  if  any  such  regulations,  changes.  Imnrovements  and  additions  be  found 
to  be  such  ns  ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid  then  to  determine  the  details  of 
such  changes,  improvements,  and  additions,  and  to  determine  what  period  would 
be  a  reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonab'e. 

Further  ordereri.  That  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  be 
given  at  least  eight  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  bv  service  upon  it.  either  personally 
or  by  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company 
be  aff&rded  all  reamnable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  held  July   lOlh   and   17th. 

OPINION'  OF  Commission. 
f  Adopted  August  7,  1008.) 
CoMMi.ssioNER  McCaukoll  : 

It  appears  from  testimony  that  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company 
operates  elevated  trains  over  the  so-cnlled  Brighton  Beach  line  from  the  Manhattan 
end  of  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  to  the  Culver  terminal  at  Coney  Island,  with  certain 
routes  thereon  that  do  not  nm  the  entire  length.  An  enumeration  of  these,  with  the 
class  of  stops,  is  necessary  In  order  to  understand  the  whole  situation. 

For  the  regular  service,  the  company  onenites  trains  running  from  Manhattan  for 
the  entire  length  of  the  route.  These  tra'ns  during  rush  hours  do  not  make  certain 
stops  on  Fulton  street,  between  FrankMn  avenue  and  Boerum  place,  which  In  a 
measure  gives  an  express  senMce  for  the  residents  of  Flatbush.  During  non-rush 
hours,  these  trains  stop  at  all  stations.  For  the  beach  travel  the  company  has 
established  a  so-called  through  express  servlco.  starting  from  Manhattan  and 
stopping  only  at  Boerum  place.  Franklin  avenue.  Prospect  park  and  then  Sheepshead 
Bay  and  the  bea^'h  stations  beyond. 

In  addition,  the  company  maintains  what  may  be  termed  a  shuttle  express  service 
between  Prospect  Park  and  Brighton  Beach  stations,  which  makes  only  one  stop, 
at  Sheepshead  Bay.  This  service  Is  maintained  In  order  to  accommodate  patrons 
brought  to  the  Prospect  Park  station  on  three  different  trolley  lines  that  loop  back 
at  this  station. 

Certain  residents  of  Flatbnsh  havo  made  complaint  asking  that  this  Commission 
order  the  company  to  stop  Its  through  express  trains  at  Church  avenue,  Newkirk 
avenue  and  Kings  Highway.  Chu'-ch  avenue  and  Kines  Highway  are  express  stations; 
that  Is  to  say.  during  the  rcoonxtructlon  of  the  Brighton  Beach  line  these  two 
stations  were  built  with  Island  nlatforms.  so  that  trains  using  the  two  middle  tracks 
may  stop  at  these  island  platforms.  The  request  that  the  express  trains  stop  at 
Church  avenue  was  not  Insisted  upon,  and  it  seemed  to  be  agreed  on  the  part  of 
the  various  witnesses  that  the  situation  would  be  seriously  Interfered  with  If 
express  trains  were  required  to  stop  at  Church  avenue. 

A  number  of  residents  of  Flatbush  testified  that  on  the  local  eervlce  there  Is  no 
substantial  cause  for  complaint,  as.  almost  without  exception,  seats  can  be  obtained 
on  such  trains.  There  was  some  complaint,  however,  and  the  fact  was  admitted  by 
the  company,  that  the  Interval  In  non-rush  hours  between  local  trains  has  been 
Increased  from  seven  and  one-half  to  ten  minutes.  This  change  it  appears  came 
about  following  a  proceeding  Instituted  by  this  Commission  for  the  purpose  cf 
Improving  the  service  on  the  Brighton  Beach  line  at  a  time  when  the  company  was 
running  two  and  thn-e-car  trains  on  a  seven  and  one-half  minute  interval.  ITilfc 
has  now  been  changed  so  that  trains  of  four  or  more  cars  are  operated  at  lotervalu 
of  ten   minutes. 
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In  the  absence  of  serious  complaint  because  of  Inadequate  service  on  the  local 
trains,  the  only  other  Item  of  complaint  seems  to  be  that  the  company  having 
established  two  express  stations  does  not  now  stop  at  these  two  stations  the  tralna 
which  do  run  as  expresses. 

Mr.  Arthur  N.  Dutton  went  at  some  lengrth  into  an  explanation  as  to  why  It  was 
Inadvisable  for  the  Commission  to  order  the  company  to  stop  such  trains  at  these 
stations.  It  appears  that  the  express  trains  nre  not  run  during  rush  hours,  the  time 
when  additional  and  fast  service  Is  most  needed,  but  that  they  are  ran  solely  to 
accommodate  the  beach  travel,  which  is  not  at  Its  maximum  during  the  i-egnlar 
rush  hours.  It  appeared  further  from  Mr.  Dutton's  testimony  that  if  these  trains 
were  required  to  stop  at  the  two  stations,  it  would  be  necessary  for  the  company  to 
make  an  entire  rearrangement  of  the  lending  platforms  In  the  Manhattan  end  of  the 
Brooklyn  Bridge.  At  the  present  time  the  so-called  express  trains  are  loaded  from 
one  of  the  front  platforms  and  the  local  trains  are  loaded  from  the  south  platform 
nearest  City  Hall,  with  the  result  that  the  beach  travel  Is  separated  entirely  from 
what  may  bo  known  as  the  permanent  residential  travel.  If  the  express  trains 
were  to  stop  at  the  two  stations  In  order  to  accommodate  the  permanent  residents. 
It  would  be  necessary  to  have  both  local  and  express  trains  starting  from  the  same 
platform  in  the  Manhattan  terminal  of  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  In  order  that  an 
expectant  patron  might  take  the  first  train  that  came  along.  To  arrange  for  both 
classes  to  leave  the  same  platform,  would  make  it  necessary  for  one  of  the  lines 
of  trains  which  now  load  from  the  south  rear  pocket  to  be  shifted  to  another  plat- 
form,—  a  disarrangement  of  the  present  loading  accommodations  which  hare  been 
worked  out  after  considerable  experimentation  and  not  justified  in  view  of  the  few 
weeks  remaining  of  the  summer  season. 

It  Is  my  opinion,  therefore,  that  the  complaint  in  this  proceeding  should  be  dis- 
missed for  It  does  not  appear  that  the  service  as  at  present  rendered  to  the  resi- 
dents of  Platbush  is  inadequate,  and  that  moreover  requiring  the  express  trains  to 
stop  at  these  two  stations  would  disarrange  the  entire  elevated  service  going  to 
Brooklyn  to  the  Increased  convenience  of  a  very  small  number  of  persons  compared 
with  the  total  travel. 

Several  of  the  witnesses  dwelt  on  the  fact  that  the  express  service  as  now 
operated  Is  pushed  to  such  an  extent  by  the  company  that  there  Is  at  times  a  total 
disarrangement  of  the  local  schedule,  and  this  complaint  would  appear  to  be  justi- 
fied. The  attention  of  the  company  should  accordingly  be  called  to  this  matter, 
with  Instnictlons  to  make  every  effort  to  maintain  the  regular  local  schedule. 

I  cannot  refrain  from  adding  that  it  is  very  unfortunate  that  the  residents  of 
portions  of  Brooklyn  served  by  the  Brighton  Beach  line  should  not  secure  the  In- 
creased service  that  was  expected  by  the  construction  of  a  four-track  route  through 
their  section  of  the  city,  and  particularlv  when  It  is  considered  that  one-half  of 
the  expense  of  this  Improvement  was  borne  by  the  city  at  large.  The  company 
shoiild  be  urged  to  make  application  to  proper  authorities  at  the  earliest  moment 
to  the  end  that  it  may  secure  additional  trackage  between  the  northern  end  of 
the  present  four-track  construction  and  the  lower  portion  of  Brooklyn,  from  which 
travel  Is  distributed  to  Manhattan,  either  over  the  Brooklyn  Bridge,  or  through 
the  subway  or  on  the  ferries. 

1 

Thereupon  the  following  dismissal  order  was  issued: 

DISMISSAL  ORDER   No.    671. 
August    7,    1008. 

An  order  of  the  Commission,  No.  014.  having  been  made  herein  on  the  2ftth 
day  of  .Tune,  in08,  directing  a  hearinc:  on  .Tuly  10.  1008,  In  the  matter  of  local 
service  and  express  stops  on  the  Briehlon  B^ach  line  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Ele- 
vated Railroad  Company,  and  it  appoaring  from  testimony  taken  at  said  hearing, 
on  which  report  was  made  by  Commissioner  McCarroll,  that  the  service  at  present 
rendered  is  not  Inadequate,  and  that  requiring  express  trains  to  stop  at  Church 
avenue,  Newklrk  avenue  and  Kings  Highway  would  disarrange  the  entire  elevated 
service  going  to  Brooklyn  to  the  increased  convenience  of  a  very  small  number  of 
persons  compared  with  the  local  travel. 

Ordered,  That  said  complaint  be.  and  the  same  hereby  Is,  dismissed 
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Brookl3m  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company;  Brooklyn  Heights 
Railroad  Company  and  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company. — 
Operation  of  trains  and  surface  cars  at  Sixty-fifth  street  and 
Third  avenue  terminal,  Brooklyn. 

Complaint  Order  No:  376, 
Extension  Order  No.  396. 
Extension  Order  No.  431. 
'  Extension  Order  No.  441. 

Hearing  Order  No.  532. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 
Final  Order  No.  597. 

Complaint   of  the   West   End   Board   of  Trade 

asfainsi  < 

Brookltn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company,  Brooklyn 
Heights  Bau^road  Company,  Nassau  Electric  Railroad 
Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  375    (see  form,  note  1)   issued  March  27th. 
Extenflion  Order  No.  306   (see  form,  note  2)   issued  April  3d. 
Extension  Order  No.  431    (see  form,  note  2)   issued  April  24th. 
Extension  Order  No.  441    (see  form,  note  2)    issued  April  28th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  532   (see  form,  note  3)  issued  May  26th. 
Hearing  held  June  5th. 

Opinion  of  Commission.  '        ' 

(Adopted   June   23,    1908.) 
Commissioner  Bassrtt  : — 

This  complaint  covered  a  large  number  of  Items,  and  inasmuch  as  It  Involved 
three  separate  operating  companies,  It  was  difficult  for  the  complainants  to  tumlsh 
proof  that  was  not  somewhat  fragmentary.  The  situation  at  the  southern  terminal 
of  the  Fifth  Avenue  elevated  railroad  la  a  serious  one,  and  has  for  a  long  time 
been  the  subject  of  a  great  deal  of  complaint.  The  fundamental  trouble  Is  the 
difficulty  of  operating  three  separate  trolley  car  lines  so  that  they  will  properly 
bring  passengers  to  and  take  them  away  from  the  elevated  terminal.  The  slightest 
delay  on  one  of  the  trolley  lines  causes  pass^^ngers  to  wait  for  elevated  railroad 
connections.  It  would  seem  obvious  that  placing  more  cars  on  the  trolley  lines, 
BO  that  one  or  more  cars  would  always  be  In  readiness  at  the  terminal,  would 
afford  a  solution,  but  the  practice  shows  that  If  two  trolley  cars  are  waiting  so 
that  they  start  at  the  same  time,  all  of  the  passengers  crowd  into  the  first  car  and 
leave  the  second  car  nearly  empty.  It  is  quite  impossible  to  adjust  the  movement 
of  the  elevated  trains  to  the  needs  of  the  three  trolley  lines,  because  the  Brooklyn 
Bridge  operation  requires  that  elevated  trains  run  as  nearly  on  the  schedule  as 
possible.  This  means  that  the  operation  of  the  trolley  cars  must  be  adapted  to 
the  movement  of  elevated  trains.  There  Is  a  preponderance  of  evidence  In  my 
opinion  that  the  three  operating  companies  do  not  take  sufficient  pains  to  adjust 
the  movement  of  trains  and  trolley  cars  to  the  needs  of  the  people.  Trolley  cars 
win  often  be  started  Just  before  an  elevated  train  reaches  the  station,  and  some- 
times the  elevated  trains  are  started  when  a  delay  of  a  fraction  of  a  minute  would 
accommodate  a  large  number  of  people  who  have  Just  landed.  The  companies  have 
given  assurances  that  greater  attention  will  be  given  to  these  points.  It  Is  plain 
that  these  points  are  of  a  nature  that  csnnot  well  be  covered  by  a  specific  order, 
because  no  order  of  the  commission  or  rule  of  the  company  can  make  surface  cars 
operate  exactly  on  a  schedule.  The  Commission  hesitates  to  order  additional  surface 
ears  unless  there  is  substantial  overcrowding.  The  headway  on  the  three  trolley 
lines  is  now  at  small  as  it  Is  for  similar  conditions  In  other  parts  of  the  city.    I 
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recommend  that  in  the  early  fall  a  more  careful  Inspection  be  made  of  the  operation 
of  cars  at  this  point,  with  a  view  to  finding  some  fair  method  of  bringing  abont 
better  co-ordination  between  the  trolley  lines  and  the  elevated  trains. 

The  first  Item  of  the  complaint  Is  against  the  elevated  railroad  because  its 
Bchedule  does  not  permit  of  proper  connections  with  the  three  surface  car  lines  at 
this  station.  This  ttem  is  dismissed  because  It  Is  not  right  for  the  elevated  schedule 
to  be  subjected  to  the  uneven  character  of  surface  car  operation. 

The  second  complaint  Is  that  during  non-rush  hours  there  are  not  enough  cars  on 
each  elevated  train.  I  recommend  that  a  final  order  direct  that  no  more  two-car 
trains  shall  be  operated  on  the  elevated  railroad  to  and  from  this  terminal  between 
the  morning  and  evening  rush  hours. 

The  third  Item  of  complaint  is  that  the  Third  Avenue  surface  car  line  does  not 
operate  a  schedule  that  connects  with  the  elevated  trains  at  Sixty-fifth  street 
station.  The  proof  shows  that  the  fault  Is  not  In  the  schedule,  but  the  Impossi- 
bility of  operating  the  cars  strictly  on  the  schedule.  It  should  be  said,  however, 
that  at  some  periods  of  the  day  the  schedule  does  not  contemplate  a  connection  of 
every  trolley  car  with  a  train,  the  reason  being  the  lack  of  traffic  to  warrant  a 
trolley  car  for  every  elevated  train.  This  item  of  the  complaint  should  be 
dismissed. 

The  fourth  complaint  Is  because  of  failure  to  operate  the  Bay  Ridge  avenue  tur- 
face  line  on  a  schedule  connecting  with  the  elevated  trains.  This  item  should  be 
dismissed  for  the  same  reason. 

The  fifth  Item  of  complaint  requests  that  on  Saturdays  between  1  p.  M.  and 
midnight  the  cars  on  the  Bay  Ridge  avenue  line  should  meet  every  train.  No 
evidence  was  produced  to  support  this  contention,  and  the  complaint  in  this  regard 
should  be  dismissed. 

The  sixth  Item  of  tho  complaint  Is  to  the  effect  that  the  Sunday  service  on  the 
Bay  Ridge  avenue  line  should  be  incrpased.  Xo  evidence  was  produced  on  this  point* 
and  this  item  should  therefore  be  dismissed. 

The  seventh  complaint  is  to  the  effect  that  transfers  should  be  issued  from  the 
Bay  Ridge  avenue  line  to  the  Fifth  avenue  surface  line  at  Bay  Ridge  and  Fifth 
avenue.  These  lines  are  operated  by  different  companies.  The  Commission  has  not 
yet  taken  steps  to  compel  transfers  between  different  operating  companies,  and 
although  both  of  these  lines  are  operated  by  companies  In  the  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit 
system,  the  same  situation  is  n:"^entf»d  here  that  Is  presented  at  about  two  hundred 
other  points  In  Brooklyn.  T  ""sfers  are  now  given  at  this  point  to  passengers 
going  to  the  Thirty-sixth  street  ition  of  the  elevated  road,  and  vice  versa.  This, 
however,  does  not  cover  the  objt  t  of  the  complainants,  who  desire  that  additional 
transfers  shall  be  given  so  that  people  can  take  either  the  Bay  Ridge  avenue  line 
or  the  Fifth  avenue  line  In  either  direction.  This  subject  may  be  taken  up  in  the 
future  when  fuller  evidence  Is  produced,  but  the  evidence  produced  on  this  hearing 
does  not  attempt  to  cover  the  subject  of  the  establishment  of  a  through  rate 
between  dllTerent  companies.     This  Item  of  the  complaint  should  be  dismissed. 

The  eighth  Item  of  complaint  is  that  sufficient  surface  cars  are  not  operated  on 
the  Klghty-six-th  street  line.  No  proof  to  show  this  was  given,  and  the  complaint 
In  this  regard  should  be  dismissed. 

The  ninth  Item  of  complaint  Is  that  the  cars  on  the  Elghty-sixth  street  line  are 
not  operated  on  a  schedule  to  connect  with  the  elevated  trains.  This  should  be 
dismissed  for  the  reasons  given  under  Ttem  3. 

The  tenth  Item  Is  a  request  that  on  Saturdays,  between  1  P.  M.  and  midnight  the 
surface  cars  on  the  Eighty-sixth  street  line  should  meet  every  elevated  train.  This 
should  be  dismissed  for  the  reasons  given  under  Item  5. 

The  eleventh  item  requests  that  on  Sundays  additional  service  should  be  given  on 
the  Eighty-sixth  street  line.  No  proof  to  support  this  request  other  than  the 
general  desire  that  there  should  be  a  trolley  car  on  every  line  to  meet  every  train 
was  given.      This  Item   should  be  dismissed. 

The  twelfth  item  requests  that  a  single  starter  should  be  In  charge  of  both  surface 
cars  and  elevated  trains.  Inasmuch  as  there  are  three  operating  companies  and 
there  is  no  proof  that  the  duties  of  the  four  lines  could  be  performed  by  one  man, 
it  would  seem  unwise  to  Issue  an  order  compelling  the  roads  to  have  one  man  do 
the  work  that  two  are  now  doing.  If  accidents  should  happen  by  reason  of 
Improper  service,  the  companies  could  point  to  the  order  of  the  Commission  direct- 
ing them  to  employ  only  one  man.     There  appears  to  be  no  doubt,  however,  that 
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the  two  starters  now  employed  should  work  in  co-operation  with  each  other,  and 
assurances  to  this  effect  were  given  by  the  representative  of  the  companies  at  the 
close  of  the  hearings. 

The  necessary  dismissal  of^so  many  of  the  Items  of  the  complainant's  complaint 
casts  no  reflection  whatever  upon  tlie  association  that  has  brought  these  matters 
to  the  attention  of  the  Commission.  Their  evidence  showed  that  the  management 
of  this  terminal  is  unsatisfactory,  but  the  difficulty  is  how  to  afford  a  remedy  by 
Issuing  specific  orders.  Orders  will  not  make  trolley  cars  run  exactly  on  a  schedule. 
But  future  observations  by  the  residents  and  by  the  Commission  will  disclose 
whether  the  operating  companies  are  In  good  faith  endeavoring  to  minimize  the 
discomfort  at  this  station  and  the  above  mentioned  dismissals  are  made  without 
prejudice  to  taking  the  matter  up  anew  on  a  later  occasion. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 


WEST    END    BOARD    OF   TRADE, 

Complainant, 
against 

BROOKLYN  UNION  ELEVATED  RAILROAD 
COMPANY.  BROOKLYN  HEIGHTS  RATIJIOAD 
COMPANY  and  NASSAU  ELECTRIC  RAILROAD 
COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

Under  Order  for  Hearing  No.   532,   made  May 
26,    1908. 


FINAL  ORDER  No.  6J>7. 
June  23.  1908. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  complaint  of  West  End  Board  of  Trade,  bearing 
date  the  20th  day  of  March.  1908,  and  the  answers  thereto  of  Brooklyn  TTnlon 
Elevated  Railroad  Company,  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  and  Nassau  Elec- 
tric Railroad  Companv,  and  on  order  for  hearing  having  been  made  on  said  complaint 
and  answers,  being  C5rder  No.  532  of  this  Commission,  made  the  26th  day  of  May. 
1908.  and  returnable  on  the  5th  day  of  .June.  1908,  at  2  :30  p.  M.,  and  said  order 
having  been  duly  served  upon  each  of  snid  defendants  and  said  hearing  having  been 
duly  held  on  t<ie  5th  day  of  June,  1908,  at  2:30  p.  m.,  before  Hon.  Edward  M. 
Bassett,  Commissioner,  Mr.  D.  B.  Seaver.  second  vice-president  of  the  West  End 
Board  of  Trade  appearing  for  the  complainant,  and  Mr.  Arthur  N.  Dutton.  super- 
intendent of  transportation  of  each  of  the  companies  appearing  for  said  companies, 
and  Grosvenor  H.  Backus,  Epq..  assistant  counsel  to  the  Commission,  attending, 
and  the  Commission  being  of  the  opinion  after  said  hearing  that  the  Brooklyn 
Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  ought  to  onerate  more  cars  on  Its  line  between 
SIxty,flfth  street  and  Park  row,  Manhattan,  in  the  manner  hereinafter  provided, 
in  order  to  promote  the  convenience  of  the  public  and  In  order  to  secure  adequate 
service  or  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers. 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  Brooklyn  T'nion  Elevated  Railroad  Company,  without 
reducing  the  number  of  trains  per  hour  which  was  provided  for  In  Its  schedule  of 
trains  on  Its  Fifth  avenue  line,  between  Sixty-fifth  street  and  Park  row.  in  effect 
on  the  5th  dav  of  June.  1908.  shall  operate  at  least  three  cars  in  each  train  on 
said  line  between  the  morning  and  evening  rush  hours  on  each  week  day.  and 

/*  is  further  ordered.  That  except  as  hereinbefore  provided  said  complnlnt  of  the 
West  End  Board  of  Trade  aifslnst  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company 
and  against  the  Brook^vn  Holghts  Railroad  Company  and  the  Nassau  Electric 
Railroad  Company  be.  and  It  Is.  dlsm'ssed.  without  prejudice  to  the  rlffht  of  the 
Commission  to  make  8U<»h  further  order  or  orders  for  hearings  as  It  may  deem 
necessary  upon  anv  of  the  matters  contained  In  said  complaint,  and 

//  is  hrrfhu  further  ordered.  Thnt  this  order  shall  take  effect  Immediately  and 
remain  In  force  until   modi  fled  bv  the  further  order  of  this  Commission,  pnd 

Tt  is  further  ordered.  Thst  each  of  said  companies  notify  the  Commission  In 
writing  within  Ave  days  after  the  service  of  this  order  whether  Its  terms  are 
accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Ctampany. —  Through  service 
to  Coney  Island  on  the  Brighton  Beach  Division. 

CV>MPLA1KT   OF  SlIKEPSHEAD   BAY    BOAlU)  OF   TRADE 

against 
Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. 

Comi  laint  On^er  No.  700  (-ee  form,  note  1)  issued  Ootolyer  0th. 

The  company  answered  October  10th.  A  copy  of  tlie  answer  was  sent  the 
complainant  \»iio  replied  on  November  27th  expressing  dissatisfaction  with 
the  answer.    The  matter  is  pending. 
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Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanville  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue 
Railroad  Company.—-  Service  south  of  One  Hundred  and 
Seventeenth  street. 


In   the   Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the  qn^s- 
tion  of  Improvements  In  anil  additions  to  the 
service  of  the  1iX)EITY-SF:OOND  STREET,  MAN- 
HATTANVILLE AND  ST.  NICEIOLAS  AVENUE 
RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


DISCONTINUANCE  ORDER 
No.  589. 

June  23.  1908. 


"  Service    south   of   One   Hundred   and   Seventeenth 
street." 

J 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  23d 
day  of  December,  1907.  and,  by  adjournment,  on  the  28th  day  of  December  and 
the  30th  day  of  t>ecember.  1907,  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held 
pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission.  No.  149  adopted  December  11,  1907.  on 
motion  of  the  Commission,  and  that  service  of  the  said  order  was  duly  made  upon 
the  Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanville  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railroad  Company, 
and  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters 
contained  in  the  hearing  order  above  mentlonpd  on  the  23d  day  of  December.  28tb 
day  of  December,  and  30th  day  of  December,  1907,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  M>iUb*e 
presiding.  Arthur  Du  Bois,  as.si8tnnt  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission.  Daniel 
W.  Patterson  for  the  Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanville  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue 
Railroad  Company,  and  testimony  having  been  taken  at  said  hearing,  and  it  having 
been  made  to  appear  after  proceedings  upon  said  hearing  that  the  routes  cf 
operation  of  cars  by  the  said  Fortv-second  Street,  Manhattanville  and  St.  Nicholas 
Avenue  Railroad  Company  south  of  One  Hundred  and  Seventeenth  street  have  been 
changed  since  the  institution  of  the  proceedings  herein. 

Now.   on  motion    made  and  duly   seconded,   it  Is 

Resolvefl,  That  proceedings  herein  be,  and  the  same  hereby  are,  discontinued.  It 
is  further 

Resolved,  That  this  order  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or 
additional  hearings  and  action  thereon  by  this  Commission  In  respect  to  any  of  the 
matters  contained  in  the  Hearing  Order  No.  149,  herein  or  the  proceedings 
thereon. 


Interborough    Rapid    Transit    Company. — '  Service   on   Second 
Avenue  Elevated  between  1  a.  m.  and  5  a.  m. 

Hearing  Order  No.  374. 

Opinion   of   Commissioner   Eustis. 

Dismissal  Order  No.  426. 


In   the   Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the  ques- 
tion of  Improvements  in  and  additions  to  the 
service  and  eqtilpment  of  the  INTERBOROUGn 
RAPID  TRANSIT  COMPANY. 


•*  Service  on  Second  Avenue  Elevated  Road  between 
1  A.  M.  and  5  a.  ai. 


HEARING  ORDER  No.  374 
March  27.  1908. 


It  i9  ?ier€})V  ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  14th  day  of  April,  1908,  at 
8:80  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  lame  may  be 
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adjoarn^d,  at  the  roomi  of  the  Commission,  at  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations,  equip- 
ment, appliances,  and  service  of  the  Interborougb  Rapid  Transit  Company  In  re- 
spect to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District  are  unjust,  unreasonable, 
improper  or  Inadequate,  In  that  no  cars  are  run  between  the  hours  of  1  a.  m.  and 
5  ui.  M.  on  any  day  upon  the  Second  Avenue  Elevated  road  of  said  comnany.  and 
if  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact,  then  to  determine  the  number  of  cars  that  should 
be  operated  and  the  frequency  of  their  operation,  or  the  number  of  seats  that 
should  be  furnished,  within  a  given  time  or  times  and  past  a  given  point  or 
points,  upon  said  road  between  the  hours  above  mentioned,  in  order  reasonably  to 
accommodate  and  transport  the  traffic  offered  for  transportation  on  said  road. 

And  If  any  such  changes,  improvements  and  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  further  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a 
reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  anQ  reasonable. 

Further  orficrcd.  That  the  said  Interborougb  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  given 
at  least  ten  (10)  days*  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally 
or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  com- 
pany be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining 
and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  hereinbefore  set  forth. 

Hearing  held  April  14th. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  April  21.  1908.) 

COMMISSIONEB    EUSTIS  : 

In  the  matter  of  'the  complaint  of  the  poard  of  Aldermen  against  the  Inter- 
borough  Rapid  Transit  Company  for  not  running  cars  on  the  Second  avenue  ele- 
vated between  the  hours  of  1  and  5  a.  m..  which  was  referred  to  me  for  investiga- 
tion, I  beg  to  report : 

I  have  held  a  hearing  upon  this  matter,  and  at  that  hearing  no  one  representing 
the  complainants  appeared,  notwithstanding  they  had  due  notice.  The  railroad 
company  appeared  by  their  manager  and  counsel,  and  the  proof  produced  was 
in  effect  that  very  little,  if  any,  travel  exists  along  the  line  of  the  Second  avenue 
between  the  hours  named,  and  that  even  during  the  hour  between  12  and  1  few, 
If  any,  outsiders  are  carried  along  the  line  of  Second  avenue,  and  as  this  section 
Is  only  one  block  removed  from  Third  avenue,  where  an  all  night's  service  is  main- 
tained, it  would  seem  an  unnecessary  service  to  require  the  company  to  run  trains 
on  this  line  between  1  and  5  a.  m.,  and  especially  so  as  no  one  was  sufficiently 
interested  to  appear  upon  the  hearing  in  support  of  the  complaint.. 

I,  therefore,  recommend  that  the  complaint  be  dismissed. 

Thereupon  the  following  dismissal  order  was  issued: 

DISMISSATj  order   No.   426. 
April  21,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  14th 
day  of  April.  1008.  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  pursuant  to  an 
order  of  this  Commission.  No.  374.  made  the  27th  day  of  March,  1008.  upon  motion 
of  the  Commission,  at  the  instance  and  request  of  the  Board  of  Aldermen  of  the 
city  of  New  York,  and  upon  the  complaint  of  said  Board  of  Aldermen,  and  that 
said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Interborougb  Rapid  Transit  Company,  and 
that  such  service  was  by  said  company  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  said 
hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  order 
specified  on  the  14th  day  of  April,  1008,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Eustis  presiding, 
Harry  M.  Chamhorlaln.  Esq..  appearing  for  the  Public  Service  CommNsion  for  the 
First  District,  and  Alfrod  R.  Mudge.  Rsq..  and  Alfred  A.  Gardner.  Esq..  appearing 
for  said  Interboronph  Rapid  Transit  Company,  and  no  one  appearing  on  behalf  of 
the  Board  of  Aldermen,  complalnanta.  although  said  board  had  due  notice  of  said 
hearing,  and  proof  having  been  taken  upon  said  hearing,  and  It  appearing  there- 
from that  little.  If  any.  travel  exists  along  the  line  of  Second  avenue  between 
1  A.  M.  and  5  A.  M..  between  which  hours  complainants  desire  trains  to  be  run 
upon  said  lino,  and  that  even  between  the  hours  of  12  o'clock  midnight  and  1  a.  m. 
very  few  people  patronize  this  line,  and  It  nlso  appearing  from  said  nroof  that  this 
line  is  only  one  block  removed  from  Third  avenue  where  an  all-night  service  Is 
maintained,  and  that  service  on  aafd  Pecond  avonue  line  between  the  hours  of 
1  a.  m.  and  5  a.  m.  would  be  an  unnecessary  service. 

Now.  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman.  Ksq..  counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  Is 

Ordered,  That  the  said  complaint  be  and  the  same  hereby  Is  dismissed,  and  that 
this  order  b"  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Commission :  and  it  Is  further 

Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or 
additional  hearings  and  action  thereon  by  the  Commission  in  respect  to  any  of  the 
matters  covered  by  said  complaint,  and  order  or  the  proceedings  thereon. 
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Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company.—  Extension  of  Broadway 
express  service  to  Kingsbridge  and  of  Broadway  local  service 
to  Dyckman  street. 

Hearing  Order  Ko.  408. 

Opinion    of   Commissioner   Eustis. 

Dismissal    Order   No.   556. 


In    the    Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commfsslon  on  the  qups 
tlon  of  Improvements  in  and  additions  to  the 
service  of  the  INTERBOROT'OH  HAPII*  TllAXSlT 
COMPANY. 


•  Extension  of  Broadway  express  service  to  Kings- 
bridge,  and  of  Broadway  local  servlc*  to  Dy.'kman 
street." 


HEARING  ORDER   No.  408. 
April   10.    1908. 


It  is  herehy  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  22d  day  of  April.  1IK)8.  at  11 
o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  b€ 
adlourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission  at  No.  1R4  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  Stale  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations,  practices, 
equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  the  InterbolroMgh  Itnpid  Transit  Company  in 
respect  to  the  transportation  of  passengers  upon  Its  Broadway  line  of  the  Subway 
division  within  the  First  District,  are  unreasonable,  improper  or  Inadequate,  and 
whether  changes,  improvements  and  additions  thereto  om%\\X  reasonably  to  be  mat** 
in  the  manner  below  set  forth  In  order  to  promote  the  seMirity  and  convenience  of 
the  public,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  transporta- 
tion of  pa.ssengers.  and  If  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact,  then  to  dotermlne  whether  a 
change,  addition  and  improvement  in  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances 
and  service  of  said  company  as  hereinafter  set  forth  are  such  as  will  l>e  lust, 
reasonable,  adequate  and  proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be. made  to  acr»omm<vlfl te 
the  passenger  traffic  offered  to  it  and  to  promotp  the  convenience  of  the  mib'ic. 
or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  or  fncllitlos  for  the  transportation  of 
passengers,  ^hat  Is  to  say  : 

Whether  the  following  changes,  additions  and  regulations  should  be  put  into 
ettoct : 

1.  Whether  all  express  trains  upon  the  Broadway  line  of  the  Subway  division 
of  .said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  now  running  only  as  far  as  Dyclsman 
•trret  should  be  made  to  run  through  to  Kingsbridge  station  at  Two  Hundred 
an'^  Thirtieth  street  : 

2.  Whether  all  local  trains  upon  the  Broadway  line  of  the  Subway  division  of 
said  company  now  running  only  as  far  as  the  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-seventh 
street  station  upon  said  line  should  be  made  to  run  through  to  Dyckman  street. 

And  If  any  such  regulations,  changes.  Improvements  and  additions  be  found  to 
be  such  as  ought  to  be  mnde  ns  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  details  of  such 
changes.  Imnrovements  and  additions  and  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a 
reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  l>e  directed  and  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  th« 
premises  as  shall   be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Comnanv  he 
given  at  least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  It,  either  personallv 
or  by  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said 
company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presentlnsr  -evidence  and 
examlnlbg  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  were  held  April  22d,  28th  and  May  4th. 


Opinio.v  ok  Commission. 

(Adopted  June  5,  ino8.) 
Commissioner  Ei^stis  : — 

Various  hearings  have  been  held  in  this  matter,  and  representatives  of  the 
Washington  Heights  Taxpayers*  Association  produced  a  large  amount  of  testimony 
In  the  shape  of  statements  and  exhibits  giving  the  number  of  passengers  that  are 
compelled  to  transfer  from   the  local   to  the  express  trains  at  One  Hundred  and 
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Thirty-seventh  street,  and  also  showing  that  at  times  the  Klngsbrldgo  express  would 
be  crowded  on  Its  southerly  trip  at  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-seventh  street 

Upon  all  the  proofs  submitted  I  find  that  the  present  service  on  the  Broadway 
express  line  north  of  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-seventh  street  Is  adequate,  except 
for  a  short  time,  not  to  exceed  an  hour,  night  and  morning  when  some  of  the 
express  trains  have  passengers  standing  between  One  Hundred  and.  Fifty -seventh 
and  One  Hundred  and  Thirty -seventh  streets. 

In  flo  far  as  the  complaint  relates  to  the  service  north  of  Dyckman  street,  re- 
qnestlng  that  the  railroad  company  be  compelled  to  run  Its  Dyckman  street  trains 
through  to  Elngsbridge  and  to  Van  Cortlandt  when  the  terminal  station  at  that 
point  is  finished,  I  find  that  on  an  average  not  over  25  per  cent  of  the  seats  in 
the  Kingsb ridge  trains  are  occupied  north  of  Dyckman  street,  and  at  no  time  during 
the  day  are  over  75  per  cent  of  the  seats  occupied,  and  to  grant  this  request  of 
the  complainants  would  be  to  impose  an  unnecessary  burden  and  expense  upon  the 
railroad  company. 

I  find  that  it  would  be  a  great  convenience  to  some  people  if  the  One  Hundred 
and  Thirty-seventh  street  local  trains  could  be  extended,  but  that  the  convenience 
would  not  be  sufficient  to  warrant  the  Commission  in  putting  this  additional  burden 
upon  the  railroad,  when  it  Is  shown  by  the  evidence  that  the  other  trains  are  ad<^- 
quate  during  almost  the  entire  twentyrfour  hours  of  the  day.  And  that  north 
of  One  Hundred  and  Forty-fifth  street  the  railroad  company  has  but  two  tracks, 
and  if  it  were  to  extend  the  local  trains  to  Dyckman  street  the  operation  of  fhJ5 
line  would  be  made  more  difficult  and  dangerous. 

I  am  therefore  of  the  opinion  that  at  the  present  time  it  would  be  unwise  to 
direct  the  railroad  company  to  satisfy  the  complaint.  I  would  therefore  recom- 
mend that  the  complaint  be  dismissed. 

Thereupon  the  following  dismissal  order  was  issued: 

DISMISSAL  ORDER  No.  556. 
June  5,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  April  22. 
1908,  and  May  4,  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  had  pursuant  to 
Order  for  Hearing  No.  408,  dated  April  10,  1908,  and  returnable  on  April  22,  1908, 
and  it  appearing  that  said  order  was  Issued  upon  motion  of  the  Commission,  after 
the  complaint  of  the  Washlngtan  Heights  Taxpayers'  Association  and  In  accordance 


with  the  request  contained  in  said  complaint,  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  order 
was  duly  served  upon  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  and  that  sUch 
service  was  by  said  company  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  said  hearing  was  had 


pearing  lor  ine  «..ommissioa  ana  negiuaia  x-.  »oiion,  i^^^Q-.  ana 
appearing  for  the  complainant,  and  Alfred  A.  Gardner,  Esq.,  Cc 
borough  Rapid  Transit  Company,  appearing  for  said  company, 
made   to   appear  after   the   proceedings  on    said   hearing  that 


by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  complaint  and  order  specified, 
on  the  22d  dav  of  April.  1908,  and  the  4th  day  of  May,  1908,  before  Mr.  Com- 
missioner Eustls,  presiding,  Harry  M.  Chamberlain,  Esq.,  Assistant  Counsel,  ap- 
pearing for  the  Commission  and  Reginald  P.  Bolton.  K»a.,  and  John  Whalen,  Esq., 
'       '        "  *'       "    '"'   "'  ^    *  "  Counsel  for  the  Inter- 

,  and  it  having  been 

-_    _,r  -     -     r ^       -    ^    the   service    of    said 

Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  in  the  respects  complained  of  is  not  unreason- 
able or  Inadequate  and  that  it  would  not  be  Just  or  reasonable  to  order  the  exten- 
sions of  service  desired  by  the  complainant, 

Now,  on   motion   of  George   S.  Coleman,   Esq.,  Counsel   to  the  Commission,  it  Is 
Ordered,  That  the  said  complaint  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  dismissed  and  that 
this  order  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Commission,  and  it  is  further 

Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or 
additional  hearings  and  action  thereon  by  the  Commission  in  respect  to  any  of  the 
matters  covered  by  said  order  or  the  proceedings  thereon. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company .»—  Skip])ing  Eighty-fourth 
street  station  on  the  Third  avenue  elevated. 

Hearing  Order  No.  647. 
Opinion    of   Commissioner   Eustis. 
Discontinuance  Order  No.  il'A. 
Complaint  of  Frank  Schaffeb 
against 
Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. 
Hearing  Order  No.  647    (see  form,  note  3)   issued  July  2l9t. 
Hearing  held  July  28th. 


534      Public  Service  Commission  —  First  District. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  August  3,  1908.) 

COMMISSIONER    EUSTIS  : 

Complainant  appeared  at  the  hearing  and  stated  that  he  was  satisfied  that  the 
condition  complained  of  had  been  greatly  Improved.  Mr.  Hedley  stated  that  the 
company's  positive  orders  were  that  no  two  consecutive  trains  should  skip  the 
same  station  and  that  the  company  would  not  retain  in  its  employ  employees  who 
persistently  disregarded  their  rules  to  that  effect.  I  recommend  that  the  com- 
plaint be  dismissed  and  submit  herewith  order  dismissing  the  complaint. 

Thereupon  the  following  discontinuance  order  was  issued: 


FRANK  SCHAFFBR, 
against 


Complainants 


INTERBOROUGH 


RAPID    TRANSIT    COMPANY, 
Defendant. 


'  Skipping  84th  Street  station  on  the  Third  Avenue 
Elevated   Road." 


DISCONTINUANCE  ORDER 
No.  654. 
Augu.st   3,   1908. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  a  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  28th  day 
of  July,  1908.  and  It  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  pursuant  to  Order 
No.  617  of  this  Commission,  dated  Julv  21,  1908,  and  returnable  on  the  28th  day 
of  July,  1908,  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  on  for  hearing  certain  matters  sug- 
gested by  the  complaint  of  BYank  Schafler  with  respect  to  the  alleged  practice  of 
the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  of  skipping  Eighty-fourth  street  station 
upon  its  Third  avenue  road,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  had  by  and 
before  said  Commission  on  matters  embracod  in  said  complaint  and  in  HH?d  order 
specified,  on  the  28th  day  of  July,  1908,  Mr.  Commissioner  Enstls  presiding,  Mr. 
Alfred  B.  Mudge,  of  counsel  appearing  for  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany, and  no  one  appearing  for  said  complainant,  and  at  said  hearing,  in  a  letter 
dated  July  23d,  the  complsanant  herein  having  expressed  satisfaction  with  the  im- 
provement in  service  furnished  at  the  Eighty-fourth  street  station  by  said  Inter- 
borough  Rapid  Transit  Company, 

Now,  on  motion  m^de  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Resolved,  That  the  proceedings  herein  be,  and  the  same  hereby  are,  discontinued. 
And  it  Is  further 

Resolved.  That  this  action  of  the  Commission  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  the 
Issuance  of  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearings  or  action  thereon  by  the 
Commission,  in  respect  to  any  of  the  matters  covered  by  said  complaint  or  said 
order  for  hearing  or  the  proceedings  thereon. 


Long  Island    Electric  Railway  Company. — Service  and  equip- 
ment on  Liberty  avenue  line. 


Hearing    Order    No.    406. 
Final  Order  No.  506. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the  ques- 
tion of  Improvements  In  and  additions  to  the 
service  and  equipment  ot  the  Long  Island  Electric 
Railway  Company. 


•  Liberty  Avenue   Line." 


HKARING  ORDER  No.  406. 
April  10,   1908. 


It  i»  herebp  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  22d  day  of  April,  1008.  at 
2 :30  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission  at  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough 
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*  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  whether  the  regulations, 
equipment  and  appliances  of  the  Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company  in  respect 
to  transportation  of  persons  and  property  in  the  First  District  are  unsafe, 
improper  or  inadequate,  and  whether  changes,  improTements  and  additions  thereto 
ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  the  manner  below  set  forth  in  order  to  promote 
the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public  or  employees,  or*  in  order  to  secure  ade- 
quate service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  and  property,  and 
if  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact,  then  to  determine  whether  a  change,  addition, 
and  Improvement  of  regulations,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  said  Company, 
as  hereinafter  set  forth,  is  such  as  would  be  Just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and 
proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience 
of  the  public  or  employees,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  or  facilities 
for  the  transportation  of  passengers  and  property  on  its  Liberty  avenue  line,  that 
Is  to  say: 

1.  That  the  said  Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company  maintain  a  uniform 
headway  in  the  operation  of  cars  on  said  line. 

2.  That  the  said  railway  company  renew  or  replace  illegible  destination  signs, 
and  conspicuously  display  said  signs. 

8.  That  the  railway  company  thoroughly  clean  each  car  everv  day. 

4.  That  the  said  railway  company  thoroughly  wash  and  disinfect  each  car  every 
third  day. 

6.  That  the  said  railway  company  overhaul  and  repair  each  car  6o  that  when 
completed  they  shall  be  in  first  class  condition.  And  if  any  such  changes,  im- 
provements and  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as  ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid, 
then  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a  reasonable  time  within  which  the  same 
should  be  directed  and  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company  be  given 
at  least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally 
or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  com- 
pany be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining 
and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  held  April  22d  and  30th. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDER  No.   506. 
May  19,   1908. 

An  order,  known  as  Order  No.  406,  having  been  duly  made  by  the  Commission 
on  April  10,  1908,  directing  that  a  hearing  be  had  to  inquire  whether  the  regu- 
latious,  equipment  and  appliances  of  the  Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company 
in  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  and  property  in  the  First  District  are 
unrafc,  improper  or  inadequate,  and  whether  changes.  Improvements  and  additions 
thereto  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  the  manner  set  forth  in  said  order  to 
promote  the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public  or  employees,  or  In  order  to 
secure  adcKjuate  service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  and 
property,  and  if  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact  then  to  determine  whether  changes, 
additioas  o.**  improvements  in  regulations,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of 
said  company  are  such  as  would  be  Just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper 
and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  to  promote  the  security  and  convenipoce  of  the 

?iublic  or  employees,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  or  facilities  for  the 
ransportation  of  passengers  and  property  upon  its  Liberty  avenue  line,  and  said 
order  having  been  duly  served  on  the  Long  Island  Electric  Railwav  Company  on 
the  11th  day  of  April.  1908.  and  said  service  having  been  duly  acknowledged  by 
said  company,  and  said  hearing  having  been  duly  had  in  pursuance  thereof  before 
the  Commission  on  the  22d  day  of  April,  1008.  and  on  the  30th  day  of  April.  lOOH. 
Hon.  Edward  M.  Basset  t,  Commissioner,  presiding,  Mr.  Emanuel  Gonzales  Bui  lard 
appearing  for  certain  property  owners,  Mr.  Van  Vechten  Veeder  appearing  for 
the  Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company,  and  Mr.  Henry  H.  Whitman,  Assistant 
Counsel  to  the  Commission,  attending,  and  it  appearing  in  the  opinion  and  Judg- 
ment of  the  Commission  that  the  regulations,  equipment  and  appliances  of  the 
Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company  in  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  and 
property  In  the  First  District  are  unsafe,  improper  and  inadequate,  knd  that  the 
repairs,  improvements  and  changes  hereinafter  directed  ought  reasonably  to  be 
made   in   order   to   promote   the   security   and   convenience   of   the  public   and   em- 

filoyees   of   said   company   and    to   secure    adequate    service   and    facilities   for   the 
ransportation  of  persons  or  property,  and  that  the  time  hereinafter  given  within 
which  to  make  such  repairs,  improvements,  changes  and  additions  is  reasonable. 
It  U  ordered: 

1.  That  the  said  T>ong  Island  Electric  Railway  Companv  maintain  a  regular 
headway  for  the  operation  of  cars  on  its  said  line  from  the  30th  day  of  May,  1908, 
and  until  the  further  order  of  the  Commission. 

2.  That  the  said  I/ong  Island  Electric  Railway  Company  renew  or  replace  all 
illegible  destination  signs  and  conspicuously  display  said  signs  on  both  ends  of 
all  cars  from  the  30th  day  of  May,  1908,  and  until  the  further  order  of  the 
Commission. 
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3.  That  the  Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company  thoroughly  clean  each  car 
in  operation  on  lit)  said  line  daily  from  the  30tb  day  of  May,  1908.  and  until  the 
farther  order  of  the  Commission. 

4.  That  the  said  Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company  thoroughly  clean  and 
disinfect  each  car  on  Its  said  line  every  fourth  day  from  the  3Uth  day  of  May, 
1908,  and  until  the  further  order  of  the  Commission. 

5.  That  the  said  Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company,  from  the  30th  day  of 
May,  1908,  and  prior  tcf  the  15th  day  of  September,  1908,  overhaul  and  repair  the 
bodies  of  all  cars  on  Its  said  line  so  that  when  completed  their  condition  shall  be 
suhetantially  new,  having  safe,  proper  lyid  adequate  car  bodies  in  every  respect. 

And  it  i8  further  ordereO,  That  said  iMng  Island  Electric  Railway  Company 
notifv  this  Commission  in  writing  within  five  days  after  the  service  of  this  order 
whether  its  terms  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company.—  Failure  to  operate  cars 
on  the  One  Hundred  and  Forty-fifth  street  erosstown'  line 
after  midnight  because  of  storing  of  cars. 

Complaint,  of  John  G.   Bennett 
affainst 

METBOPOLrTAN     STREET     RAILWAY     COMPANY 

AND    Adrian    II.    Joline    and    Douglas 
Robinson,  Receivers. 

Complaint  Order  No.  710  (see  form,  note  1)  issued  September  14th. 

The  company  answered  September  11th  starting  that  the  work  on  the  car 
Darns  had  progressed  to  such  an  extent  that  it  would  be  possible  thereafter 
to  store  fewer  cars  on  the  street  and  to  operate  cars  between  Eighth  Avenue 
and  Broadway  after  midnight  and  that  cars  would  be  so  operated. 


Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company. —  Withdrawal  of  service 
on  Avenue  A  between  Fourteenth  street  and  Twenty-third 
street. 

Complaint  of  the  Eighteenth  Ward  Tax- 
payers' Association  of  the  City,  of 
New  York 

against 

Metropoijtan  Street  Railway  Cobcpany 
AND  Adrian  H.  Joijne  and  Douglas  Rob- 
inson, ITS  Receivers. 

Complaint  Order  No.  809   (s;e  form,  note  1)    issued  October  30th. 

The  answer  of  the  company  was  received  November  4th  stating  that  it 
possessed  no  franchise  to  operate  electric  cars  on  Avenue  A  north  from 
Fourteenth  street. 
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Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company. —  South  Brooklyn  Railway 
Company Operation  of  freight  cars  on  Marcy  avenue. 

Complaint   Order    No.    734. 
Extension  Order  No.  763. 
Hearing   Order   No.   838. 

Complaint  of  James  J.  Hunter  et  al. 

against     • 

The  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company, 

^  South   Brooklyn   Railway   Company.         ; 

Complaint  Order  No.  734    (see  form,  note  1)   issued  September  25th. 
Extension  Order  No.  763    (see  form,  note  2)    issued  October  6th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  838    (see  form,  note  3)    issued  November   17th. 
Hearings  were  held  November  30th,  December  7th  and  14th. 


New  York  and  Queens  County  Railway  Company. —  Reduction 
of  running  time  between  Jamaica  and  Flushing  and  through 
cars  between  Jamaica  and  Long  Island  Gity  by  way  of 
Flushing. 


ORDER  No.  248. 

February  7,  1908. 


GEORGE    W.    BARTHOLF, 

Complainant, 
against 

NEW    YORK    AND    Qt^EENS   COUNTY    RAILWAY 
COMPANY, 

Defendant. 


Under    Order    for    Answer    No.    132,    made    Decem- 
ber  4,    1907. 


This   matter  cominK  on  upon    the   complaint   of  George   W.   Bartbolf,    dated   the 

22d  day  of  November.  1907,  and  upon  the  order  of  the  Commission,  No.  VV2.  mad': 

the  4th   dav  of   December,    lOOT,   and  upon   the   an«wer  of   New   York  and  Queens 

County  Railway  i^ompany.  dated  December  13.   19(H,  and   It  not  appearing  to  the 

CommWion  that  there  are  reasonable  grounds  for  the  charges  in  said  complaint. 

Now,   on  motion   of   George    S.   Coleman.    Esq.,   Counsel   to  the   Commission,  it   Is 

Ordered,  That   said   comolatnt   be  and  the   same  hereby   Is   dismissed ;   and   It   U 

Further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  the  making  and 

Issuing  of  any  further  order  or  orders  for  hearings  upon  any  of  the  matters  referred 

to  in  said  complaint  and  answer. 


New  York  and  Queens  County  Railway  Company. —  Failure  to 
run  cars  to  the  Corona  terminus  from  Long  Island  City. 

Complaint  Order  No.  773. 
Hearing  Order   No.   833. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 
Final   Order.   Case   833. 
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Complaint   of    the   Cobona    Imfbovsmsnt 
Association 

against 

New  York  and  Queens  County  Railway 
Company. 


Complaint  Order  No.  773   (see  form,  note  1)   issued  October  9th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  833   (see  form,  note  2)   issued  November  13th. 
Hearing  held  November  13th. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted   December  8,   1908..) 

rOMMISSIONBR    BASSHTT  : — 

Hearings  have  been  held  herein  and  the  complainants  given  an  opportnnity  to 
show  in  what  respect  the  operation  of  the  defendant's  Corona  line  has  been  defec- 
tive. The  New  York  and  Qneens  County  Railway  Company  operates  a  large 
number  of  lines  in  Qneens  county.  The  particular  line  under  consideration  Is  a 
line  of  two  tracks  running  from  l^ong  Island  City  to  Flushing  via  Borden  avenue, 
JackRon  avenue,  Newtown  road,  Anderson  avenue,  Kelly  avenue,  Woodside  avenue, 
Broadway  (Elrahurst),  Whitney  avenue,  Ludlow  avenue,  Main  street  (Corona), 
Locust  street,  and  on  a  trestle  to  Flushing.  Briefly,  this  line  serves  Long  Island 
City,  Woodside,  Winfleld,  Newtown,  Elmhurst  and  Corona,  all  in  the  borough  of 
Queens.  The  operating  company  in  order  to  give  during  evenlngr  rush  hours  ade- 
quate service  to  those  portions  of  the  locality'  that  lie  near  Long  Island  City  has 
devised  a  short  line  with  Its  terminus  at  Ludlow  avenue  and  Eighth  street,  Elm- 
hurst, and  operates  cars  on  this  short  line  every  ten  minutes.  As  the  cars  operate 
on  the  through  line  every  ten  minutes,  the  combined  headway  of  five  minutes  for 
the  thickly  settled  parts  of  the  route  is  eCTected.  The  main  complaint  is  that  the 
through  cars  in  evening  rush  hours  are  crowded,  whereas  the  short  line  cars  are 
at  corresponding  times  only  partly  fllled.  The  complainants  say  that  the  remedy 
is  to  run  all  cars  through  to  Flushing  or  to  the  edge  of  the  salt  meadows  lying 
between  Corona  and  Flushing.  It  appears  that  the  passengers  who  suffer  most 
are  those  who  live  in  Corona  beyond  the  terminus  of  the  short  line.  They  also 
complain  because  no  transfers  are  given  between  the  short  line  and  through  line. 

The  proof  shows  that  there  is  no  permanent  overcrowding  of  the  through  can 
that  proceed  beyond  Elmhurst,  where  the  short  line  terminates.  This  being  the  case 
the  commission  is  unwilling  te  require  the  short  line  cars  to  proceed  to  the  end  of 
the  route  as  such  operation  would  cause  a  greater  number  of  cars  In  the  outlying 
portion  of  the  line  than  the  public  requires.  In  my  opinion  the  main  cause  of  the 
trouble  is  due  to  the  lack  of  transfers  or  through  privileges  to  those  who  nse  the 
short  line  and  desire  to  go  further.  The  Commission  is  not  unwilling  to  have  an 
operating  company  turn  back  cars  at  points  on  its  line  adjusted  so  as  to  give  the 
best  accommodation  to  all  and  with  a  fair  degree  of  economy  by  the  company, 
but  when  a  company  chooses  to  exercise  this  privilege  of  cutting  back  its  cars 
it  should  allow  passengers  des'rlnsr  to  proceed  beyond  that  point  to  do  so  without 
paylilg  extra  far**.  If  nn  extra  fare  Is  demanded  the  overloading  of  through  cars 
and  corresponding  undorlonding  of  short  line  cars  Is  quite  sure  to  result  The 
reason  for  this  Is  that  passenpnrs  desire  to  take  the  first  car  that  starts  toward 
their  home.  A  passenger  proceeding  only  a  short  distance  will  take  the  through 
car  if  that  Is  the  first  car.  The  result  Is  that  the  through  cars  carry  short  di8tan«e 
passengers  as  well  as  long  distance  passengers  and  become  overcrowded.  The  short 
line  cars  being  prevented  by  the  extra  fare  from  carrying  long  distances  passengers 
carry  short  distance  passengers  only.  This  creates  a  constant  tendency  to  overload 
the  through  cars  and  under  load  the  short  line  cars.  This  tendency  would  exist  to 
a  slight  degree  even  If  transfers  were  given  because  through  passengers  would  prefer 
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to  ride  on  through  cars,  but  this  tendency  Is  minimized  if  the  transfers  are  given. 
For  instance,  if  the  e^ra  fare  is  charged,  a  person  desiring  to  go  to  Flushing  will 
approach  the  cars  at  the  ferry  in  Long  Island  City,  find  the  first  car  a  through  car 
with  standing  room  only  and  the  next  car  a  short  line  car  with  plenty  of  seats.  He 
can  take  his  choice  between  riding  to  Blmhurst,  about  five  and  one-half  miles,  with- 
out a  seat  or  of  riding  in  the  short  line  car  to  Blmhurst  with  a  seat  but  with  the 
necessity  of  paying  another  fare  to  go  on  from  there  to  Flushing.  Most  people 
choose  to  stand.  Crowding  of  this  sort  is  unnecessary  and  the  company  should  use 
every  means  to  prevent  it.  There  is  no  good  reason  why  it  should  not  make  seats 
in  its  short  line  cars  available  to  through  passengers  if  the  through  passengers  are 
willing  to  transfer  at  Elmfaurst.  My  conclusion,  therefore,  is  that  if  the  company 
continues  to  cut  back  part  of  Its  cars  in  the  evening  rush  hours  at  any  point  in 
Elmhurst  or  Corona  other  than  at  the  edge  of  the  salt  meadow  it  should  transport 
without  extra  charge  the  passengers  that  wish  to  proceed  further  east  on  this  line. 

Thereupon  the  following  tinal  order  was  issued: 


R.  H.  NICKERSON,  for  CORONA  IMPROVEMENT 
ASSOCIATION. 

Complainant, 
against 

NEW    YORKT   AND    QUEENS    COUNTY    RAILWAY 
COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

"  Failure    to    run    cars    to    Corona    Terminus    from 
Long  Island  City." 


Under  Order  for  Hearing  No.  833,  made  November 
13.  1908. 


CASE  No.  833, 

PINAL  ORDER. 
December  8,  1908. 


This  matter  coming  on  unon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  24th 
day  of  November,  1008.  and  It  appearing  that  the  said  nearing  was  held  bv  and 
pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission  made  November  13,  1008.  and  that  said 
order  was  duly  served  upon  the  New  Y'ork  and  Queens  County  Railway  Company, 
and  that  said  service  was  bv  It  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  said  hearing 
was  held  bv  and  l>efore  the  Oommlssion  on  the  matters  in  said  order  specified  on 
NovemlM?r  24,  1008.  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett  nresldlffg  at  said  hearing  and  proof, 
being  tak<^n.  Grosvenor  H.  Backus,  Esq.,  .\sBUtant  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 
attending  and  A.  G.  Peacock,  Esq..  appearing  for  said  New  York  and  Queens 
County  Railway  Company. 

Now.  It  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  hearing  that  the 
regulations,  practices  and  service  of  said  New  York  ana  Queens  County  Railway 
Company  In  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  on  Its  line  from  Long  Island 
City  to  Corona  in  the  borough  of  Queens,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  av  unjust, 
unreasonable.  Improper  and  inadequate,  and  It  being  made  to  appear  after  said 
proceedings  that  it  Is  and  will  be  Just,  reasonable  and  proper  that  the  said  regula- 
tions, practices  and  service  of  the  said  New  York  and  Queens  County  Railway 
Company  on  said  line  between  Long  Island  City  and  Corona  should  be  supplemented 
and  changed  In  the  particulars  hereinafter  set  forth. 

Now,  therefore,  on  motion  duly  made  and  seconded.  It  Is 

Orderen,  That  on  and  after  the  IRth  day  of  December.  1908.  the  New  York  and 
Queens  Conntv  Railway  Company  shall  Increase  its  schedule  of  through  cars  here- 
tofore operated  on  a  ten  minute  headway  on  Its  Corona  line  by  running  as  through 
cars  the  ten  cars  that  have  heretofore  been  turned  back  at  Elmhurst ;  or  that  fail- 
ing to  operate  anv  of  said  Increased  number  of  cars  as  through  cars  said  company 
shall  operate  at  least  as  manv  short  line  cars  as  have  been  heretofore  operated  and 
furnish  a  transfer  to  any  and  every  passenger  on  any  short  line  car  on  said  route, 
entitling  a  passenger  to  continue  his  ride  from  the  terminus  of  the  short  line  run. 
without  the  payment  of  any  additional  fare  besides  the  original  fare  of  five  (5) 
cents  paid  on  the  short  line  car.  and  it  is 

Further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  immediately,  and  shall  con- 
tinue In  force  until  modified  by  the  further  order  of  this  Commission. 

Further  ordered.  That  before  the  12th  day  of  December,  1908.  said  New  York  and 
Queens  County  Rallwav  Company  shall  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for 
the  First  Dl.strlct  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed 
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New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  and 
New  York,  New  Haven  and  Hartford  Railroad  Company. — 

Improvement  in  and  addition  to  service. 

Hearing  Order  No.  279. 

Opinion   of   Commissioner   Eustis. 

Dismissal  Order  No.  473. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  upon  the  Motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
Question  of  Improvement  In  the  Addition  to  the 
Service  of  the  NEW  YORK  CENTRAL  &  HUD- 
SON RIVER  RAILROAD  COMPANY  and  of  the 
NEW  YORK,  NEW  HAVEN  &  HARTFORD 
RAILROAD  COMPANY,  in  respect  to  changes  in 
manner  of  announcing  trains  at  the  One  Hundred 
and  Twenty-fifth  street  station. 


ORDER  FOR  HEARING 
No.  27». 
February  21,  1908. 


/*  ij»  hereby  ordered.  That  a  heariuji?  be  had  on  the  0th  day  of  March.  1908,  at 
11  o'cloclc  in  the  forenoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nas.sau  street, .  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  of  New  Y^ork,  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  whether  the  regu- 
lations, practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  the  New  York  Central  & 
Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  and  the  New  York,  New  Haven  &  Hartford  Rail- 
road Company,  in  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  State  of  New  York, 
are  unreasonable,  improper  or  inadequate,  and  whether  changes,  improvements  and 
additions  thereto  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  the  manner  below  set  forth,  in 
order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public,  or  In  order  to  secure 
adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  transqjo'rtation  of  passengers,  and  if  such 
he  found  to  be  the  fact,  then  to  determine  whether  a  change,  addition  and  improve- 
ment in  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  said  com- 
panies, as  hereinafter  set  forth,  are  such  as  may  be  just,  reasonable,  adequate  and 
proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  to  accommodate  the  passenger  traflSc 
offered  to  them  and  to  promote  the  convenience  of  the  public,  or  in  order  to  secure 
adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  that  Is  to  say : 

Whether  the  following  changes,  additions  and  regulations  should  be  put  into 
effect : 

*  1.  That  the  said  railroads  designate  an  experienced  announcer  or  announcers  who 
shall  be  on  duty  at  all  tlmedrat  the  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-fifth  street  station 
for  the  purpose  of  indicating  to  all  passengers  in  the  waiting  rooms  and  on  tlio 
platforms  the  arrival  of  all  trains,  and  that  a  system  be  adopted  and  maintained 
wheroby  the  announcer  or  announcers  shall  b*»  informed  several  minutes  in  advance 
of  the  arrival  of  each  train  as  to  the  destination  of  that  train,  and  that  there 
shall  be  at  all  times  on  the  platform  for  north  bound  trains  at  least  one  man  who 
shall  give  his  entire  time  to  the  work  of  properly  announcing  trains  and  giving 
informatioii. 

2.  That  the  said  railroads  shall  cause  suitable  signs  to  be  properly  placed  ex- 
plaining the  system  of  announcing  trains  and  indicating  certain  officials  to  whom 
any  passcmrermay  apply  for  information  as  to  the  time  of  departure  of  trains  and 
as  to  the  destination  of  trains. 

And  If  any  such  regulations,  changes.  Improvements  and  additions  be  found  to 
be  such  as  ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  details  of  surh 
changes,  iinproveraents  and  additions  and  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a 
reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  Im*  directed  and  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad 
Company  and  New  York.  New  Haven  and  Hartford  Railroad  Company,  be  given  at 
least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing,  by  service  upon  each  of  them,  either  per- 
sonally or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said 
companies  l)e  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  ex- 
amining and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  March  9th. 

Opinion'  of  Commission. 

fAdo:)ted    May    8,    lOOS.) 
COAfMISSIOXEK    KrsTis  :  — 

lu  the  matter  of  the  complaint  of  .1.  Heron  Cressman  against  New  York  Central 
and   Hudson   River  Railroad   Company   for  failure  to  properly  announce  the  arrival 
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of  trains  at  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-fifth  street  station,  the  defendant  answered 
the  complaint  of  the  complainant  In  this  case  in  effect  that  proper  announcement 
was  made  of  all  approaching  trains. 

At  the  hearing  the  complainant  failed  to  appear,  and  the  testimony  of  William 
H.  Elliott,  one  of  the  Commission's  traffic  inspectors  substantially  confirmed  the 
testimony  produced  by  the  defendant,  in  effect  that  all  trains  were  announced  on 
their  approaching  the  platform  at  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-fifth  street  by  an 
employee  with  a  megaphone.  It  appears  from  the  testimony  of  the  defendant  that 
this  is  in  accordance  with  orders  given  to  their  employees,  and  the  only  exception 
being  where  the  employees  become  careless  or  negligent,  bringing  in  the  human 
element  which  applies  to  all  matters  where  employees  have  to  be  depended  upon. 

I  therefore  recommend  that  the  complaint  be  dismissed. 

j 

Thereupon  the  following  dismissal  order  was  issued: 

DISMISSAL  ORDER  NO.  473. 
May  8,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  9th 
day  of  March.  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  hold  pursuant  to  an 
oraer  of  this  Commission  No.  279,  made  the  2l8t  day  of  February,  1908.  upon 
motion  of  the  Commission,  at  the  instance  and  request  of  J.  Heron  Crossman,  and 
that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company  and  the  New  York,  New  Haven  and  Hartford  Railroad  Comimny, 
and  that  said  service  was  by  said  companies  duly  aclmowledged,  and  that  the  said 
hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  order 
specified  on  the  9th  day  of  March.  1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Eustls,  presiding. 
Arthur  DuBois,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  I*ubllc  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District,  and  B.  H.  Boles,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  said  New  York  Central  and 
Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,  and  W.  T.  Quinn,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  said 
New  York,  New  Haven  and  Hartford  Railroad  Company,  and  no  one  appearing  on 
behalf  of  J.  Heron  Crossman,  complainant,  and  proof  having  been  taken  upon  said 
hearing  and  it  appearing  that  the  service  of  the  above  named  defendants  in  the 
manner  of  announcing  trains  at  the  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-fifth  street  station 
18  not  unreasonable,  improper  and  inadequate. 

Now,   therefore,  on   motion   made  and  duly  seconded.  It  is 

Ordered,  That  the  said  complaint  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  dismissed,  and  that 
this  order  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Commi8.sion ;  and  It  Is  further-* 

Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or 
additional  hearings  and  action  thereon  by  the  Commission  in  respect  to  any  of  thv* 
matters  covered  by  said  complaint  and  order  or  the  proceedings  thereon. 


New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company.. —  In- 
crease of  service  at  University  Heights  station. 

Complaint  Order  No.  313. 
Hearing  Order  No.  613. 
Opinion   of   Commissioner   Euetis. 
Final   Order  No.   608. 

Complaint  of  Elmer  A.  AiiiEN 

against 

New    York    Central    and    Hudson    River 
Railroad  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  313    (see  form,  note  1)    issued  March  6th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  513  (see  form,  note  3)  issued  May  22d. 
Hearings  held  June  2d,  9th  and  11th. 
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Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  June  26,   1008.) 

COMMISSIONKB   EUSTIS  : 

The  matter  of  the  complaint  of  Elmer  A.  Allen  against  the  defendant  aboTe 
named,  complaining  of  the  seryice  of  the  defendant  in  that  it  had  taken  off  one  of 
its  trains  from  University  Heights  station  which  arrived  there  at  8:18  in  the 
morning,  and  also  the  further  complaint  that  the  rate  of  fare  from  Unlyerslty 
Heights  to  One  Hundred  and  Flfly-flfth  street  of  nine  cents  was  unreasonable,  was 
referred  to  me. 

The  testimony  was  taken  in  this  matter  on  the  2d,  9th  and  11th  of  June,  1908, 
and  in  bo  far  as  the  complaint  relates  to  the  removal  or  taking  off  of  the  train 
which  stopped  at  University  Heights  at  8:18  a.  m.,  going  south,  I  find  that  this 
train  was  taken  ofT  from  this  station  and  the  other  stations  northerly  thereof  in 
the  borough  of  The  Bronx  in  order  to  create  a  semi-express  train  for  people  using 
this  train  from  Yonkers,  Park  Hill,  l^owerre  and  Caryl,  there  being  a  previous  train 
upon  this  line  stopping  at  the  University  Heights  station  at  8:01  and  a  following 
train  stopping  at  8  :46  a.  m. 

It  also  appeared  from  the  evidence  that  while  there  were  quite  a  number  of 
persons  who  appeared  upon  the  hearing  and  gave  testimony  that  they  would  be 
very  greatly  Inconvenienced  If  this  train  was  required  to  stop  at  University  Heights, 
that  it  would  delay  its  arrival  at  One  Hiindi-t^d  and  Flfty-flfth  street  to  such  an 
extent  that  they  would  lose  the  connecting  elevated  express,  which  would  delay 
them  at  least  five  minutes  before  the  next  elevated  express  went  out. 

There  was  no  evidence  produced,  excepting  the  evidence  of  the  complalnont  him- 
self, as  to  the  neces;slty  of  this  train  stopping,  but  It  may  be  presumed  that  others 
In  that  Immediate  locality  were  Inconvenienced.  It  also  appeared  from  the  evi- 
dence that  the*  train  was  very  little  patronized  at  University  Heights  station,  in 
fact  "nearly  all  of  the  travelers  in  that  section  prefer  the  connections  they  can 
make  with  the  subway  direct  across  the  bridge,  or  by  trolley  connections  at  One 
Hundred  and   Elghty-flrst  street. 

Since  the  hearing  closed  the  defendant  has  submitted  a  statement  in  writing 
from  its  general  solicitor  that  they  proposed  to  have  one  of  their  Hudson  rlrer 
trains  stop  at  this  station  at  8  :13  In  the  morning,  which  Is  within  five  minutes 
of  the  time  that  the  other  train  stopped,  and  transfer  can  be  made  from  the 
Hudson  river  train  to  the  Putnam  division  at  either  Morris  Heights  or  Hlghbridge 
where  the  8 :03  train  from  Yonkers  stops,  so  that  the  complainant  can  be  accoTi- 
modated  on  this  road  by  taking  this  train  five  minutes  earlier  and  making  a  change 
of  cars  at  either  Morris  Heights  or  Hlghbridge.  which  train  is  sufficiently  near  the 
time  to  be  accepted  by  the  complainant  as  sufficient. 

I  therefore  recommend  that  the  complaint  In  thU  particular  be  considered  satisfled 
and  complied  with. 

In  the  matter  of  the  rate  of  fare,  the  other  part  of  the  complaint,  as  soon  os  the 
matter  was  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  counsel  for  the  defendant  upon  the 
hearing  he  stated  frankly  that  he  was  convinced  that  there  was  a  discrimination 
against  the  University  Heights  station  In  the  matter  of  fare,  as  it  appeared  that 
other  stations  upon  the  line  of  this  road  for  an  equal  or  greater  distance  were 
receiving  a  five-rent  fare,  and  stated  at  the  hearing  that  If  the  matter  was  post- 
poned for  sufficient  time  to  take  the  matter  up  with  their  Mr.  Port,  who  had 
charge  of  traffic  rates,  he  believed  the  matter  could  be  adjusted. 

Since  thot  time  I  have  received  a  written  communication  from  Mr.  Fort  stating 
that  they  were  going  to  adjust  their  rates  along  this  division  and  would  prepare 
a  new  tariff  by  July  1st  to  go  Into  effect  Auarust  1st,  wherein  the  fare  from 
University  Heights  to  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-flfth  street  would  be  reduced  from 
nine  to  Ave  cents. 

I  would  therefore  recommend  that  In  regard  to  this  phase  of  the  complaint 
an  order  be  entered  in  conformity  with  the  Intention  of  the  railroad  officials  that 
the  rate  of  faro  from  University  Heights  to  One  Hundred  and  Fifty -fifth  street 
and  from  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-fifth  street  to  University  Heights  on  the  Putnam 
division  be  reduced  from  nlno  to  five  cents,  the  same  to  go  Into  effect  not  later 
than  August  1,  1008,  and  submit  an  order  accordingly. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued:  p 
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In  the  Matter  of  the  Complaint 

ELMER  A.  ALLEN. 

Oomplainant, 
against 

NEW  'YORK    CENTRAL    AND    HUDSON    RIVER 
RAILROAD  COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

After  Hearing  Order  No.  518,  dated  May  26,  1908. 


FINAL  ORDER  No.  608. 
June  26.  1908. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  2d  day 
of  June,  1908,  the  9th  day  of  June,  1908.  and  the  11th  day  of  June.  1908,  and  it 
appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission  pursuant 
to  Order  for  Hearing  No.  613,  dated  the  22d  day  of  May,  1908,  and  returnable  on 
the  2d  day  of  June,  1908;  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  order  was  issued 
upon  the  camplaint  of  the  above  named  complainant  and  the  answer  of  the  New 
York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  thereto;  and  It  appearing  that 
said  order  was  duly  served  upon  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad 
Company,  and  said  service  was  by  said  company  duly  acknowledged ;  and  it  ap- 
pearing that  said  hearing  was  duly  had  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the 
dates  aforesaid  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Rustis,  j)residing ;  Elmer  A.  Allen,  FJsq.. 
complainant,  appearing  In  person;  E.  H.  Boles,  Esq.,  appearing  for  said  railroad 
company,  and  Harry  M.  Chamberlain.  Esq..  assintant  counsel,  appearing  for  the 
Commission;  and  It  appearing  that  the  said  complaint  related  (1)  to  the  failure 
of  the  said  railroad  company  to  stop  a  certain  southbound  train  at  the  University 
Heights  station  on  the  Putnam  Division  of  said  company  at  8:18  a.  m..  and  (2) 
to  the  alleged  excessive  fare  charged  by  stiid  company  for  transportation  on  said 
line  between  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-tlfth  street  station  and  University  Heights 
station:  and  proof  having  been  taken  upon  w\6  hearing;  and  it  having  been  made 
to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  said  complaint  has  been  sub- 
stantially satisfied  In  so  far  as  it  relates  to  the  failure  of  said  company  to  stop 
at  Univer^ty  Heights  station  the  train  above  mentioned  at  8 :18  a.  m..  by  the 
stopping  at  said  station  of  one  of  the  Hudson  river  southbound  trains  at  8 :13 
A.  M..  and  that,  therefore,  the  complaint  in  Ibis  particular  should  be  dismissed : 
and  It  having  been  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  the 
rates,  fares  and  charges  demanded,  exacted,  charged  and  collected  by  said  com- 
pany upon  said  Putnam  division  for  the  tran snorts' Ion  of  persons  between  T'ui- 
verslty  Heights  station  and  One  Hundred  and  l^lfty-flfth  street  station  in  the  First 
District  are  unjustly  discriminatory  and  that  It  would  be  just,  reasonable  and 
proper  that  the  rate  charged  for  said  service  be  reduced  as  hereinafter  provided, 
and  that  the  rate  hereinafter  provided  would  be  a  .lust  and  reasonable  rate  for 
•aid  service,  and  that  the  time  hereinafter  provided  for  outtlne  such  change  into 
effect  would  be  reasonable  for  that  purpose:  and  said  company  having  admitted  the 
rale  now  charged  to  be  discriminatory,  and  having  slgnined  its  willingness  to  re- 
duce said  rate  In  the  manner  hereinafter  provided ; 

Now,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission, 

It  is  ordered^ 

1.  That  said  complaint.  In  so  far  as  it  refers  to  the  failure  of  said  comnanv  to 
stop  the  train  mentioned  in  the  complaint  at  University  Heights  station  at  8  :18 
A.  M..  be  and  the  same  hereby  Is  dismissed. 

2.  That  by  or  before  the  1st  day  of  August,  1908,  said  company  reduce  its  fare 
for  carrying  passengers  between  University  Heights  station  and  One  Hundred  and 
Fifty-fifth  street  station  on  said  line  In  either  direction  from  nine  cents  to  five 
cents,  and  that  said  rate  shall  be  thereafter  observed  by  said  company  and  In 
force  as  the  maximum  to  be  charged. 

8.  That  this  order  shall  take  efTect  Immediately  and  shall  continue  In  force 
until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  shall  other- 
wise order. 

4.  It  in  further  ordered.  That  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad 
Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  within  five 
days  after  service  of  this  order  upon  It.  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  ac- 
cepted and  will  be  obeyed. 


New  York  Central  and   Hudson  River   Railroad   Company .- 

Operation  of  freight  trains  on  Eleventh  avenue. 

Hearing  Order  No.  746. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis. 
'  Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis. 

Final  Order,  Case  No.  745. 


544       Public  Service  Commission  —  First  District. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  regulations,  practices,  appliances, 
eauipment  and  service  of  the  NEW  YORK  CBN- 
™AL  and   HUDSON   RIVER   RAILROAD  COM- 


'  Operation  of  freight  trains  on  Eleventh  Avenue.' 


-HEARING  ORDER  No.  745. 
September  2!),   1908. 


Ji  S^  ^^^^K  ^P^"'S^»  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  8th  day  of  October.  1908. 
at  J  :30  o  clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission.  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  whether  the  regulations,  practice*, 
appliances,  equipment  and  service  of  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Rail- 
road Company  in  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  and  property  In  the  First 
District  are  unreasonable,  Improper,  unsafe  or  Inadequate  as  hereinafter  set  forth, 
and  whether  changes,  additions  and  Improvements  thereto  ought  reasonablv  to 
be  made  In  the  manner  below  set  forth  In  order  to  promote  the  security  and 'con- 
venience of  the  public  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and  facilities  for 
the  transportation  of  persous  and  property,  and  to  dotcrmlne  whether  a  change, 
addition,  and  improvement  in  the  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances 
and  service  of  said  company,  as  hereitfnfter  set  forth,  are  such  as  will  be  just, 
reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made : 

1.  Whether  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  should 
be  directed  to  decrease  the  number  of  cars  operated  as  a  maximum  In  its  freight 
trains  on  Eleventh  avenue  in  the  city  of  New  York : 

2.  W^hethor  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  should 
be  directed  not  to  operate  freight  trains  during  certain  hours  of  the  day,  on  Elev- 
enth avenue ; 

3.  Whether  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  should 
be  directed  not  to  operate  any  freight  trains  from  the  Sixtieth  street  yard  for  the 
Thirtieth  street  yard  until  It  Is  known  at  the  Sixtieth  street  yard  that  there 
will  be  room  In  the  Thirtieth  street  yard  for  the  reception  of  said  trains;  also  not 
to  operate  any  trains  from  the  Thirtieth  street  yard  for  the  Sixtieth  street  vard 
until  it  is  kno^Ti  at  the  Thirtieth  street  yard  that  there  will  be  room  at'  the 
Sixtieth  street  yard  for  the  reception  of  said  train  : 

4.  Whether  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  should 
be  directed  to  Increase  the  number  of  trainmen  employed  upon  its  freight  tnhsa 
operated  on  Eleventh  avenue  In  the  city  of  New  York  : 

5.  Whether  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  should 
be  directed  to  make  other  changes  in  Its  regulations,  practices,  service,  equipment, 
or  appliances  in  connection  with  the  operation  of  freight  trains  on  Eleventh  avenue 
In  the  city  of  New  York. 

And  If  any  such  regulations,  changes,  improvements  and  additions  be  fouod  to 
be  such  as  ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  details  of  such 
changes.  Improvements  and  additions,  and  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a 
reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the  prem- 
ises as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Com- 
pany be  given  at  least  five  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  It.  either 
personally  or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hear- 
ing said  company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence 
and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  were  held  October  8th  and  Iftth. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
Commissioner  Eustis  : — 

This  investigation  by  the  Commission  was  taken  up  on  account  of  the  numerous 
accidents  that  occur  on  the  Eleventh  avenue  freight  train  service  between  Thirtieth 
and  Fifty-ninth  streets,  for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  into  the  regulations  now 
existing  under  which  such  trains  are  operated,  and  to  ascertain  whether  the  same 
were  unsafe  or  inadequate  and  whether  changes  and  Improvements  thereto  ought 
reasonably  to  be  made  in  order  to  secure  greater  safety  for  the  persons  using  said 
avenue,  two  hearings  were  had,  one  on  October  8  and  the  other  on  October  15. 
1908.  A  large  amount  of  testimony  was  taken,  from  which  it  appears  that  most 
of  the  serious  accidents  that  have  occurred  for  the  past  fifteen  months  along  this 
line  can  be  divided  Into  three  classes  —  those  that  are  trespassers  on  the  trains, 
truck  drivers  endeavoring  to  cross  In  front  of  moving  trains  when  there  Is  not 
sufficient  time  to  do  the  same  safely,  and  persons  getting  confused  while  on  the 
avenne. 
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The  evidence  presented  shows  that  while  this  has  been  called  "  Death  Avenue/' 
the  records  in  the  Commission's  olSce  show  that  the  serious  accidents  that  have 
occurred  along  this  line  for  the  la^t  fifteen  months  are  not  as  great  as  they  are 
on  other  lines  within  the  city;  and  that  during  that  time  a  large  percentage  of  the 
serious  accidents  have  occurred  to  trespassers  or  persons  stealing  rides.  Of  the 
three  deaths  that  have  occurred,  two  were  adult?  and  one  a  child,  two  of  whom 
were  trespassers.  Three  of  the  serious  accidents  were  caused  by  truck  drivers 
endeavoring  to  get  in  ahead  of  the  moving  train. 

The  company  keeps  at  its  yards  at  Pifty-nlnth  street  a  force  of  police  officers, 
numbering  twenty-four,  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  Its  trains,  and  the  evidence 
shows  that  for  the  past  year  or  more  they  have  not  been  able  to  accomplish  any 
results  in  regard  to  making  arrests  of  those  who  are  trespassers  on  the  trains,  on 
account  of  the  difficulty  in  securing  any  conviction  before  the  city  magistrates. 
Many  illustrations  wero  given  where  these  trespassers  were  taken  to  court  and 
discharged  by  the  magistrates,  who  ridiculed  the  company  for  having  made  the 
arrests. 

It  would  appear  from  this  evidence  that  the  magistrates  were  under  the  impression 
that  the  company  was  making  these  arrests  for  the  purpose  solely  of  preventing  the 
people  from  getting  a  free  ride,  while  the  main  object  of  the  company  has  been  not 
that  they  object  to  giving  these  people  a  free  ride,  but  to  eliminate  the  great  danger 
of  accidents. 

It  also  appears  that  some  time  ago  a  similar  situation  existed  on  Tenth  avenue 
below  Thirtieth  street,  and  a  crusade  was  made  by  the  police  officers  of  the  railroad 
company  in  co-operation  with  the  police  officers  of  the  city  and  the  city  magistrates, 
and  that  the  result  of  such  crusade  was  the  elimination  of  ride-stealing  on  freight 
cars  along  that  portion  of  the  company's  line.  It  was  the  consensus  of  opinion  of 
all  the  witnesses  at  the  Eleven th  avenue  hearing  that  if  a  similar  crusade  obtained 
for  a  few  weeks  along  the  line  of  Eleventh  avenue  north  of  Thirtieth  street  it 
would  produce  equally  good  results. 

I  would,  therefore,  strongly  recommend  that  the  police  officers  of  the  city,  and 
also  the  police  magistrates,  be  requested  to  co-operate  with  the  police  officers  of  the 
railroad  company  to  punish  the  offenders  so  that  the  custom  now  existing  will  be 
broken  up. 

The  present  regulation  of  tlie  railroad  company  is  prescribed  by  an  order  issued 
by  the  old  State  Railroad  Commission,  which  limits  the  length  of  its  freight  trains 
to  twenty-five  during  the  day  time,  and  thirty  cars  at  night,  and  the  complaint  has 
been  made  that  there  were  not  sufficient  brakemen  upon  those  cars  to  protect  them ; 
but  the  evidenc(»  upon  this  investigation  showed  very  clearly  that  brakemen  upon 
the  top  of  the  moving  freight  cars  In  any  number  would  not  deter  people  from 
Jumping  on  the  cars  for  a  ride,  as  it  was  considered  by  all  a  dangerous  experiment 
to  undertake  to  eject  anyone  from  a  train  when  they  were  either  on  the  train  or 
in  the  act  of  getting  on,  as  such  action  would  be  considered  exceedingly  dangerous. 

It  also  appears  from  the  testimony  that  the  number  of  flagmen  at  the  crossings 
can  not  have  any  effect  upon  these  trespassers,  as  the  duty  of  the  flagmen  is 
confined  entirely  at  the  crossings  where  they  are  to  give  due  warning  of  the  ap- 
proach of  trains  for  the  purpose  of  notifying  pedestrians  and  truckmen  not  to 
cross;  but  if  pedestrians  insist  upon  violating  this  warning,  they  are  powerless  to 
prevent  them,  and,  if  they  undertook  to  do  so,  they  would  be  taken  away  from 
their  post  of  duty  and  might  cause  an  accident  in  place  of  preventing  one. 

As  these  trains  are  entirely  controlled  by  the  engineer,  in  so  far  as  the  brake- 
man's  duty  is  concerned,  it  appeared  from  the  testimony  of  the  Commission's 
experts  that  greater  efficiency  would  be  accomplished  by  placing  one  active  man 
on  each  end  of  the  train,  who  would  be  in  such  a  position  that  he  could  easily 
jump  to  the  ground  and  protect  pedestrians  or  truckmen  that  were  passing  in  front 
thereof. 

Another  suggestion  that  was  brought  out  upon  the  hearing  on  the  part  of  the  Com- 
mission related  to  the  time  when  the  tracks  were  to  be  free  from  service  by  the 
railroad  company.  Under  the  Railroad  Commission's  order  no  operation  is  permitted 
between  the  hours  of  8  :25  and  8  :55  a.  m.,  11 :50  A.  M.  and  12  iSS  p.  m.,  and  2  :50 
and  8 :10  p.  m.,  those  hours  having  been  eliminated  from  the  service  in  order  to 
give  greater  protection  to  school  children  during  the  time  when  they  would  be 
going  to  and  from  their  schools.     The  railroad  maintained  that  it  is  impossible  to 
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Increane  these  hours  without  f?reat  Injury  to  the  railroad  service,  on  account  of 
the  company  having  a  large  amount  of  high  class  and  perishable  freight  that  la 
arriving  at  the  I^fty-nlnth  street  yard  at  various  hours  of  the  day  and  night,  and 
which  it  is  necessary  for  it  to  move  with  expedition  to  St.  John's  Park  and 
Thirtieth  street  yards  in  order  that  the  same  may  be  delivered  promptly  to  the 
consignees;  and  also  to  relieve  the  Fifty  ninth  street  yard  for  other  incoming  and 
outgoing  freight  trains. 

It  also  appears  that  nearly  all  of  the  serious  accidents  that  have  occurred  during 
the  past  fifteen  months  have  occurred  during  daylight  hours,  and  that  the  greatest 
amount  of  travel  by  pedestrians  as  well  as  truckmen  during  the  day  is  between 
7  and  8  in  the  morning  and  4  :30  and  6  in  the  evening.  During  those  hours  men 
are  naturally  anxious,  especially  If  they  are  late  in  the  morning,  to  take  chances 
in  getting  to  their  work  on  time,  and  in  the  evening  hour  exceedingly  anxious  when 
the  day's  work  Is  over  to  lose  no  time  In  getting  to  their  homes;  and  that.  If  the 
operation  of  trains  along  Eleventh  avenue,  in  addition  to  the  time  when  they  are 
now  allowed  to  operate  under  the  order  of  the  Railroad  Commission,  should  also 
be  required  to  cease  between  7  :30  and  8  :25  a.  m.  and  5  and  6  .15  p.  m.,  it  would  be 
an  additional  precaution  and  safeguard  to  a  large  number  of  people.  And  \  am 
very  glad  to  report  that  In  talking  this  matter  over  with  the  counsel  and  officials 
of  the  railroad  company,  who  have  charge  of  the  operation  of  those  trains,  they 
have  consented  to  give  this  suggestion  a  tentative  trial  from  the  9th  to  the  16th 
of  November,  1908,  which  trial  Is  to  be  closely  watched  by  competent  Inspectors 
from  the  office  of  the  Commission. 

Another  dangerous  element  along  the  line  of  Eleventh  avenue  is  the  two  lines  of 
unused  street  car  tracks,  lying  on  each  side  of  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson 
River  Railroad  Company's  tracks,  between  Thirty-fourth  and  F\)rty-second  streets. 
These  tracks  add  greatly  to  the  confusion  among  teamsters  and  danger  aloa^: 
that  part  of  Eleventh  avenue. 

The  question  of  the  number  of  flagmen  was  made  a  subject  of  a  previous  investi- 
gation by  this  Commission,  but  from  certain  quarters  there  has  been  a  continual 
complaint  that  there  are  not  sufficient  flagmen  and  that  there  should  be  two  at 
each  street  crossing,  and  also  that  the  number  of  flagmen  was  less  than  ordered 
by  the  State  Railroad  Commission. 

I  And  that  the  recommendation  of  October  31,  1906,  of  the  Board  of  Railroad 
Commissioners  relating  to  flaemen  was  that  a  flagman  be  stationed  by  the  company 
between  Thirty-sixth  and  Thirty-seventh  streets  to  take  care  of  both  crossings; 
that  a  flagman  be  stationed  at  Forty-fourth  street;  that  a  flagman  be  stationed  at 
Forty-flfth  and  Forty-sixth  streets  to  take  care  of  both  crossings;  also  that  a 
flagman  be  located  at  Forty-seventh  and  Forty-eighth  streets  to  take  care  of  both 
crossings ;  and  a  flagman  stationed  at  Fiftieth  street  to  take  care  of  the  crossing 
also  at  Forty-ninth  street;  total  number  of  flagmen  being  five,  four  of  whom  were 
expected  to  cover  two  adjacent  street  crossings,  or  protection  at  nine  street 
crossings. 

On  the  previous  hearing  In  regard  to  the  complaint  made  that  there  was  insuffi- 
cient protection  at  the  street  crossings,  it  was  shown  at  that  time  that  the  rail- 
road company  was  not  only  maintaining  the  number  of  flagmen  recommended  by 
the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  but  many  others.  The  testimony  showed  at 
that  time  that  they  had  twenty-six  flagmen  assigned  along  the  avenue  from  Thirty- 
fourth  to  Fifty-ninth  streets,  nineteen  day  flagmen  and  seven  at  night 

After  a  very  thorough  investigation  this  Commission  issued  its  Final  Order  No. 
707.  which  went  into  effect  on  September  1,  1008.  relating  to  this  situation,  and 
the  result  of  that  order  was  that  the  number  of  flagmen  was  increased  by  seven, 
making  a  total  of  thirty-three,  twenty  during  the  daytime  and  thirteen  at  night, 
and  it  was  believed  by  the  Commission  at  that  time  that  the  number  of  flagmen 
ordered  was  sufficient,  and  there  has  been  no  evidence  produced  on  this  hearing  to 
show  that  any  additional  flagmen  are  necessary. 

I  would  therefore  recommend  that  the  police  commissioner  of  this  city,  and  the 
police  magistrates,  be  requested  to  co-operate  heartily  with  the  officials  of  the  rail- 
road company  to  enforce  section  426  of  the  Penal  Code,  against  illegal  riding,  and 
that  the  attention  of  the  Borough  President  of  the  borough  of  Manhattan  be  called 
to  the  unused  tracks  on  Eleventh  avenue  between  Thirty-fourth  and  Forty-second 
streets,  and  that  he  be  requested  to  use  all  means  In  his  power  to  have  the  sam« 
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removed,  and  that  the  order  a^nlnst  the  railroad  company  be  withheld  until  after 
the  experiment  between  November  9th  and  16th  is  had. 
Dated  October  30,   1008. 

OriXION  OF  COMMISSIOX. 

(Adopted   December  11,   1908.) 

COMMISSIONGB    BUSTIS  : —  • 

At  the  close  of  the  investigation  In  this  matter  I  made  a  preliminary  report 
embodying  certain  recommendations  which  were  to  be  given  a  trial  before  an  order 
should  issue  from  this  Commission. 

One  of  the  suggestions  was  that  the  police  magistrates  le  requested  to  co-operate 
with  the  officials  of  the  railroad  company  to  enforce  section  426  of  the  Penal  Code 
against  illegal  riding,  and  I  am  pleased  to  report  that  this  has  been  concurred  In 
heartily  by  the  police  magistrates,  and  the  officials  of  the  railroad  company  report 
that  since  that  time  all  persons  arrested  have  been  held  by  the  magistrates,  and 
that  at  the  present  time  the  custom  of  illegal  riding  on  the  freight  cars  on  Eleventh 
avenue  haa  almost  ceased. 

Another  of  "these  recommendations  was  to  eliminate  the  operation  of  freight  trains 
on  Eleventh  avenue  at  certain  other  times  of  the  day  in  addition  to  what  had  been 
eliminated  by  the  recommendation  of  the  previous  Railroad  Commission,  to  wit,  that 
there  should  be  no  freight  trains  operated  between  7 :30  and  8 :15  A.  M.  and 
between  5  and  6 :15  p.  m.  This  suggestion  was  given  a  trial  for  a  week,  and  at 
the  close  of  the  trial,  which  was  closely  watched  by  the  inspectors  of  the  Commis- 
sion, the  railroad  people  asked  for  time  to  make  a  further  trial  In  which  the  free 
time  should  be  divided  as  follows :  between  6  :40  and  7  :20  and  8 :15  and  9  :00  a.  m., 
and  4:45  and  5:16  and  5:45  and  6:15  p.  m.  After  the  experiment  was  made  the 
officials  of  the  railroad  company  reported  that  by  dividing  the  time  this  way  they 
could  better  handle  the  situation,  and  that  it  also  better  served  the  public  in  the 
morning  and  the  evening,  as  it  cleared  the  avenue  for  twenty  minutes  before  and 
after  7  o'clock  in  the  morning,  when  a  great  many  people  were  going  to  work,  and 
for  fifteen  minutes  before  and  after  5  o'clock  and  fifteen  minutes  before  and  after 
6  o'clock  in  the  evening,  when  a  large  percentage  of  the  employees  would  be 
returning  from  their  work ;  and  they  felt  satisfied  that  when  conditions  were 
normal,  such  as  existed  at  the  time  the  experiment  was  made,  they  would  be  able 
to  handle  all  of  their  freight  during  the  other  parts  of  the  day.  They  urged  very 
strongly,  however,  that  when  conditions  were  not  normal,  that  is,  whenever  any 
congestion  arose  and  there  was  any  serious  delay  in  the  arrival  of  their  freight 
trains,  it  would  not  be  possible  to  adhere  to  this  arrangement  without  very  great 
injury  to  their  service,  and  also  to  a  very  large  number  of  the  people  of  this  city 
who  were  anxious  to  receive  their  consignments  of  freight  at  the  very  earliest 
moment. 

I  would,  therefore,  recommend  that  an  order  be  entered  prohibiting  them  from 
operating  their  freight  trains  during  said  hours  In  addition  to  the  other  times 
during  which  they  are  prohibited  from  opernting  trains  now  under  the  old  Railroad 
Commission's  order,  with  a  proviso  that  they  be  permitted  In  case  of  extreme 
necessity,  like  that  which  is  sure  to  occur  in  case  of  heavy  storms  during  the 
winter  when  all  freight  Is  blocked  for  a  long  time  and  then  arrives  In  great  quan- 
tities at  one  time,  to  relieve  such  congestion  during  the  time  between  6  :40  and  7  j20 
A.  M..  and  between  4  :45  and  6 :43  p.  m..  on  condition  that  In  case  it  is  necessary 
to  make  such  exceptions  to  the  order  they  notify  this  Commission  of  the  situation. 
And  an  order  Is  herewith  submitted  accordingly. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

CASE  No.  745,  FINAL  ORDER. 
December  11,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  October  8. 
1908.  and  it  appearing  that  the  .snid  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an 
order  of  this  Commission.  No.  745.  made  September  29.  1908.  and  returnable  Octo- 
ber 8,  1908,  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  New  York  Central 
and  Hud<<on  River  Railroad  Company  and  that  the  said  service  was  by  it  duly 
acknowledged  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  |)y  and  before  the  Commission 
on  the  matters  in  said  order  specified  on  October  8.  1908.  and  by  adjournment  duly 
had   on    October    16,    1908.    before    Mr.    Commissioner   Bustis,    presiding;    Arthnr 


548       Public  Service  •Commission  —  First  District. 

DuBois,  Esq.,  Assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  Alexander  A.  Ly- 
man, Eeq.,  appearing  for  the  New  i'ork  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Com- 
pany, and  proof  having  been   tnlcen. 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear,  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  hearing,  thai  the 
regulations  and  service  of  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Com- 
pany, in  respect  to  transportation  of  property  in  the  Birst  District  on  its  Eleventh 
avenue  line  haj  been  and  is  in  certain  respects  unsafe,  unreasonable  and  imuroper, 
and  it  being  made  to  appear  that  the  changes  and  improvements  In  the  regulations 
and  services  of  the  said  company,  as  below  set  forth,  are  such  as  are  just,  reason- 
able, safe,  adequate  and  proper,  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  to  promote  the 
security  and  convenience  of  the  public. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission, 

It  is  ordered:  1.  That  the  New  Yoric  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Com- 
pany be  and  it  hereby  is  directed  not  to  operate  any  freight  trains  on  Eleventh 
avenue,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  during  the  following  hours : 

On  Sundays  between  10  o'clock  a.  m.  and  12  o'clock  noon.  On  all  other  days  of 
the  week  between  6-:40  A.  m.  and  7:20  a.  m.,  8:15  a.  m.  and  9  A.  m.,  11:50  a.  u. 
and  12 :55  P.  M.,  2 :50  P.  m.  and  3 :10  p.  m.,  4  :45  P.  M.  and  5 :15  P.  m.,  5 :43 
p.  M.  and  6:15  p.  m. 

Further  ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  immediately  and  shall  continue 
in  force  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  the  date  of  the  taking  effect  of 
this  order. 

Further  ordered.  That  within  Ave  days  after  service  of  this  order  jiinon  the  New 
York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  the  said  New  York  Central  and 
Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  -the 
First  District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


New  York  City  Railway  Company. 

•[Orders  for  improved  s'^rvice  must  provide  for  ordinary  conditions,  leaving  to 
the  company  the  duty  and  the  power  to  provide  such  service  as  will  be  adequate 
for  unusual  circumstances. 

It  is  the  duty  of  the  company  to  say  how  the  increased  number  of  cars  ordered 
shall  be  distributed.] 

The  Commission  adopted  Order  171  requiring  increased  number  of  oars 
run  on  the  Eighth  Avenue  Line.  The  receivers  objected  to  the  order  for  a 
fixed  number  of  car  miles  for  Sundays,  as  the  difference  between  rainy  and 
pleasant  Sundays  as  regards  number  of  pissengers  carried  is  often  as  great 
as  75  per  cent,  and  also  objected  that  they  had  not  been  advised  how  the 
increased  number  of  cars  ordered  should  be  distributed.  The  chairman,  on 
the  recommendation  of  tlie  Committee  of  the  Whole,  sent  the  following  in 
reply  thereto: 

Letter   of   Chairman  Willcox. 

January  8,  1908. 
Mr.   Adrian   H.   Jor.ixp  and  Mr.   Douglas  Robinson,  Receivers  for  the  New  Tork 
City  Railway  Company,  No.  621  Broadway,  New  York  City: 

Dear  Sirs. —  On  behalf  of  the  Public  Service  Commission,  I  beg  to  acknowledge 
your  letter  of  .January  4,  in  which  you  question  the  accuracy  of  certain  conclusions 
and  the  necessity  of  certain  improvements  in  the  service  of  the  Eighth  avenue  line, 
in  Order  No.  171. 

The  conclusions  and  the  improvements  ordered  were  based  upon  the  evidence 
before  the  Commission.  A  hearing  was  held  upon  the  proposed  order  before  it  was 
issued.  Notice  was  served  upon  you  and  aclcnowledgment  given  of  this  hearing, 
but  no  one  appeared  In  your  behalf.  If  you  have  any  evidence  you  wish  to  present, 
a  rehearing  will'  be  granted  upon  application. 

The  Commission  fully  appreciates  that  a  fixed  schedule  may  not  be  suited  to  all 
conditions.  Instances  may  arise  where  a  fixed  number  of  cars  may  provide  too  few 
or  too  many  seats  for  the  traveling  public.  But  In  Its  orders  for  improved  service 
this  Commission  must  provide  for  ordinary  conditions,  leaving  to  the  company  the 
duty  and  the  power  to  provide  such  a  service  as  will  be  adequate  for  unusual  and 
unforeseen  circumstances.  Thus,  while  it  may  be  true  that  the  Sunday  schedule 
fixed  in  Order  No.  171  calls  for  a  greater  number  of  cars  than  would  be  necessary 
upon  a  stormy  day,  it  is  not  believed,  upon  the  evidence  presented  at  the  hearing, 
that  the  schedule  Is  unreasonable  in  view  of  the  traffic  upon  an  ordinary  Sunday. 


*  Sec  footnote,  page  9. 
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You  have  roqaested  that  the  Commission  specify  in  detail  how  cars  should  be 
operated  between  7  A.  m.  and  10  a.  m.  upon  week  days.  This  request  seems  to 
reflect  a  misunderstanding  of  the  letter  and  intent  of  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sions Law.  The  statute  speclflcnlly  requires  that  a  street  railway  company  shall 
provide  adequate  service,  thereby  imposing  the  duty  upon  the  company  in  the  first 
instance  of  arranfflnj(_  proper  schedules,  routes,  headways,  equipments,  etc.  The  act 
also  provides  that  in  case  a  company  .•?hall  fall  to  live  up  to  Its  obligation,  the 
Public  Service  Commission  may  step  In.  and  after  a  hearing  may  direct  what  im- 
provements shall  be  made.  It  is  not  the  duty  of  this  Commission  at  this  point, 
therefore,  to  say  how  the  increased  numljer  of  cars  required  to  be  run  between  7 
and  10  A.  M.  shall  be  distributed ;  that  wa.s  the  duty  of  the  company  and  devolves 
upon  you.  as  the  receivers.  Further,  the  details  were  not  specified  in  the  order 
because  it  was  thought  that  as  much  freedom  should  be  allowed  the  operating 
ofllcials  as  possible.  If,  however,  this  Commission  shill  find,  through  Its  Inspectors, 
that  the  service  Is  inadequate  or  that  the  schedule  is  not  properly  designed  to 
accommodate  the  traveling  public,  this  Commission  will  exercise  the  authority 
vested  In  it,  will  perform  the  duty  hnposed  upon  it,  will  order  what  changes  be 
made,  and  if  necessary,  will  decide  Just  what  schedule  shall  bo  operated.  The  Com- 
mission believes,  however,  that  It  is  quite  possible  for  the  service  upon  the  Eighth 
avenue  line  to  be  Improved,  and  fhat  a  desire  upon  your  part  to  live  up  to  the 
spirit  as  well  as  to  the  letter  of  the  order  will  make  unnecessary  the  Issue  of  a  fur- 
ther order  going  more  Into  detail  as  to  the  operation  of  the  rond. 

Perhaps  this  dIscu.ssIon  is  more  or  less  acad*»m!c,  for  In  your  letter  you  definitely 
state  that  you  will  accept  the  order,  but  lest  thnre  nhould  be  any  misunderstanding, 
I  am  replying  somewhat  at  length,  at  the  request  of  the  Commission. 

Yours  very  truly. 
• AVM.  R.   \VIIJ>COX. 


Chairman. 


New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company. —  Diky  in 
commencing  operation  of  Treniont  avenue  line  from  One  IIuii- 
dred  and  Eighty-first  street  to  West  Farms ;  increase  in  service 
from  One  Hundred  and  Eighty-first  street  to  Bronx  Park. 


Order  for  Answer  No.  210. 
Hearing  Order  Xo.  242. 
TTparipcr  Order  No.  242A. 
Final  Order  No.  308. 
Rehearing  Order   No.   736. 
Op'nion    of    Con-niissicner    Eustis. 
Final  Order   No.   708. 


ORDKR   NO.   210. 
January  17,  1»()8. 

JfrHoIrnl,  Thnt  the  New  York  City  Interborough  Railroad  Company  ho  required  to 
mnkt»  mswrr  not  lator  thin  Mondav,  Jnnuiry  '2'Mh.  at  12  o>!h'''.  n-^  to  t*.i«  icnsms 
for  not  conir»M>n(lnir  oper«itlon  of  the  Tremont  avenue  line  running  from  One  Hun- 
dred and  ElKhty-flr«t  Htreet  to  West  Farms. 


In  the  Matter 
of   the 

Hearlni?  on  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the  qu'»stlon 
of  Imnrovonu'Pt  In  and  addition  to  the  sorvlcp  of 
the  NKW  YORK  CITY  INTERBOROT'GH  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY  In  resnert  to  increase  of  sprvice 
of  One  Hundred  and  Eighty-first  street  to  Rronx 
Park,  and  in  respeet  to  opening  of  new  Tremont 
Avenue  Line. 


ORDER  FOR   HEARING 
No.    242. 
February  4.  1008. 


//  in  hcrehif  onlrrt'd.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  17th  day  of  February.  1008, 
at  2  :.10  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  at  No.  154  Na.ssau  street,  borough 
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of  Manhattan,  city  of  New  Tork,  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  whether  the  regu- 
lations, practices  and  service  of  the  New  York  City  Interborouffh  Railway  Com- 
pany in  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District  are  unreasonable. 
Improper  or  inadequate,  and  whether  chanj^es,  Improvements  and  additions  thereto 
ought  reasonably  to  be  made,  in  the  manner  below  set  forth,  in  order  to  promote 
the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and 
facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  and  if  such  be  found  to  be- the  fact, 
then    to    determine    whether   a    change,    addition    and    improvement    In    regulations, 

Practices  and  service  of  said  company,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  is  such  as  will 
e  Just,  reasonable,  adequate  and  proper,  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  to 
accommodate  the  passenger  traffic  offered  to  it,  and  to  promote  the  convenience  of 
the  public,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  or  facilities  for  the  trans- 
portation of  passengers,  that  is  to  say :  Whether  the  following  changes,  additions, 
readjustment  and  increase  of  service  should  be  put  into  effect : 

1.  (a)  By  operating  daily,  except  Sundays,  from  Bronx  Park  to  the  One  Hun- 
dred and  Eighty-first  street  station  of  the  subway  a  sufficient  number  of  cars  to 
furnish  seats  for  all  passengers  between  7  a.  m.  and  9  a.  m.,  every  eight  minutes, 
and  run  through  to  the  One  Hundred  and  Eighty-first  street  subway  station. 

(b)  By  operating  dally,  except  Sundays,  from  the  One  Hundred  and  Eighty -first 
street  station  of  the  subway  to  Bronx  Park  a  sufficient  number  of  cars  to  furnish 
seats  for  all  passengers  between  5  p.  m.  and  7  p.  m.,  everv  eight  minutes. 

(c)  By  operating  dally,  except  Sundays,  between  One  Hundred  and  Eighty-first 
street  subway  station  afMi-Bronx  Park  a  sufficient  number  of  cars  to  furnish  a  seat 
for  every  passenger,  every  thirty  minutes. 

(d)  During  all  other  hours  of  the  day,  there  shall  be  operated  over  the  entire 
line  between  the  One  Hundred  and  Eighty-first  street  station  of  the  subway  and 
Bronx  Park  a  sufficient  number  of  cars  to  furnish  every  passenger  with  a  seat, 
every  ten  minutes. 

2.  By  beginning  operation  of  car««  over  the  new  Tremont  avenue  line  from  the 
One  Hundred  and  Eighty-first  street  station  of  the  subway  to  West  B^arms  by  way 
of  Tremont  avenue.  Aqueduct  avenue  and  other  streets,  and  by  operating  over  this 
line  a  sufficient  number  of  cars  to  furnish  seats  for  all  passengers,  as  above  sug- 
gested for  the  One  Hundred  and  Eighty-first  street  and  Bronx  Park  line. 

And  If  any  such  changes,  improvements  and  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a  reason- 
able time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  and  executed. 

AH  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company 
be  given  at  least  ten  dwys'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  It,  either  per- 
sonally or  by  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said 
company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  ex- 
amining and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

This  order  was  superseded  by  Order  No.  242A. 

ORDER  FOR  HEARING  NO.  24 2A. 

(Substitute  for  Order  No.  242.) 

February  7,  1908. 

It  i8  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  17th  day  of  February,  1908, 
at  2:30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  (Imes  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission  at  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  whether  the  regulations, 
practices  and  service  of  the  New  York  City  Interborough  liailway  Company  in 
respect  to  transportation  of  persons  In  the  First  District  are  unreasonaole,  im- 
proper or  inadequate,  and  whether  changes,  improvements  and  additions  thereto 
ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  the  manner  below  set  forth,  in  order  to  promote 
the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service 
and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  and  if  such  be  found  to  be  the 
fact,  then  to  determine  whether  a  change,  addition  and  Improvement  in  regu- 
lations, practices  and  service  of  said  company,  as  hereinafter  set  forth.  Is  such 
as  will  be  Just,  reasonable,  adequate  and  proper,  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made 
to  accommodate  the  passenger  traflic  offered  to  it,  and  to  promote  the  convenience 
of  the  public,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  or  facilities  for  the  trans- 
portation of  passengers,  that  is  to  say:  Whether  the  following  changes,  additions, 
readjustment  and  Increase  of  service  should  be  put   into  effect : 

1.  (a)  By  operating  daily,  except  Sundays,  from  Bronx  Park  to  the  One  Hun- 
dred and  Eighty-first  street  station  of  the  subway  a  sufficient  number  of  cars  so 
that  every  passenger  presenting  himself  at  any  point  on  the  said  line  between  7 
A.  M.  and  9  a.  m.  shall  be  furnished  with  a  seat  without  waiting  more  than  eight 
minutes. 

(b)  By  operating  daily,  except  Sundays,  from  the  One  Hundred  and  Eighty-first 
street  station  of  the  subway  to  Bronx  I'ark  a  sufficient  number  of  cars  so  that 
every  passenger  presenting  himself  at  any  point  on  the  said  line  between  5  P.  M. 
and  7  r.  m.  shall  be  furnished  with  a  s?at  without  waiting  more  than  eight 
minutes. 

(c)  By  operating  daily,  except  Sundays,  botv\'een  One  Hundred  and  Eighty-first 
street  subway  station  and  Bronx  Park  a  sufficient  number  of  cars  so  that  every 
passenger  presenting  himself  at  any  point  on  the  said  line  between  1  a.  m.  and 
5  A.  M.  shall  be  furnished  with  a  seat  without  waiting  more  than  thirty  minutes. 
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(d)  Ihiring  all  other  hours  of  the  day,  there  shall  be  operated  over  the  entire 
line  between  One  Hundred  and  Eighty-first  street  station  of  the  subway  and  Bronx 
Park  a  sufficient  number  of  cars  so  that  every  passenger  presenting  himself  at  any 
point  on  the  said  line  shall  be  furnished  with  a  seat  without  waiting  more  than 
ten  minutes. 

2.  By  beginninsr  operation  of  cars  over  the  new  Tremont  avenue  line  from  the 
One  Hundred  ana  Eighty-first  street  station  of  the  subway  to  West  Farms  by  way 
of  Tremont  avenue,  Aqueduct  avenue  and  other  streets,  and  by  operating  over  this 
line  a  sufficient  number  of  cars  to  furnish  seats  for  all  passengers,  as  above  sug- 
gested for  the  One  Hundred  and  Eighty-first  street  and  Bronx  Park  line. 

And  if  any  such  changes,  improvements  and  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a  reason- 
able time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  and  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company 
be  given  at  least  five  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  per- 
sonally or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said 
company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  ex- 
amining and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  held  February  17th,  24th,  and  March  2d. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  NO.  308. 
March  3,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  17th 
day  of  February,  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pur- 
suant to  an  order  of  this  Commission,  made  February  7,  1908,  and  returnable  on 
the  17th  day  of  February,  1908.  and  that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the 
New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company,  and  that  said  service  was  by  It 
duly  acknowledged,  and  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission 
on  the  matters  in  said  order  specified  on  February  17,  1908,  and  by  adjournment 
duly  had  on  March  2,  1008,  at  which  sessions  Commissioner  Eustis  presided,  Arthur 
DuBois,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  Alfred  A.  Gardner,  Esq.,  appearing 
for  the  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company,  and  proof  having  been 
taken  at 'both  of  said  sessions. 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  hearing  that  the 
regulations  and  service  of  the  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company  in 
respect  to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District,  has  been  and  Is  un- 
reasonable, improper  and  Inadequate,  and  that  changes,  additions  and  improvements 
thereto  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  the  manner  below  set  forth,  in  order  to 
promote  the  convenience  of  the  public,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and 
facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  and  it  being  made  to  appear  that 
the  changes,  additions  and  improvements  in  regulations  and  service  of  the  said 
company  as  below  set  forth  are  such  as  are  Just,  reasonable,  adequate  and  proper 
and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  to  promote  the  convenience  of  the  public. 

Now,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission, 

Jt  is  ordered.  That  the  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company  be  and 
it  hereby  is  directed  and  required  to  operate  the  below  named  lines  of  surface 
cars  at  the  times.  In  the  number  and  between  the  following  points : 

1.  On  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-fifth  street,  McComb's  Dam  bridge  and  Ogden 
avenue  between  One  Hundred  and  Flftv-fifth  street  station  of  the  elevated  railroad 
and  the  eastern  end  of  Washington  bridge. 

2.  One  Hundred  and  Eighty-first  street,  Washington  bridge  and  Aqueduct  avenue 
from  the  One  Hundred  and  Eighty-first  street  station  of  the  subway  to  Creston 
avenue  and  Klngsbridge  road. 

3.  Washington  bridge.  Aqueduct  avenue,  Tremont  avenue  from  the  One  Hundred 
and  Eighty-first  street  station  of  the  subway  to  One  Hundred  and  Eightieth  street 
and  West  Farms,  as  follows : 

(a)  By  operating  cars  on  all  the  said  lines  daily  except  Sunday,  in  sufficient 
numbers  so  that  any  passenger  desiring  to  ride  in  either  direction  and  who  pre- 
sents himself  at  any  point  on  any  of  the  said  lines  between  the  hours  of  7  A.  M. 
and  9  a.  m.,  and  between  the  hours  of  5  p.  m.  and  7  p.  m.  shall  be  furnished  with 
a  seat  without  waiting  more  than  eight  minutes. 

(b)  By  operating  cars  on  the  said  Hues,  daily  except  Sunday,  in  sufficient  num- 
bers so  that  every  passenger  desiring  to  ride  in  either  direction  and  who  presents 
himself  at  any  point  on  any  of  the  said  lines  between  the  hours  of  6  a.  m.  and  7 
A,  M.,  or  between  the  hours  of  9  a.,  m.  and  10  a.  m..  or  between  the  hours  of  3 
p.  M.  and  5  p.  M..  or  between  the  hours  of  7  p.  m.  and  8  P.  M.,  shall  be  furnished 
with  a  seat  without  waiting  more  than  ten  minutes. 

(c)  By  operating  cars  on  the  said  lines,  dally  except  Sunday,  In  sufficient  num- 
bers Ro  that  every  passenger  desiring  to  ride  In  either  direction  and  who  presents 
himself  at  anv  point  on  any  of  the  said  lines  between  the  hours  of  10  a.  m.  and 
3  P.  M.,  or  between  the  hours  of  8  p.  M.  and  1  a.  m.  shall  be  furnished  with  a  seat 
without  waiting  more  than  fifteen  minutes. 

(d)  By  operating  cars  on  the  said  lines,  dally  except  Sunday,  in  sufficient  num- 
bers so  that  every  passenger  desiring  to  ride  In  either  direction  and  who  presents 
himself  at  anv  point  on  anv  of  the  said  lines  between  the  hours  of  1  a.  m.  and  6 
A.  M.  shall  be  furnished  with  seats  without  waiting  more  than  thirty  minutes. 
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And  it  U  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  continue  In  force  for  a  period 
of  two  years  from  and  aft^r  taking  effect  of  the  same,  but  without  prejudice  to 
an  onier  for  further  or  additional  hearing  and  action  thereon  by  the  Commission 
in  respect  of  anything  herein  prescribed  or  in  respect  of  anything  covered  by  the 
order  for  hearing  herein,  prior  to  the  expiration  of  two  years. 

And  it  i9  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  the  10th  day  of 
March,  1908. 

And  it  i9  further  ordered.  That  before  March  10,  1908,  the  said  New  York  City 
Interborough  Railway  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  rehearing  order  was  issued: 

REHEARING   ORDER   No.   736. 
September  25,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  808,  having  been  made'  and  tiled  herein  on  March  3,  1908,  under 
and  pursuant  to  an  Order  for  a  Hearing  No.  242a  made  February  7,  1908,  directing 
the  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company  to  increase  its  service  between 
One  Hundred  and  uighty-flrst  street  and  Bronx  park,  and  said  Order  No.  308  havlni? 


been  duly  served  upon  the  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company,  and  said 
company  having  accepted  said  Order  No.  308  on  March  6,  1908,  and  said  company 
having  subsequently,   on   September  23.   1008.   applied  in  writing  to  this  Commls- 


•     Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  a  rehearing  upon  the  matters  contained  in  said  Order  No.  308 
be  held  on  the  7th  day  of  October.  1908,  at  3  :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at 
any  time  or  times  to  which  the  s^me  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Com> 
mission.  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York, 
to  determine  after  such  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of  the  facts,  including 
those  arising  after  the  making  of  Order  No.  308,  whether  Order  No.  308  or  any 
part  thereof,  is  unjust,  unwise,  and  whether  the  said  Order  No.  308  should  be 
abrogated,  changed  or  modified. 

And  if  any  such  abrogation,  changes,  or  modifications  are  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made,  then  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  changes  or  modifica- 
tions of  the  said  order,  and  to  determine  the  time  of  taking  effect  of  the  order  as 
changed  or  modified. 

«    All   to   the   ond   that   the   Commisf^ion   may   make   such    order   or   orders   in   the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered,  That  the  said  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company 
be  given  at  least  eight  (8^  days'  notice  of  such  rehearing,  by  service  upon  it, 
either  personally  or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such 
rehearing  said  company  shall  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting 
evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  were  held  October  7th,  12th  and  16th. 

Opinion  op  Commission. 
(Adopted    October    23,    1008.) 

ro>IMISSIONF.R   ECSTIS  : 

This  application  for  a  rehearing  relates  only  to  a  part  of  Final  Order  No.  308. 
That  order  provided  for  the  service  to  be  rendered  on  the  different  lines  of  the  New 
York  City  InterfMrough  Railway  Company  during  the  different  hours  of  the  day. 
The  part  or  portion  of  the  order  on  wLlch  they  asked  for  the  rehearing  is  the  service 
rendered  between  the  hours  of  6  and  7  and  9  and  10  a.  m.,  and  3  and  5  and  7 
and  8  p.  m. 

Order  No.  308  called  for  a  ten-minute  headway  during  these  hours.  The  railway 
company  felt  that  their  service  was  more  than  adequate  during  these  hours,  and 
requested  a  modification  thereof  to  a  fifteen-minute  headway.  Hearings  were  had  on 
October  7th,  12th  and  16th.  The  issue  made  for  the  hearing  was  as  to  whether  a 
fifteen-minute  headway  was  an  adequate  service  upon  these  lines,  the  railway  com- 
pany contending  by  Its  witnesses  that  it  was,  and  various  patrons  of  the  road  who 
appeared  and  testified  claiming  that  It  was  not  an  adequate  service. 

This  company  is  operating  only  three  short  lines  —  one  known  as  the  Ogden 
avenue  line,  2.6  miles  long;  another  known  as  the  Crosstown  line,  3.9  miles  long; 
and  another  known  as  the  Aqueduct  avenue  line,  about  3.0  miles  long.  In  order  to 
operate  th<»  ten-minute  service  during  the  hours  mentioned  it  requires  but  three  cars 
each  on  the  Ogden  avenue  and  Aqueduct  avenue  lines,  and  five  cars  on  the  Cross- 
town  line;  and  if  the  company  were  to  operate  on  a  fifteen-minute  headway  during 
those  hours  it  would  require  one  car  less  on  each  line. 

The  evidence  of  the  manager  of  the  road  was  that  the  cars  during  those  hours 
carried  about  30  per  cent,  qf  a  load,  and  he  Introduced  in  evidence  a  schedule  made 
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up  at  the  request  of  the  Commission  Rbowing  the  actual  record  fares  on  all  of  these 
lines  for  six  days,  from  October  5th  to  October  10th,  inclusive.  An  examination  of 
this  exhibit  showK  that  often  during  those  hours  very  large  loads  are  carried ;  and 
an  examination  of  a  portion  of  that  exhibit,  relating  to  the  Crosstown  line  during 
the  hours  from  G  to  7  a.  m.  shows  that  the  loads  vary  from  two  passengers  to 
eighty,  and  that  the  average  number  carried  per  trip  only  varies  from  twenty  to 
twenty-six  during  the  six  days,  and  the  average  for  the  whole  six  days  is  twenty- 
three  passengers:  and,  as  those  cars  have  a  seating  capacity  of  thirty-six  paaiengers, 
this  exhibit  shows  that  the  average  load  on  this  line  for  that  hour  was  about. 66 
per  cent. 

Adequacy  of  service  covers  frequency  of  rides  as  well  as  seating  capacity  within 
the  car,  and,  as  these  lines  in  certain  portions  run  through  open  stretches  of  country 
that  have  no  protection  in  inclement  weather,  tlie  opportunity  to  secure  a  car  with- 
out waiting  would  be  far  better  than  even  to  secure,  a  seat  if  one  had  a  choice 
between  the  two.  It  is  to  be  further  considered  in  this  matter  that  the  evidence 
shows  the  district  through  which  these  lines  run  is  gradually  building  up.  and  that 
the  traffic,  if  the  company  continues  to  render  its  past  good  service,  will  be  bound 
to  Increase. 

I  am,  therefore,  of  the  opinion  that  the  present  service  under  Order  No.  308,  dur- 
ing the  hours  named,  is  not  excessive,  and  the  application  for  the  modification  of 
said  order  should  be  denied,     liet  an  order  be  prepared  accordingly. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER   No.    798,    DENYING    APPLICATION    FOR   MODIFICATION    OF   ORDER 

No.  308. 
October  23,  1908. 

An  order,  No.  308,  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  the  3d  day  of  March, 
1908.  under  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  hearing  No.  242a  (substituted  for  Order 
No.  242)  made  on  the  7th  day  of  February,  11)08,  and  said  order  having  thereafter 
been  duly  served  upon  the  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company,  and 
said  company  having  applied  in  writing  to  this  Commission  for  a  rehearing  upon 
said  order  for  a  modification  of  its  terms  and  an  order.  No.  736,  having  been  made 
and  filed  herein  on  the  25th  day  of  September,  1008,  directing  a  rehearing  on  the 
matters  contained  in  said  Order  No.  308,  and  said  rehearing  having  duly  come 
on  before  the  Commission  on  October  7,  October  12  and  October  16,  Mr.  Commis- 
sioner Eustis,  presiding.  Arthur  DuBols,  Esq.,  Assistant  Counsel  for  the  Commis- 
sion, attending  and  AU)ert  J.  Kenyon,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  New  York  City 
Interborough  Railway  Company,  and  testimony  naving  been  taken,  and  the  Com- 
miSHlon  being  of  the  opinion  after  such  rehearing  and  after  a  consideration  of  the 
facts,  including  those  arising  since  the  making  of  said  Order  No.  .S08,  that  no 
part  of  said  order  is  in  any  resnect  unjust  or  unwarranted,  and  that  there  is 
no  reason  to  abrogate,  change  or  modify  said  order : 

Now,  therefore,  on  motion  duly  made  and  seconded,  it  Is 

Ordered,  That  the  application  of  the  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway 
Company  for  a  modification  of  said  Order  No.  308  be  and  the  same  is  in  all 
respects  denied ;  and  it  is  further 

Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  immediately  and  that  a  copy  of  the 
same  be  served  upon  the  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company. 


New  York  City  Interborough  Railway)  Company. 

•[It  is  desirable  to  divert  travel  from  the  Subway  to  the  elevated  lines  in  the 
Bronx.] 

Opinion  ok-  Commission. 

Co  .M  .M I S  S  lO N  Ell   E  i: STI H  : — 

In  the  matter  of  the  coromunt(atlon  received  from  the  secretary  of  the  High 
Bridge  Taxpayers'  Alliance,  Inclosing  a  copy  of  a  resolution  passed  by  said  Alliance 
on  the  7th  day  of  January,  IflOK,  and  which  was  referred  to  me,  I  beg  to  report: 

That  the  statement  in  the  first  resolution  wherein  said  alliance  protests  against 
the  recent  order  of  this  Commission  requiring  all  Ogden  avenue  cars  of  the  New  York 
City  Interborough  Railway  Company  to  continue  up  Aqueduct  avenue  instead  of 
crossing  Washington  bridge  to  the  subway  station.  Is  Incorrect,  and  that  no  such 


•  Sec  footnote,  page  9. 
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order  hna  been  Issued  by  this  Commission.  The  order  evidently  referred  to  was  the 
order  of  this  Commission,  No.  158,  In  which  the  said  railway  company  was  ordered 
to  maintain  a  service  from  One  Hundred  and  Flfty-flfth  street  and  Eighth  avenue 
to  Klngsbrldge  road  along  Ogden  avenue  and  Aqueduct  avenue  on  a  schedule  of  not 
less  than  ten  minutes  headway  during  the  greater  portion  of  the  day.  There  Is 
plenty  of  time  between  said  cars  for  through  service  up  Ogden  avenue  and  across 
Washington  bridge  were  the  same  necessary. 

And  the  further  resolution  passed  by  said  Alliance  that  this  CommUsion  be  re- 
quested to  issue  an  order  providing  for  adequate  service  of  through  cars  over  the 
Ogden  avenue  line  to  the  said  One  Hundred  and  Eighty-first  street  station  of  the 
subway  is  not,  In  my  opinion,  required  by  the  travel. 

The  people  along  the  line  of  Ogden  avenue  who  use  this  line  of  cars  live  between 
One  Hundred  and  Sixty-first  street  and  about  One  Hundred  and  Sixty -ninth  street, 
and  if  they  wished  to  go  to  their  business  down  town  by  the  proposed  new  route 
they  would  have  to  travel  north  on  the  Ogden  avenue  line  nearly  half  a  mile,  and 
then  west  over  Washington  bridge  nearly  half  a  mile  further,  and  then  south  on  the 
subway. 

It  was  found  during  the  period  that  the  said  railway  company  operated  the 
line  from  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-fifth  street  to  One  Hundred  and  Eighty-first  street 
station  that  very  few  passengers  used  said  line  beyond  the  northerly  limits  of  High 
Bridge,  and  that  the  cars  crossing  Washington  bridge  to  One  Hundred  and  Eighty- 
first  street  never  had  more  than  three  or  four  passengers,  and  often  none  at  all,  as 
shown  by  the  examinations  made  during  the  time  said  line  was  in  operation. 

If  the  High  Bridge  Taxpayers*  Alliance  believe  such  a  line  is  necessary,  and 
can  furnish  evidence  that  there  Is  a  sufficient  demand  for  It  to  require  the  estab- 
lishing of  a  separate  line,  that  would  be  the  subject  of  a  separate  and  distinct  order 
from  the  one  referred  to  in  their  resolutions;  but  it  is  my  opinion  that  the  few 
people  that  desire  to  travel  from  High  Bridge  north  to  Washington  bridge,  and 
thence  across  the  river  to  One  Hundred' and  Eighty-first  street  station  of  the  subway, 
are  sufllciently  accommodated  by  transfer  at  the  east  end  of  Washington  bridge  to 
One  Hundred  and  Eighty-first  street. 

It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  present  service  from  One  Hundred  and  Plfty- 
flfth  street  to  Klngsbrldge  road  is  a  direct  north  and  south  line,  and  Is  one  that 
brings  the  people  most  directly  to  the  elevated  station  by  which  it  is  desirable  to 
divert  as  many  of  the  passengers  as  possible  along  the  line  of  that  road  to  the 
elevated  line,  as  this  line  Is  not  anywhere  near  as  congested  during  the  rush 
hours  morning  and  night  as  the  subway  line  is,  and  It  would  furnish  the  greatest 
relief  to  do  everything  in  our  power  to  relieve  the  congested  condition  of  the 
subway  at  such  times. 

Dated,  January  28,  1908. 
See  Order  No.  158,  page  45. 


New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Oompany. —  Discontinu- 
ance of  service  of  line  which  formerly  ran  up  the  Southern 
Boulevard  from  One  Hundred  and  Eightieth  street  over  One 
Hundred  and  Eighty-ninth  street  and  Aqueduct  avenue  to 

Washington  Bridge. 

Case  No.  1025. 

Complaint  of  John  Haut  and  Othebs 

against 

New    York    City    Interborouoh    Railway 
Company. 

f 

Complaint  Order   (see  form,  note  1)   issued  December  22d. 
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New  York  City  Railway  Company. —  TurniDg  back  of  cars 
marked  "  Polo  Grounds  "  at  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-fifth 
street  on  Eighth  avenue  surface  line. 

Complaint  of  C.  M.  De  La  Vebgne 

against 

New  Yobk  City  Railway  Company  and 
Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robin- 
son, its  Receivebs. 

Complaint  Order  No.  627    (see  form,  note  1)   issued  May  26th. 


Sea  Beach  Railway  Company. —  Failure  to  stop  New  York  trains 
at  Luna  Park  station. 

Complaint  Order  No.  330. 
Discontinuance    Order   No.   418. 

Complaint   op   Thirty-first   Wa^    Board 
of  Trade 

against 

Sea  Beach  Railway  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  330   (see  form,  note  1)   issued  March  10th. 
The  complaint  was  withdrawn.     The  following  discontinuance  order  was 
issued : 


by 


thirty-first  ward  board  op  trade, 

James  M.  Conaban,  Secretary, 

Complainant, 
against 

sea  beach  railway  company. 

Defendant. 


"  Failure   to  stop   New  York  bound  trains  at  Luna 
Park  Station." 


discontinuance  order 

No.  418. 
April  17,  1008. 


An  order.  No.  330,  havlnR  boeo  made  herein  on  or  about  the  10th  day  of  March, 
1008,  ordering  and  directing  tbe  Sea  Beach  Railway  Company  to  answer  the  com- 
plaint herein  within  a  time  therein  specified,  and  the  said  Sea  Beacb  Railway 
Company  having  on  the  2l8t  day  of  March,  made  answer  thereto,  and  said  answer 
having  been  trauHmitted  to  the  complainant  herein,  and  said  complainant  having, 
on  April  13,  1908,  notified  this  Commission  in  writing  that  it  withdraws  its  com- 
plaint. 

Now.  upon  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  It  is 

Resolved,  That  the  proceedings  herein  be,  and  the  same  hereby  are,  discontinued. 
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Sea  Beach  Railway  Coinpany. —  Failure  of  local  trains  to  stop 

at  Avenue  S. 


Complaint  of  J,  J.  Kelly  et  al. 

against 

Sfla  Beach   Railway  Company. 


Case  1008. 
Complaint    Order. 
Hearing  Order. 


Complaint  Order    (see  form,  note   1)    issued  December" 4th. 
Hearing  Order   (see  form,  note  3)  issued  December  19th. 
Hearing  held  December  30th. 


South  Brooklyn  Railway   Company. —  Extension  of  short  lino 

to  Parkvillr  Station. 

Hearing   Order    No.    359. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 
Dismissal  Order  No.  432. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  of  improvements  in  and  additions  to  the 
service  and  tran^^portation  facilities  of  the 
SOUTH    BROOKLYN    RAILWAY    COMPANY. 


Extension    of    Short    Line    Service    to    ParkvIIle 
Station. 


ORDER  FOR  HEARING. 

No.  359. 

March  20.  1908. 


//  ia  htrfby  nrderetl.  Tliat  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  1st  day  of  April,  1008,  at 
2  :30  o'clocli  in  the  aftenicon.  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  nt  the  rooms  of  the  Commipsicn.  at  No.  ir»4  Nassau  street,  borough 
of  Manhattan,  city  of  New  Yorlc.  State  of  New  Y"ork.  to  inquire  whether  the  regu- 
lations, practices  and  si'rvi(e}<  of  the  South  Broolclyn  Railway  Company.  In  respect 
to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District,  are  unjust,  unreasonable,  im- 
proper or  inadequate,  and  whether  said  company  does  not  run  trains  enough  or 
cars  enough  or  with  sufficient  fretjiiency.  reasonably  to  accommodate  passenger 
traffic  transported  l>y  it,  or  o{Tere<i  for  transportation  to  It,  and  if  such  be  found 
to  be  the  fact,  then  to  determine  whether  It  is  reasonably  necessary  to  accommo- 
date and  transport  the  sild  traffic  transported  or  offered  for  transportation,  and 
is  and  will  be  just,  reasonable,  proper  and  adequate  to  direct  that  the  service  of 
said  South  Brooklyn  Hallway  Company  he  Increased  and  supplemented  at  the 
points  and  times  and  in  the  narticuhirs  following,  that  Is  to  say: 

That  the  said  South  Brooklyn  Railway  Company  cause  all  trains  now  operated 
on  the  short  line  service  iM'tween  Sands  street  and  Kensington  station  to  be  oper- 
ated beyond   Kensington   station   to  and   as   far  as  Parkvillc  station. 

And  If  such  change,  addition  and  iniDrovement  be  found  to  be  such  as  ought 
to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  details  of  such  change,  addition,  and 
Improvement  and  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a  reasonable  time  within 
which  the  snme  should   be  directed  and  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  rommis«lon  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the 
premises  as  shall  he  just  and  reaF-onable. 

Further  nrflercfl.  That  the  f^ald  South  Brooklyn  Railway  Company  be  given  at 
least  ten  davs'  notice  of  such  hearing,  l)y  service  upon  It,  either  personally  or  by 
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mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company 
be  aflrordod  all  roa^onaole  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining  T^itnestsea  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  April  9th. 

*[A  15-minute  service  is  not  unreasonable  or  Inadequate  where  cars  are  not  over- 
crowded.] 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  April  24,  1908.) 
Commi8sion]:b  Bassett  : — 

A  hearing  was  had  in  this  matter  on  the  9th  day  of  April,  1908.  The  hearing 
was  instituted  upon  motion  of  the  Commission  after  complaint  made  by  Qeorge 
Moeser,  R.  C.  Beadle  and  others,  asking  that  the  so-called  short  line  trains  now 
operated  northerly  during  the  morning  rush  hours  from  Kensington  on  Qravesend 
avenue  be  operated  from  Parkvilie,  a  station  on  said  avenue  to  the  south  of 
Kensington. 

The  through  trains  running  through  Parkvilie  and  EMghteenth  avenue  to  Park 
row  during  the  morning  rush  hours  a  flfteen.minute  headway,  and  if  the  short 
line  service  were  extended  to  Parkvilie  the  headway  northerly  from  Parkvilie,  dur- 
ing these  hours,  would  be  approximately  seven  and  one-half  minutes.  I  do  not 
regard  a  flfteen-mlnute  service  (which  is  the  present  service  at  Parkvilie  and  Eight- 
eenth avenue)  as  an  unreasonable  or  inadequate  service  at  these  stations  as  long  as 
the  cars  are  not  overcrowded,  and  it  appears  in  this  case  that  they  are  not. 

It  does  not  seem  to  me  that  It  Is  ordinarily  Justifiable  to  order  the  operating  com- 
pany to  enlarge  the  scope  of  its  short  line  service  unless  the  regular  through  trains 
are  badly  overcrowded.  Experience  has  shown  that  on  every  road  where  short  line 
trains  have  been  placed  a  demand  has  arisen  from  the  stations  further  out  that  the 
short  line  service  shall  extend  to  them.  In  any  case  where  the  Interval  between 
trains  is  too  great,  the  defect  bhotild  ordinarily  be  remedied  by  Increasing  the  number 
of  through  trains. 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  for  the  reasons  stated  the  complaint  should  be  dismissed* 
but  without  prejudice  to  other  or  further  hearings. 

Thereupon  the  following  dismissaj  order  was  issued: 

mSMISSAL  ORDER  No.  432. 
April   24,   1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  Oth 
day  of  April.  1008,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  pursuant  to  Order 
No.  350  of  this  Commission,  dated  March  20.  lOOS,  and  returnable  on  the  9th 
day  of  April,  1908,  issued  on  motion  of  the  Commission  for  the  purpose  of  bring- 
ing on  for  hearing  certain  matters  sugicested  by  the  complaint  of  George  Moeser, 
R.  G.  Beadle  and  others  against  said  South  Brooklyn  Railway  Company,  particu- 
larly the  advisability  of  extending  the  presrnt  short  line  service  on  Gravesend 
avenue  from  Kensington  station  south  to  T*arkvllle  station,  and  it  appearing  that 
said  hearing  was  had  bv  and  l)efore  the  Commission  on  the  matters  embraced  in 
said  complaint,  and  in  said  ord<'r  specified,  on  the  i)th  day  of  April.  1908.  before 
Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett,  pre-iidinp ;  llnrry  M.  Chamberlain,  Esq.,  assistant 
counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  Arthur  N.  l>utton,  Esq.,  appearing 
for  the  South  Brooklyn  Railway  Company,  and  said  George  Moeser  and  R.  C 
Beadle,  complainants,  appearing  personally,  and  proof  having  been  taken  upon  said 
hearing,  and  It  having  Ixvn  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing 
that  the  service  now  aflfordefl  by  said  South  Brooklyn  Hallway  Company  to  the 
complainants  and  other  residents  of  Parkvilie  and  Eisrhteenth  avenue  and  vicinity 
Is  not  Inadequate  or  unreasonable,  and  that  It  would  not  be  reasonable  under  the 
circumstances  now  existing  to  order  the  extension  of  short  line  service  asked  for 
In  the  complaint. 

Now,  therefore,  on  motion  of  Goorge  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission, 

Ordered,  That  the  said  complaint  he  and  the  same  hereby  is  dismissed,  and  that 
this  order  be  filed   In  the  office  of  the  Commission  :  and  it  is  further 

Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  be  without  preludice  to  an  order  for  further  or 
additional  hearings  and  action  thereon  by  the  Commission  in  respect  to  any  of 
the  matters  covered  by  the  said  complaint  and  order  for  hearing  or  the  pro- 
ceedings thereon. 


•  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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South  Brookljm  Railway  Company  and  Na3sau  Electric  RaUroad 
Company. —  Running  of  open  cars  in  inclement  weather  on 
Fifteenth  street  and  Marcy  avenue  surface  lines. 
Complaint  of  Walter  C.  KAimiAN 
against 

South  Bbooklyn  Railway  Company,  Nas- 
sau Electric  Railroad  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  480   (see  form,  note  1)   issued  May  12th. 


South   Brooklyn   Railway  Company.—  Discontinuance  of  train 
stops  at  Kensington  station  on  Culver  line. 

Complaint  Order   No.   692. 
Hearing  Order   No.   638. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 
Dismissal   Order   No.   656. 

Complaint  of  Harry  E.  Fuller  and  Others 

against 

South  Brooklyn  Railway  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  592   (see  form,  note  1)   issued  June  19th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  638   (see  form,  note  3)  issued  July  14th. 
Hearing  held  July  23d. 

Opinion  op  Commission. 
(Adapted  August  3,  1908.) 
Commissioner  Edstis  : — 

This  complaint  is  based  on  the  discontinuance  of  train  stops  at  Kenslngrton  station 
on  the  Culver  line.  It  appeared  at  this  hearing  that  the  South  Brooklyn  Railway 
Company  had  discontinued  Its  train  stops  at  the  Kensington  station  and  had  con- 
structed a  new  station  within  some  300  to  500  feet  of  the  old  one.  It  appeared 
also  that  until  within  a  short  time  trains  had  been  stopping  at  the  Kensington  sta- 
tion, but  that  the  South  Brooklyn  Railway  Company  now  purposes  to  abandon  the 
Kensington  station  for  all  its  trains  during  the  entire  year.  Under  section  34  of 
the  Railroad  Law  the  South  Brooklyn  Railway  Company  has  no  right  to  discontinue 
its  Kensington  station  without  obtaining  the  consent  of  the  Board  of  Railroad 
Commissioners. 

In  April,  1906,  application  was  made  to  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  for 
leave  to  discontinue  use  of  this  station  and  the  company's  application  was  denied. 
Coupled  with  the  decision  denying  the  application,  however,  was  a  recommendation 
that  the  company  construct  a  new  station  at  the  point  where  the  new  station  Is  now 
located  and  that  "  during  the  period  between  May  15th  and  September  Ist,  they  (the 
railway  company)  may  be  relieved  from  stopping  cars  and  trains  at  the  present 
Kensington  station,  at  all  other  times  these  cars  and  trains  to  be  stopped  at  the 
Kensington  station,  as  at  present." 

I  believe  that  the  effect  of  this  action  by  the  Board  of  Railroad  Conunlssloners  was 
to  deny  the  application  for  absolute  abandonment  of  the  Kensington  station  and  to 
consent  to  abandoning  the  station  from  May  15th  to  September  Ist  of  each  year. 
The  evidence  offered  at  the  hearing  shows  an  abandonment  of  the  Kensington  sta- 
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tion  during  the  summer  months,  for  which  permission  was  obtained,  and  I  believe 
the  company  to  be  within  its  rights  in  not  stopping  trains  at  Kensington  station  at 
the  present  time.  Should  they  continue  running  by  this  station  after  September  1st, 
action  can  be  taken  at  that  time.  The  complainants  raised  the  further  point  that 
the  permission  to  abandon  the  Kensington  station  for  the  summer  months  was 
coupled  with  a  recommendation  that  a  proper  station  be  built  in  the  new  location, 
and  that  this  has  not  been  done.  The  nature  of  the  station  building  was  not  raised 
in  the  complaint  and  cannot  be  considered  in  this  hearing.  I,  therefore,  recommend 
that  the  complaint  be  dismissed. 

Thereupon  the  following  diBmissal  order  was  issued: 


HARRY  B.  FULLER  ET  AL.. 

Complainantf, 
Offainst 

SOUTH   BROOKLYN   RAILWAY   COMPANY, 

Defendant. 


Order  No.   638. 


'  Discontinuance     of     train     stops     at     Kensington 
station." 


^DISMISSAL  ORDER  No.  656. 
August  3,  1908. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  July  23, 
1908.  and  It  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  Hearing 
Order  No.  638  of  this  Commission,  mnde  .July  14.  1008,  upon  the  complaint  and 
answer  herein,  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  on  the  matters  in  said  com- 
plaint, answer  and  order  specified  on  July  23,  1908.  before  Mr.  Commissioner 
Eustis  presiding,  R.  B.  Cushing.  E*sq.,  appearing  for  the  complainants,  Arthur 
Du  Bols,  P'sq.,  appearing  for  the  Public  Service  Commission,  and  Arthur  N.  Dutton, 
Esq..  appearing  for  the  South  Brooklyn  Railway  Company. 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear  that  the  South  Brooklyn  Railway  Company  had 
obtained  permission  from  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  to  discontinue  the 
use  of  the  Kensington  station  during  the  months  of  June,  July  and  August,  and 
that  the  discontinuance  of  train  stops  at  Kensington  station  complained  of 
occurred  during  these  months,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  said  complaint  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  in  all  respects 
dismissed  and  that  this  order  be  filed  in  the  oflicc  of  the  Commission.  And  it  is 
further 

Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  be  without  prejudice  for  an  order  for  further 
bearing  and  action  thereon  by  the  Commission.  In  respect  to  any  of  the  matters 
covered  by  said  complaint  or  by  said  hearing  Order  No.  638,  or  by  the  proceedlagB 
thereon. 


Staten  Island  Midland  Railway  Company. —  Failure  to  stop  cars 
at  Steuben  street  and  Eichmond  road,  Concord,  Staten 
Island. 


Case   1003. 


COMPTAINT    OF    EbNEST    CuOZZO 

against 

Staten  Island  Midland  Railway  Compant. 

Complaint  Order  (see  form,  note  1)  isaued  November  27th. 
The  matters  complained  of  were  wtisfled  by  the  company. 
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Union  Railway  Company  of  New  York  City  and  Westchester 

Electric   Railroad   Company — Discontinuance   of   through 

service  by  the  Union  Railway  Company  on  White  Plains 

avenue  between  Two  Hundred  and  Twenty-ninth  street  and 

Two  Hundred  and  Forty-second  street  and  failure  of  said 

company  and  Westchester  Electric  to  exchange  transfers  to 

provide  such  service. 

Complaint   Order   No.    775. 
Hearing  Order  No.   788. 
Dismissal  Order  No.   824. 
Complaint  of  John  Clabey 
against 
Union    Railway    C!ompany   of    New    York 
City  and  Frederick  W.   Whitbidge,  its 
Receiver,     and     Westchester     Electric 
RAn^ROAD     Company     and     J.     Addison 
Young,    its    Receiver. 

Complaint  Order  No.  775    (see  form,  note  1)    issued  October   10th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  788   (pee  form,  note  3)    issued  October  16th. 
Hearings  held  October  22d  and  November  5th. 

The  matters  complained  of  were  satisfied  by  the  company  and  the  fol- 
lowing dismissal  order  was  issued: 


DISMISSAL  ORDER  No.   824. 
November  10,  1908. 


JOHN  CLAREY, 

Complainant, 

against 

FREDERICK  W.  WHITRIDGE.  receiver  of  UNION 
RAILWAY  COMPANY  OP  NEW  YORK  CITY, 
and  .T.  ADDISON  YOUNG,  receiver  of  the  WEST- 
CHESTER ELECTRIC  RAILROAD  COMPANY, 

Defentlants. 

This  matter  coming  on  to  be  heard  on  October  22.  1908,  Dursuant  to  Hearing 
Order  No.  788,  and  e<*8gIon8  ha^lne  bpen  held  hofore  .Tohn  E.  Eustis,  Commissioner, 
on  sa!d  Octol)er  22,  1908,  and  thereafter  by  adjoornment  on  November  5,  1908,  and 
Albert  H.  W^alker,  Esq.,  having  appeared  for  the  Public  Service  Commission,  and 
William  .T.  Clarke,  Esq..  of  the  office  of  the  counsel  to.  the  corporation  of  the 
City  of  New  York  having  appeared  for  the  city  of  New  York,  and  Henry  C.  Hen- 
derson, Esq.,  having  appeared  for  the  complainant,  and  Bvarts,  Choate  &  Sherman 
havlni?  appeared  for  Frederick  W.  Whltrldge.  receiver  of  Union  Railway  Company 
of  New  York  city,  and  Bowers  &  Sands  having  appeared  for  Union  Railway  Com- 
pany of  New  York  city,  and  Arthur  M.  Johnson.  E«o..  having  appeared  for  .T.  Addison 
yonnsr,  receiver  of  the  Westchester  Electric  Railroad  Company ;  and  evidence 
hnving  beea  taken  upon  said  hearing;  and  it  having  appeared  by  statement  of 
rornplalnanfs  counsel  that  since  tlie  hearing  began  the  grievance  complained  of  had 
been  remedied  by  TTnlon  Railway  Company  of  New  York  city  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  complainant,  it   Is 

Ordered,  That  the  said  complaint  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  dismissed. 


Union  Railway  Company. —  Failure  to  run  cars  of  tlie  White 

Plains  avenue  line  north  to  the  city  line. 

Complaint   of  C.   E.   Arnold 
against 
Union    Railway    Company   of   New   York 
City  and  Frederick  W.   Whitridoe,  rrs 
Receiver. 
Complaint  Order  No.  848  (see  form,  note  1)  issued  November  20th, 
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OTHER  MATTERS  RELATING  MAINLY  TO  SERVICE 
AND  EQUIPMENT. 


Brooklyn»  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad  Company. — 
Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company. —  Traffic  conditions 
at  Graham  and  Flushing  avenues  and  Broadway,  Brooklyn. 

COMPLAIKT    OF    BOABD    OF     AlDEBHEN 

against 

Bbookltn,  Queens  County  and  Sububban 
Railboad  Compant  and  The  Bbooiclyn 
Heights  Railboad  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  417   (see  form,  note  1)   issued  April  17th. 

The  companies  answered  on  April  25th  claiming  that  they  had  a  sufficient 
number  of  inspectors  employed,  and  the  complainant  was  so  informed,  but 
that  a  hearing  would  be  held  if  desired.    No  further  action. 


Dry  Dock,  East ,  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company. — 
Unsanitary  condition  of  horse  cars,  Canal  street  line. 

Complaint  of  the  Boabd  of  Aldebmen 

against 

Dby  Dock,  East  Bboadway  and  Batteby 
Railboad  Company  and  Fbedebick  W. 
Whitbidge,  its  Receives. 

Complaint  Order  No.  2S7   (see  form,  note  1)   issued  February  25th. 
Tlie  company  answered  March  6th  stating  that  immediate  attention  would 
be  given  to  the  cars  in  question. 


Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanville  and  St.   Nicholas  Avenue 
Railroad  Company. —  Lack  of  heat  on  Broadway  cars. 

Complaint  of  James  II.  Canfieu) 
against 

FOBTY-flECOND   StBEET,   MaNHATTANVILLE  AND 

St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railboad  Company, 
AND   Fredebick   W.   Whitbidge,     Its  Rk- 

CEIVER. 

Complaint  Order  No..  302  (see  form,  note  1)  issued  March  3d, 
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Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Temperature  in  cars  on 

elevated  lines. 


In   the   Matter 

^'  *^®  HEARING  ORDER  No.  250. 

Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission,  as  to  the  ^  February  11,  1908. 

regulations,  practices  and  service  of  the  INTER- 
BOROUGH RAPID  TRANSIT  COMPANY,  In  the 
respects  hereinafter  mentioned. 


It  i8  hereby  ordered^  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  13th  day  of  February.  1908, 
at  1 :30  o'clock  In  the  afternoon  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  Yorlc,  to  inquire  whether  the  requirem(>nts.  orac- 
tices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  said  company  upon  its  elevated  lines. 
In  the  boroughs  of  Manhattan  and  The  Broux.  city  of  New  York,  In  respect  to 
the  transportation  of  persons,  are  unreasonable,  unsafe.  Improper  or  Inadequate, 
and    if   It    be    so   found    then    to   determine   whether    changes   in    said    regulations. 

Jtractices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  in  the  particulars  following  would  be 
ust,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper  and  whether  such  changes  shall  be 
put  in  force,  observed  and  used  on  the  line  of  said  company :  and  also  to  Inquire 
and  determine  whether  repairs,  improvements,  changes  or  additions  to  or  in  tracks 
or  other  property  or  device  -used  by  said  company  in  the  particulars  following 
ought  reasonably  to  be  made,  in  order  to  promote  the  security  or  convenience  of 
the  public  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  or  facilities  for  the  transportation 
of  passengers,  namely,  whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  maintain  a  tem- 

f>erature  of  at  least  60  degrees  Fahrenheit  in  all  cars  operated  by  said  company  on 
ts  elevated  lines  at  all  times  when  said  cars  are  in  use  for  the  trauffiortation  of 
passengers,  said  temperature  to  be  tested  at  or  near  the  centre  of  the  car  at  a 
point  not  less  than  three  (3)  nor  more  than  five  (5)  feet  from  the  floor  of  the 
car  and  to  be  maintained  without  any  Interference  with  the  regular  and  proper 
operation  of  the  ventilators  of  said  cars. 

And  if  such  change,  improvement  and  addition  be  found  to  be  such  as  ought  to 
be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a  reasonable  time 
within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed,  all  to  the  end  that  the 
Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the  premises  as  shall  be  Just  and 
reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  given 
at  least  two  (2>  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally 
or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order  and  that  at  such  hearing  said 
company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  to  present  evidence  and  to  examine 
and  cross-examine  witnesi^es  as  to  the  matters  hereinabove  set  forth. 


Hearings  were  held  February  13th,  1 4th,  and  19th. 


Nassau   Electric    Railroad    Company. —  Condition  of   cars   and 

method  of  transferring  passengers  on  the  Fifth  avenue  surface 

line. 
Complaint   of   Tbacy    Grey 

against 

Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  539    (see  form,  note   1)    issued  May  29th. 
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I 


New  York  and  Long  Island  Traction  Company  and  Long  Island 
Traction  Company. —  Exchange  of  transfers  at  the  inter- 
section of  lines  on  New  York  avenue,  near  the  line  of  the 
Brooklyn  Aqueduct. 


Complaint  Order  No.  687. 

Extension  Order  No.  698. 

Extension  Order  No.  711. 
Complaint  of  Frederick  K.  Winslow 

agaifist 

New  York  and  Long  Isiand  Traction  Com- 
pany,   AND    THE    LONO    ISLAND    ELECTRIC 

Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  687  (see  form,  note  1)  issued  August  21st. 
Extension  Order  No.  698  (see  form,  note  2)  issued  August  28th. 
Extension  Order  No.  711    (see  form,  note  2)   issued  September  4th. 


Staten  Island  Railway  Company;  United  States  Express  Com- 
pany.—  Inadequate  facilities  for  handling  baggage  between 
Staten  Island  and  Manhattan. 

Complaint  Order  No.  461. 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  McCarroll. 

Complaint  of  Fred  H.  Cozzens 

against 

Staten  Island  Railroad  Company,  United 
States  Express  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  461    (see  form,  note  1)    issued  May  6th. 
This  matter  was  taken  up  by  Commissioner  McCarroll  who  made  the  fol- 
lowing report: 

Opinion  op  Commission. 

C0MMIS8I0NER  MCCABKOLL  : 

In  this  complafnt  there  is  disclosed  a  siibstantlnl  grievance  of  the  people  of 
Richmond  boronKh.  The  difficulty,  however,  does  not  lie  in  the  direction  Indicated 
by  the  complnint,  which  is  made  against  the  railroad  company  in  connection  with 
the  express  company. 

The  Investigation  shows  that  the  United  States  Express  Company  does  not  make 
collections  of  baggai?e  to  be  forwarded  by  express  on  Sundays.  There  Is  a  further 
difficulty  In  the  fact  that  the  railroad  company  can  only  check  the  baggage  to 
St.  George,  Instead  of  checking  it  through  to  New  York,  the  company  furnishing 
what  is  called  a  "  claim  check."  There  seems  to  be  a  lack  of  proper  arrangement 
between  the  city  In  the  operation  of  the  ferries  and  the  railroad  and  express 
companies. 

It  is  a  case  in  which,  I  Judge,  that  results  can  best  be  obtained  by  correspondence, 
at  least  as  a  preliminary,  rather  than  by  other  action  of  the  Commission.  I  have, 
therefore,  Instructed  my  secretary  to  ascertain  facts  In  this  way  and  report  will 
be  made  at  a  later  date.  Unless  action  seems  to  be  demanded  earlier  on  the  part 
of  the  Commission,  I  would  recommend  that  it  be  left  with  the  committee  for  snch 
further  action  as  may  seem  to  be  desirable. 

May  27, 1908. 
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Staten  Island  Midland  Railway  Company. —  Service  and  equip- 
ment. 

Final  Order  No.  186. 

Rehearing  Order  No.  355. 

Final  Order  No.  378. 

Extension  Order  No.   496. 


In    the    Mattor 

of   the 

Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  ComratHsion  on  the 
question  of  Improvement  In  and  addition  to  the 
service  and  eqiilpmont  of  the  STATKN  ISLAND 
MIDLAND   RAILWAY   COMPANY. 


Under  Order  for  UearlnR,  made  November  11.  1007. 


ORDER  No.  186. 

January   14,   1908. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  21st 
day  of  November.  11)07,  and  It  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and 
pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  ronimKsIon.  made  November  11,  1907,  and  returnable 
on  November  21.  1007.  and  thnt  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Staten 
Island  Midland  Railway  Conipany.  and  that  the  said  service  was  by  It  duly 
acknowledged,  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission 
on  the  matters  in  said  order  specltiod  on  November  21,  1907.  and  by  an  adjourn- 
ment duly  had  (m  November  27,  1007,  and  by  an  adjournment  duly  had  on 
December  4.  1007.  and  by  an  adjournment  duly  had  on  December  6,  1907,  and 
by  adjournment  duly  had  on  December  9,  1907,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on 
December  11,  1007,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  December  17.  1007.  and  by 
adjournment  duly  had  on  December  20.  1007,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on 
December  31,  10()7.  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  again  on  December  31,  1907.  and 
at  all  of  said  sessions  Mr.  Commissioner  McCarroll  presiding,  and  Abel  E.  Blackmar. 
Esq.,  counsel  to  tlie  Commission,  appearing  for  the  Commission  at  the  session  of 
November  21.  1007.  Adrian  H.  I^rkln,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Staten  Island  Midland 
Railway  Company,  and  at  all  of  the  other  sessions  Arthur  Du  Bols,  Esq.,  appearing 
for  the'  Commission,  and  Adrian  11.  Larkln.  Esq..  appearing  for  the  Staten  Island 
Midland  Railway  Company,  and  proof  having  been  taken  at  all  of  said  sessions, 
except  at  the   two   sessions  of  December  31,   1907. 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  unon  said  hearing  that 
changes.  Inipriivements  and  additions  in  and  to  the  regulations,  equipment,  appll- 
ane«s  anri  service  of  the  Staten  Island  Alldland  Railway  Company  In  respect  to  the 
transjiortntlnn  of  persons  in  the  First  District  upon  its  various  lines  ought  reason- 
ablv  to  be  made  In  the  manner  below  net  forth  in  order  to  promote  the  security 
or  'eenveiiien'M'  of  the  public,  or  of  Its  employees,  or  In  order  to  secure  adequate 
service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  and  it  being  made  to 
appenr  that  the  chnntr-^s.  nddltlons  and  Improvements  In  regulations,  equipment. 
apiiliances  and  servl<e  of  the  said  company,  as  bt»low  set  forth,  are  such  as  are 
just,  renscmable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper,  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in 
order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public  and  emnloyees. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  (ieorpfe  S.  Coleman,  Esq..  counsel  to  the  Commission,  It  Is 

1.  That  the  services  of  the  Staten  Island  Midland  Railway  Company  on  its  Silver 
Lake  line,  be  supplemented  and  changed  so  that  dally,  except  Sundays,  not  lesfl 
than  tw'»  cai-s  leave  St.  <;»»orge  within  five  minutes  after  the  arrival  of  each  ferry 
lM)at  from  Manhattan  between  the  hours  of  5  and  7  p.  m.,  and  run  over  Silver 
Lake  and    Richmond   turni)lke   route   to  Port   Richmond. 

2.  Thnt  all  cars  slcrned  to  run  to  St.  Ceortjc  or  to  the  New  York  ferry  at  St. 
George  be  actually  run  over  the  elevated  structure  to  the  entrance  of  the  ferry  and 
not   Rtopned  at  Jay  street. 

.S.  1).  That  the  company  replace  with  new  parts  all  broken,  cracked  or  defective 
parts  of  the  Bemls  or  St.  Tyouis  trucks  now  or  recently  In  use  under  the  closed 
car  bodies   Nos.    l.%0  to   16:^.  inclusive. 

c.  That  the  c<mipany  pass  throusb  the  shops,  making  every  required  reoalr.  all 
the  present  open  car  bodies,  trucks,  enulpment,  turning  them  out  In  as  perfect  con- 
dition  as  possible  before  May   15.   lOOH. 

d.  That  the  company  provido  and  equip  all  cars  In  service  with  two  new  auto- 
matic i-lrcult  breakers  of  sufficient  capacity  and  modern  t.vpe. 

e.  That  the  company  provide  and  equip  each  of  Its  cars  in  service  with  gear 
case,  for  each  motor  *  thereon,  tnd  that  each  gear  case  shall  at  all  times,  be 
maintained  with  sufficient  gear  grease  to  reduce  the  noise  made  by  the  gear  and 
pinion,  to  a  minimum.  The  gear  case  should  preferably  be  maintained  half  full 
of  grease. 
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f.  That  the  company  provide  and  mnintnln  In  good  condition  on  all  of  its  cars 
in  service,  two  head  lights,  of  the  type  used  upon  the  ir)-b?nch  open  cars,  num- 
bered 71  to  90,  on  the  Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company,  or  head  lights  of 
some  other  type  of  not  less  power  that  will  not  project  from  the  dash  of  the 
car  further  than  those  upon  the  15-betich  cars  of  the  Richmond  Light  and  Rail- 
road Company,  Nos.  71  to  90. 

g.  That  the  company  provide  and  maintain  in  good  condition  two  sets  of 
fenders,  complete,  upon  each  car  in  service. 

h.  That  the  company  provide  and  equip  each  car  in  service  with  proper 
lightning  arrest  equipment. 

J.  That  the  company  exercise  care  that  trolley  ropes  are  of  sufflclont  length  to 
permit  of  trolley  wheel  following  the  trolley  wire  at  railway  crossings. 

k.  That  no  more  overhead  trolley  wire  of  the  size  known  as  No.  0  be  erected, 
but  that  all  new  wire  construction  and  all  repairs  and  replacing  of  old  or  worn 
wire  be  made  with  No.  00  wire. 

m.  That  the  company  carefully  examine  all  wooden  poles  and  ohanpp  those  that 
show  a  dangerous  condition  from  decay  or  other  cause  and  reset  all  poles  that 
have  excessive  lean. 

o.  That  the  company  overhaul  all  sections  of  track  now  in  such  condition  that 
cars  cannot  be  operated  at  normal  speed  without  severe  oscillation,  and  make 
track  suitable  for  satisfactory  operation  of  15-bench  open  cars.  This  refers  par- 
ticularly to  all  sections  outside  the  paved  streets. 

p.  That  the  company  exercise  great  care  that  all  cars  are  properly  equipped 
with  sand  box  outfits  and  that  they  are  at  all  times  kept  supplied  with  suitable 
sand. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  eflfect  January  10.  1908. 
but  the  provisions  In  section  3  and  its  subdivisions  shall  bo  completed  as  soon  as 
possible,  but  not  later  than  May  15.  1908.  This  order  shall  continue  in  force  for 
a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  Its  date,  but  without  prejudice  to  an  order 
for  further  or  additional  hearings  and  action  theroon  by  the  Commission  in  respect 
of  anything  herein  prescribed,  or  in  respect  of  anything  covered  by  the  order  for 
hearing  herein  prior  to  the  expiration  of  said  period  "of  two  years. 

And  it  Is  further  ordered,  Imt  before  .January  10,  1908,  the  said  Staten  Island 
Midland  Railway  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  FMrst 
District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  aife  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  rehearing  order  was  issued: 

REHEARING  ORDER  No.  355. 
March  20,  1908. 

An  order  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  January  4,  1908,  No.  18C.  under 
and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  hearing  made  November  11,  1907,  No.  76,  and 
thereafter  having  been  duly  served  upon  the  Staten  Island  Midland  Railway  Com- 

Sany,  the  same  to  take  effect  Immediately,  and  in  and  by  said  order  the  said 
taten  Island  Midland  Railway  Company  having  been  reouired  to  notify  this  Com- 
mission before  January  10,  1908,  whether  the  terms  of  said  Order  No.  186  are 
accepted  and  will  be  obeyed,  and  the  said  Staten  Island  Midland  Railway  Company 
having,  on  March  12,  1908,  applied  to  this  Commission  for  a  rehearing  in  respect 
to  some  of  the  matters  contained  in  said  Order  No.  186,  and  suflSclent  reason  for 
■aid  rehearing  being  made  to  appear, 

Ordered,  That  the  said  request  for  a  rehearing  be  granted  and  that  such  rehear- 
ing upon  the  matters  contained  in  said  Order  No.  186,  entered  and  filed  on 
January  4,  1908,  be  held  on  the  25th  dav  of  March.  1908,  at  2:30  o'clock  in  the 
afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the 
rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and 
State  of  New  York,  to  determine  after  such  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of 
the  facts,  including  those  arising  since  the  making  of  Order  No.  186,  whether  the 
original  Order  No.  186  or  any  part  thereof  Is  in  any  respect  unjust  or  unwarranted 
and  whether  the  said  Order  No.  186  should  in  any  respect,  bo  abrogated,  changed 
or  modified,  and  if  any  such  abrogation,  changes  or  modifications  are  found  to  be 
such  as  ought  to  he  made,  then  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  such  changes 
or  modifications  of  the  said  order  and  to  determine  the  time  of  taking^  effect  of 
the  order  as  changed  or  modified. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commls<«ion  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and   reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Staten  Island  Midland  Railway  Company  be  given 
at  least  three  days'  notice  of  such  rehearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally 
or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order  and  that  at  such  hearing  the  said 
company  shall  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and 
examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforosnld. 

Hearing  held  March  25th. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.   378,   MADE   AFTER   REHEARING. 

March  27.  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  rehearing  of  Order  No.  18'6,  had 
herein  on  the  25th  day  of  March,  1008,  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  rehearing 
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was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission,  dated  March  20,  1908, 
No.  355.  and  returnable  on  the  25th  day  of  March,  1008.  and  that  the  said  order 
was  duly  served  uoon  the  Staten  Island  Midland  Railway  Company  and  that  said 
service  was  by  It  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  said  rehearing  was  held  by  and 
before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  In  said  order  for  rehearing  specified  on 
March  25,  IDOS,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  MoCarroU.  presiding,  Adrian  U.  Larkin, 
Eso.,  appearing  for  the  Staten  Island  Midland  Railway  Companv  and  Arthur 
DuBois,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  the  said  Staten  Island  Midland 
Railway  Company  having  been  afforded  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting 
evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses,  and  testimony  having  been 
taken, 

Now.  after  the  proceeding  upon  said  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of  the 
facts,  including  those  arising  since  the  making  of  the  order,  the  Commission  being 
of  opinion  that  the  original  Order  No.  186  for  the  improvement  in  and  additions 
to  the  service  and  eoulpmcnt  of  the  Staten  Island  Midland  Railway  Company  should 
be  changed  and  moaifled  In  certain  particulars. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  Is 

Ordered,  That  the  Order  No.  186,  entered  January  4.  1908,  and  directed  to  the 

Improvement  in  and  additions  to  the  service  and  equipment  of  the  Staten  Island 

Midland    Railway    Company,   be    and    the   same    is    cnanged   and    modified   to   read 

as  follows: 

ORDER  No.   186.  ' 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  21st 
day  of  November,  1007.  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and 
pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission,  made  November  11,  1907,  and  returnable 
on  November  21,  1907,  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Staten 
Island  Midland  Railway  Company,  and  that  the  said  service  was  by  it  duly 
acknowledged,  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission 
on  the  matters  in  said  oidor  specified  on  November  21.  1907,  and  by  an  adjourn- 
ment duly  had  on  November  27.  1907,  and  by  an  adjournment  duly  had  on  De- 
cember 4,  1907.  and  by  an  adjournment  duly  had  on  December  6,  1907,  and  by 
adjournment  duly  had  on  December  9.  1907,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on 
December  11,  1007.  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  December  17,  1907,  and  by 
adjournment  duly  had  on  December  20,  1907,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on 
December  31,  1907,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  again  on  December  31,  1907, 
and  at  all  of  said  sessions  Mr.  Commissioner  McCarroU  presiding,  and  Abel  EI. 
Blackmar.  Esq..  Counsel  to  the  Commission,  appearing  for  the  Commission  at  the 
session  of  November  21,  1907,  Adrian  H.  Larkln.  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Staten 
Island  Midland  Railway  Company,  and  at  all  of  the  other  sessions  Arthur  DuBois, 
Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission  and  Adrian  H.  Larkin,  Esq..  appearing  for  the 
Staten  Island  Midland  Railway  Company,  and  proof  having  been  taken  at  all  of 
said  sessions,  except  at  the  two  sessions  of  December  31,  1907, 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  hearing  that 
changes,  improvements  and  additions  in  and  to  the  regulations,  equipment,  appli- 
ances and  service  of  the  Staten  Island  Midland  Railway  Company  In  respect  to  the 
transportation  of  persons  In  the  First  District  upon  its  various  lines  ought  reason- 
ably to  be  made  in  the  manner  below  set  forth  in  order  to  promote  the  security 
or  convenience  of  the  public,  or  of  its  employees,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate 
service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  and  it  being  made  to 
appear  that  the  changes,  additions  and  Improvements  in  regulations,  equipment, 
appliances  and  service  of  the  said  company,  as  below  set  forth,  are  such  as  are 
Just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper,  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  In 
order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public  and  employees, 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission,  It  is 

Ordered: 

1.  That  the  service  of  the  Staten  Island  Midland  Railway  Company,  on  its 
Silver  l^ke  line,  be  supplemented  and  changed  so  that  dally,  except  Sundays,  not 
less  than  two  cars  leave  St.  George  within  five  minutes  after  the  arrival  of  each 
ferry  boat  from  Manhattan  between  the  hours  of  5  and  7  p.  M.  and  run  over 
Silver  lake  and  Richmond  turnpike  route  to  I*ort  Richmond. 

2.  That  all  cars  sljrned  to  run  to  St.  George  or  to  the  New  York  Ferry  at  St. 
George  be  actually  run  over  the  elevated  structure  to  the  entrance  of  the  ferry 
and  not  stopped  at  Jay  street. 

3.  b.  That  the  company  roplace  with  new  parts  all  broken,  cracked  or  defective 
parts  of  the  Borals  or  St.  Louis  trucks  now  or  recently  in  use  under  the  closed 
car  bodies  number  150  to  163.  inclusive. 

c.  That  the  company  pass  throusrh  the  shops,  making  every  required  repair,  all 
the  present  open  car  bodies,  trucks,  equipment,  turning  them  out  in  as  perfect 
condition  as  possible  before  May   15.   1908. 

d.  That  the  company  provide  and  equip  all  cars  In  service  with  two  new  auto- 
matic circuit  breakers  of  sufficient  capacity  and  modem  type,  this  work  on  all 
open  cars  to  be  completed  by  May  15,  1908,  and  on  all  closed  cars  by  Novem- 
ber 1.  1908. 

e.  That  the  company  provide  and  equip  each  of  Its  cars  In  service  with  ^ 
gear  case,  for  each  motor  thereon,  and  that  each  gear  case  shall  at  all  times,  be 
maintained  with  sufficient  gear  grease  to  reduce  the  noise  made,  bv  the  gpar  and 
pinion,  to  a  minimum.  The  gear  case  should  preferably  be  maintained  half  full 
of  grease. 

f.  That  the  company  provide  and  maintain  In  good  condition  on  all  of  its  cars 
in  service,  two  head  "lights,  of  the  type  used  unon  the  fifteen-bench  open  cars, 
numbered  71  to  90,  on  the  Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company,  or  head  lights 
of  some  other  tj-pe  of  not  less  power  that  will  not  project  from  the  dash  of  the 
car  further  than  those  upon  the  fifteen  bench  cars  of  the  Richmond  Light  and 
Railroad  Company,  Nos.  71  to  90. 
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g.  That  the  Company  provide  and  maintain  In  good  condition  two  sets  of  fenders, 
complete,  upon  each  car  in  service. 

h.  That  the  company  provide  and  equip  each  car  In  service  with  proper  lightning 
arrest  equipment. 

J.  That  the  company  exercise  care  that  trolley  ropes  are  of  sufficient  length 
to  permit  of  trolley  wheel  following  the  trolley  wire  at  railway  crossings. 

k.  That  no  more  overhead  trolley  wire  of  the  size  known  as  No.  0  be  erected, 
but  that  all  new  wire  construction  and  all  repairs  and  replacing  of  old  or  worn 
wire  be  made  with  No.  OO  wire. 

n.  That  the  company  carefully  examine  all  wooden  poles  and  change  those  that 
show  a  dangerous  condition  from  decay  or  other  cause  and  reset  all  poles  that  have 
excessive  lean. 

o.  That  the  company  overhaul  all  sections  of  track  now  in  such  condition  that 
cars  cannot  be  operated  at  normal  speed  without  severe  oscillation,  and"  make  track 
suitable  for  satisfactory  operation  of  fifteen-bench  open  cars.  This  refers  par- 
ticularly to  all  sections  outside  the  paved  streets. 

p.  That  the  company  exercise  great  care  that  all  cars  are  properly  equipped 
with  sand  box  outfits  and  that  all  are  at  all  times  kept  supplied  with  suitable  sand. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  January  10,  1908,  but 
the  provisions  in  section  3  and  its  subdivisions,  exceot  d,  shall  be  completed  as 
soon  as  possible,  but  not  later  than  May  15,  1908.  This  order  shall  continue  in 
force  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  its  date,  but  without  prejudice 
to  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearings  and  action  thereon  by  the  Com- 
mission in  respect  of  anything  herein  prescribed,  or  In  respect  of  anything  covered 
by  the  order  for  hearing  herein  prior  to  the  expiration  of  Raid  period  of  two  years. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  before  January  10.  1908.  the  said  Rtaten  Island 
Midland  Railway  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  time  for  compliance  with  a  part 
of  the  order  was  extended  as  appears  by  the  following  order: 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  406. 
May   15.  1008. 

An  order.  No.  378,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  27th  day  of  March, 
1008,  ordering  and  directing,  under  the  terms  of  nection  3  (p)  thereof,  that  the 
Staten  Island  Midland  Railway  Company,,  on  or  before  the  15th  day  of  May,  1908, 
equip  all  cars  with  sand  box  outfits,  and  the  said  Staten  Island  Midland  Railway 
Company  having,  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1008,  applied  In  writing  for  an  extension 
of  such  time  within  which  to  do  the  work  above  mentioned. 

Now,  on  motion   made  and  duly  seconded,  it  Is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  Staten  Island  Midland  Railway  Company  within 
which  to  equip  all  cars  with  sand  box  outfits,  as  called  for  by  the  terms  of 
section  3  (p)  of  Order  "No.  378  above  mt^ntioned,  be,  and  the  same  hereby  Is,  ex- 
tended to  and  IncliHlIng  tl;e  (Jth  day  of  .lune,   1908. 


NUISANCES. 


Flatbush  Gas  Company. —  Erection  of  a  gas  tank  at  Nostrand 
avenue  and  Winthrop  street,  Brooklyn. 

Complaint   Order  No.   534. 
Hearing  Order  No.  548. 
Opinion   of    Commissioner   Bassett. 
Dismissal  Order  No.  000. 

C0MPL4UNT  OF  Central  Flatbush  Taxpay- 
EBS'   Association 

against 

Flatbush  Gas   Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  534    (see  form,  note  1)    issued  May  26th. 

Hearing  Order  No.  548    (see  form,  note  3)   issiunl  Jun**  2d. 

Hearingd  were  held  June  10th,  22d  and  24th. 

*rThe  Commission  does  not  have  Jurisdiction   to  prevent  the  erection  of  0   xa^ 
holder  in  a  residential  locality.] 

•  See  footnote,  page  0. 


508       Public  Service  Commission  —  First  District. 


Opinion  of  Commission. 

(Adopted  Jun^  23,  1008.) 
COMMISSIUKUR   Bassktt  : — 

This  is  a  complaint  of  residents  and  local  property  owners  against  the  erection 
of  a  very  large  gasholder  on  the  land  of  the  defendant.  In  a  locality  claimed  to  be 
residential.  No  claim  is  made  that  the  objection  to  this  holder  relates  to  the  service 
provided  by  the  gas  company  to  its  customers  or  the  public.  The  complaint  is  based 
on  the  fact  that  the  structure  will  injure  the  neighborhood  both  during  its  bnildlni: 
and  afterwards.  If  the  propoBcd  gasholder  is  a  ccMnmon  law  nuisance,  the  property 
owners  may  appeal  to  the  State  courts.  If  Its  building  or  maintenance  will  affect 
the  health  of  the  people  of  the  locality  the  State  or  city  board  of  health  has  un- 
doubted Jurisdiction.  The  welfare  and  convenience  of  the  people  in  relation  to  gas 
companies  is  committed  to  the  Public  Service  Commissions,  but  this  has  more  espe- 
cial reference  to  the  public  service  performed,  its  adequacy,  its  quality  and  its 
price.  The  commission  in  conjunction  with  its  legal  department  has  been  unable 
to  discover  that  it  has  Jurisdiction  in  this  case.  Let  an  order  be  prepared  dlsmisft- 
ing  the  complaint. 


Thereupon  the  following  dismissal  order  was  issued: 


CENTRAL 


FLATBUSH     TAXPAYERS' 
TION, 


ASSOCIA- 


aoaimtt 


Complainant, 


THE    FLATBUSH   GAS  COMPANY. 

Defendant. 


DISMISSAL  ORDER  No.  600. 
June  23,  1908. 


A  complaint  having  been  duly  made  to  the  Commission  by  the  Central  Flatbusb 
Taxpayers'  Association  by  a  petition  in  writing,  wherein  an  order  was  requested 
directing  The  Flatbusb  Gas  Company,  its  officers  or  agents,  to  take  no  further 
steps  for  the  construction  of  a  certain  gas  tank  or  holder,  and  a  copy  of  said 
petition  having  been  duly  forwarded  to  The  Flatbusb  Gas  Company,  tne  defend- 
ant, and  an  order  of  the  Commission  having  been  duly  made  on  May  26,  1908. 
directing  that  the  matters  complained  of  be  satisfied  or  answered  by  the  defendant, 
and  the  defendant  having  duly  filed  its  answer  verified  June  1,  1908,  and  an  order 
having  been  made  on  the  2d  day  of  June,  1908.  directing  that  a  hearing  be  had, 
and  said  hearing  having  been  held  on  June  10,  1908,  before  Hon.  Edward  M.  Bassett, 
Commissioner,  and  Mr.  Louis  Heaton  Pink,  Mr.  Alexander  MtKlnnv  and  Mr.  Andrew 
Colin,  appearing  as  counsel  for  the  complainant,  and  Mr.  John  J.  Kuhn  appearlni^ 
as  counsel  for  the  defendant,  and  Mr.  Henry  H.  Whitman,  Assistant  Counsel  to  the 
Commission  attending,  and  the  Commission  being  of  the  opinion  after  said  hearing 
that  the  Commission  has  no  Jurisdiction  to  take  any  action  In  the  premises,  it  Is, 
on  motion  of  Messrs.  Dykman,  Oeland  and  Kuhn,  attorneys  for  tbe  defendant. 

Ordered,  That  said  complaint  be  and  the  same  hereby  Is  dismissed,  and  that  this 
order  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Commission. 


Interborough    Rapid    Transit    Company. —  Smoke    nuisance   at 

power  house  at  foot  of  West  Fifty-ninth  street. 

Hearing  Order  No.  553. 
*  Opinion   of   Commissioner   Eustis. 

Dismissal  Order  No.  616. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the  ques- 
tion of  repairs  or  Improvements  to  or  changes 
in  motive  power  of  anv  other  property  or  device 
used  by  the  INTERBOROUGH  RAPID  TRANSIT 
COMPANY  In  or  In  connection  with  the  trans- 
portation of  persons   within  the  First   District. 


•  Smoke  nuisance  at  power   house  at  foot  of  West 
59th   Street." 


'HEARING  ORDER  No.  553. 
June  5,  1008. 


It  i8  hereby  ordered,  that  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  15th  day  of  June,  1908.  at 
2  :30  o'clock  In  the  afternoon  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
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adjourned  at  the  roomfl  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borougrh  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  whether  repairs  or  improve- 
ments to  or  changes  in  any  motive  power  or  other  property  or  device  used  hy  the 
Interhorouffh  Rapid  Transit  Company  at  its  power  house  at  the  foot  of  West 
Klfty-nlnth  street  in  or  in  connection  with  the  transportation  of  passengers,  freight, - 
or  pr<>perty  within  the  First  District,  ought  reasonably  to  be  made,  or  whether 
any  additions  should  reasonably  be  made  thereto  in  order  to  promote  the  security 
or  conveirfence  of  the  public  or  employees  by  obviating  the  emission  of  black  smoke 
and  gases  from  the  power  house  above  mentioned. 

And  if  such  changes,  improvements  and  additions,  or  any  of  them,  be  such  as 
ought   to  be  made  as   aforesaid,   then   to  determine  the   extent   thereof  and  what 

Kriod  would  be  a  reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  ought  to  be  directed  to 
executed. 
.   All   to    the   end   that    the   Commission    may   make   such   order   or   orders  in   the 
premises  as  shall   be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  given  at 
least  eight  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally  or 
by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company 
be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  hereinbefore  set  forth. 

Hearing  held  June  15th. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  June  29,  1908.) 
Commissioner  Bustis  : — 

This  matter  was  brought  on  for  hearing  after  complaint  made  by  Mr.  Henry 
D.  Hotchkiss.  The  complainant  appeared  on  the  hearing  and  gave  testimony  tend- 
ing to  show  that  the  defendant  company  burned  soft  coal  at  its  power  house  at  the 
foot  of  West  Fifty-ninth  street  and  that  in  consequence  thereof  a  large  amount  of 
smoke  was  emptied  from  the  smoke  stacks.  Mr.  Hotchkiss  was  of  the  opinion  that 
the  smoke  could  be  prevented  by  the  use  of  hard  coal. 

The  company  admitted  the  use  of  soft  coal  but  offered  testimony  to  the  effect 
that  hard  coal  did  not  possess  a  sufficient  amount  of  volatile  matter  to  permit  of  its 
use  for  the  company's  purpose,  namely,  the  running  of  trains  in  the  subway.  It  was 
shown  that  owing  to  the  fluctuating  load  caused  by  the  varying  demands  of  the 
traffic  in  the  subway  a  fuel  containing  a  large  amount  of  volatile  matter  was  re- 
quired and  that  hard  coal  contained  very  little  volatile  matter,  whereas  soft  coal 
contained  a  largo  amount  of  volatile  matter.  Mr.  Stott.  superintendent  of  motive 
power  of  the  company,  testifled  that  at  first  the  company  attempted  to  use  hard 
coal  at  this  power  house  but  that  it  was  found  to  contain  an  Insufficient  amount  of 
volatile  matter  and  for  this  reason  the  company  at  great  expense  made  such 
changes  in  the  boilers  as  were  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  it  to  use  soft 
coal  instead  of  hard  coal  and  that  the  company  has  since  used  soft  coal.  He  fur- 
ther testifled  that  without  the  use  of  soft  coal  it  would  be  Impossible  for  the  com- 
pany to  operate  its  road. 

It  further  appeared' upon  the  hearing  that  the  company  Is  taking  every  precaution 
to  prevent  the  emission  of  smoke  and  using  the  host  devices  known  for  the  elimina- 
tion of  smoke,  and  that  It  Is  constantly  experimenting  with  new  devices  for  that 
purpose. 

In  view  of  the  facts  mentioned  and  in  view  of  the  further  fact  that  the  com- 
plainant admits  that  there  are  other  sources  of  smoke  In  the  vicinity  mentioned,  I 
am  of  the  opinion  that  the  complaint  should  be  dismissed. 

Thereupon  the  following  dismissal  order  was  issued: 

DISMISSAL  ORDER  No.  616. 
June  29,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  June  15, 
1908,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  pursuant  to  an  order  of  this 
Commission.  No.  553.  made  on  the  5th  day  of  June,  1908,  and  returnable  on  the 
15th  day  of  June.  1008,  and  It  appearing  that  said  order  was  issued  upon  motion 
of  the  Commission  after  the  filing  of  the  complaint  of  Henry  D.  Hotchkiss.  Esq.. 
in  regard  to  the  emission  of  smoke  at  the  power  house  of  said  company  the  foot 
of  West  Fiftv-nlnth  street,  and  after  the  filing  of  the  answer  of  said  Interborough 
Rapid  Transit  Company  thereto:  and  it  apneariner  that  said  hearing  order  was 
duly  served  upon  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company,  and  that  the  said 
service  was  by  said  company  duly  acknowledged ;  and  it  appearing  that  the  said 
hearing  was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  In  said  complaint, 
answer  and  order  specified  on  the  15th  day  of  June,  1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner 
Eustls    presiding,    Henry    D.    Hotchkiss,    Esq.,    complainant,    appearing    in    person, 
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Harry  M.  Chamberlain,  Esq..  Assistant  Counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and 
Alfred  A.  Gardner,  Esq..  general  solicitor  for  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit 
Company,  appearing  for  said  company ;  and  it  having  been  made  to  appear  after 
the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  said  company  is  experimenting  with  new 
devices  for  the  prevention  of  the  emission  of  smoke,  which  are  likely  to  result  In 
the  substantial  elimination  of  smoke  at  this  power  house,  and  that  under  the 
circumstances  disclosed  upon  the  hearing  herein  It  would  not  be  advisable  for  the 
Commission  at  the  present  time  to  make  an  order  directing  any  change  in  the 
manner  of  operating  said  power  house ; 

Now,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq»,  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 

/*  is  ordered: 

1.  That  said  complaint  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  dismissed,  and  that  this  order 
be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Commission. 

2.  That  this  order  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or  additional 
hearings  and  action  thereisn  by  the  Commission  in  respect  to  any  of  the  matters 
covered  by  said  complaint,  answer  and  order  for  hearing  or  the  proceedings  thereoo. 


Long  Island  Railroad  Company. —  Smoke  in    Atlantic   avenue 

tunnel. 

Opinion  op  Commission. 
(Adopted  ©ecember  22,  1908.) 
Commissioner  McCabboll  : — 

Following  the  receipt  of  these  complnints  your  committee  had  observations  made 
at  several  times  by  inspoctors  of  the  Inspection  bureau  in  November  and  December. 
Their  reports  showed  that  the  complaints  were  caused  by  the  operation  of  scMue 
freight  trains  which  arc  run  between  the  hours  of  12  midnight  and  4  a.  m.,  usu- 
ally one  or  two  trains  each  way,  dally,  and  between  the  hours  of  9  :30  a.  m.  and 
4 :30  P.  M.,  also  one  or  two  each  way,  and  later  between  6 :30  and  9 :30  p.  ic. 
They  are  operated  at  these  hours  so  as  to  interfere  as  111  tie  as  possible  with  the 
passenger  trains,  which  are  frequent  during  the  Intervals. 

The  freight  trains  are  moved  by  steam  locomotives,  passenger  trains  by  electric 
power.  So  long  as  this  is  a  necessity  probably  some  trouble  may  not  be  wholly 
prevented. 

The  grade  of  the  railroad  1p  heavy  at  some  of  the  points  of  exit  from  and  en- 
trance to  the  tunnel.  Though  thi.s  In  so,  the  reports  shewed  that  the  emission  of 
smoke  and  gas  is  infrequent.  At  times,  however,  the  trains  operated  in  the  evening 
period  are  unusually  heavy,  requiring  two  locomotives.  Prom  these  there  were 
occasionally  some  smoke  and  gas.  Only  once,  however,  In  the  observations  taken,  cov- 
ering some  days,  was  this  observed  to  what  might  be  con<»idered  a  very  objectionable 
degree.  Altogether  the  reports  showed  that  care  is  used  to  ohvlnte  the  difficulty 
as  largely  as  possible  and  with  only  a  few  exceptions  does  the  escape  Interfere  with 
comfort.  V 

Your  committee  entered  into  communication  with  the  president  of  the  railroad 
and  learned  that  the  company  Is  experimenting  with  various  types  of  electric  loco- 
motives, with  a  view  to  putting  those  in  service  for  the  freight  traffic.  Up  to  the 
present  time,  however,  decision  has  not  boon  reached  as  to  the  type  best  adapted 
to  freight  movement.  Your  committee  understands  that  because  of  the  serious  dan- 
ger in  freight  yards  from  the  third  rail  In  the  system  now  used  for  the  passenger 
service  that  has  not  been  found  advisable.  The  company  intends  to  change  the 
power  as  soon  as  possible. 

In  the  meantime,  it  is  the  conclusion  of  your  committee,  whose  almost  dally 
personal  observation  confirms  the  reports  of  our  Inspectors,  that  the  amount  of 
trouble  from  this  cause  is  usuaHy  not  suft'clent  to  justify  serious  complaint  and 
that  grounds  for  any  exist  only  at.  exceptional  times,  such  as  have  been  Indicated. 

In  order  to  remove  all  oblertlon.  so  far  as  this  may  be  done,  while  steam  loco- 
motives are  in  use  at  all.  your  committee  has  recommended  to  the  railroad  com- 
pany to  shorten  the  period  In  which  the  ovening  trains  are  run  by  making  It  an 
hour  later,  namely,  at  7 :30  to  0  ■.:\0  p.  m.  Instead  of  (^  :30  to  0  :30  p.  m.  and  to 
give  special  directions  to  Iho  employeos  In  firing.  President  Peters  has  advised 
that  he  will  give  this  his  careful  attention. 

Your  committee  has  advised  thn  complainants  verbally  to  this  effect.  They  wore 
largely  represented  by  Mr.  Curtis  of  the  Brooklyn  office  of  the  New  York  World. 

Your  committee,  therefore,  would  recommend  that  the  complaints  be  dismissed 
as  satisfied. 
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New  York  Edison  Company. —  Cinder  nuisance. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

Hearing  Order  No.   808. 

Opinion    of    Commissioner    Maltbie. 
Complaint  was  made  of  the  cinder  nuisance  caused  by  the  New  York  Edison 
Company.     The  question  of  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  was  referred  to 
the  counsel  to  the  Commission,  who  rendered  the  following  opinion : 

Opinion  of  Counssl. 

New  Yobk,  February  8,  1908. 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District.'^ 

Sirs. —  Replying  to  your  communication  to  Mr.  Blackmar,  dated  December  18, 
1907,  transmitted  by  the  Secretary,  asklni?  for  a  report  upon  the  matter  of  the 
alle^d  cinder  nuisance  caused  by  the  Edison  Power  House  at  First  avenue  and 
Fortieth  street,  In  the  boroush  of  Manhattan,  I  beg  to  report  that  in  my  opinion 
the  Commission  has  Jurisdiction  of  the  matter  mentioned. 

The  complaint  alleges  that  the  plant  of  the  defendant  at  Fortieth  street  and 
First  avenue,  in  the  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  constitutes  a  nuisance 
because  of  the  emission  of  cinders  from  the  stacks  of  the  defendant  "  at  times  as 
thick  as  hall  "  making  living  conditions  In  the  neighborhood  unbearable  and  result- 
ing in  great  loss  and  damage.  The  complainants  ask  that  the  Commission  take 
necessary  and  prompt  measures  to  prevent  the  further  continuance  of  this  nuisance. 
The  provisions  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  relating  to  gas  and 
electrical  corporations  are  contained  In  Article  IV  of  that  law.  Section  65  of 
that  article  is  as  follows : 

"  This  article  shall  apply  to  the  manufacture  and  furnishing  of ,  gas  for 
light,  heat,  or  power  and  the  furnishing  of  natural  gas  for  light,  heat,  or 
power,  and  the  generation,  furnishing  and  transmission  of  electricity  for  light, 
neat  or  power." 

The  provisions  of  section  66  of  that  article  in  so  far  as  they  are  or  may  be 
relevant  here  are  as  follows : 

"  Each  commission  shall  within  its  Jurisdiction 

1.  Have  the  general  supervision  of  all  persons  and  corporations  having 
authority  under  any  general  or  special  law  or  under  any  charter  or  franchise 
to  lay  down,  erect,  or  maintain  wires,  pipes,  conduits,  ducts  or  other  fixtures 
in,  over,  or  undei  the  streets,  highways  and  public  places  of  any  municipality, 
for  the  purpose  of  furnishing  or  distributing  gas  or  of  furnishing  or  trans- 
mitting electricity  for  light,  heat,  or  power,  or  maintain  underground  conduits 
or  ducts  for  electrical  conductors, 

2.  Investigate  and  ascertain  from  time  to  time,  the  quality  of  gas  supplied 
by  persons,  corporations  and  municipalities :  examine  the  methods  employed 
by  such  persons,  corporations,  and  municipalities  in  manufacturing  and  supply- 
ing gas  or  electricity  for  light,  heat  or  power,  and  in  transmitting  the  same, 
and  nave  power  to  order  such  improvement  as  will  best  promote  the  public 
interest,  preserve  the  public  health  and  protect  those  using  such  gas  or  elec- 
tricity and  those  employed  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  thereof,  or  in 
the  maintenance  and  operation  of  the  works,  wires,  poles,  lines,  conduits,  ducts 
and  systems  maintained  In  connection  therewith. 

5.  Examine  all  persons,  corporations  and  municipalities  under  its  supervision, 
keep  informed  as  to  the  methods  employed  by  them  In  the  transaction  of  their 
business  and  see  that  their  property  is  maintained  and  operated  for  the  security 
and  arcommod<t.tion  of  the  public  and  in  compliance  with  the  provisions  of  law 
and  of  their  franchises  and  clmrters." 

It  may  be  that  a  portion  of  this  section  should  be  construed  as  having  reference 
only  to  persons  using  gas  or  electricity  or  engaged  in  the  manufacture  thereof, 
but  this  cannot  be  said  of  subdivision  5  of  the  section.  By  this  subdivision  the 
Commission  is  given  power  in  case  of  any  violation  of  law  in  the  maintenance  or 
operation  of  the  property  used  in  the  manufacture  of  gas  or  electricity  to  "  see  " 
that  the  law  is  complied  with.  And  the  Commission  possesses  also  all  powers 
necessary  or  proper  to  enable  it  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  subdivision. 

Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  section  4. 

Assuming  the  truth  of  the  allegations  of  the  complaint,  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  the  defendant's  power  bouse  as  thus  used  Is  a  nuisance  and  that  the  mainte- 
nance thereof  in  the  manner  mentioned  is  a  violation  of  law. 

Cosgwell  V.  New  York,  New  Haven  &  Hartford  R.  R.  Co..  103  N.  Y.  10. 
Bohan  v.  Port  Jervls  Oas  Light  Company.  122  N.  Y.  18. 
Hill  V.  Mayor,  etc..  of  New  York.  139  N.  Y.  ^O.'S. 
Morton  v.  Mayor,  etc..  of  New  York,  140  N.  Y,  207. 
Oarvey  v.  Long  Island   Railroad  Co..  159  N.  Y.  323. 
Bly  V.  Edison  Klectrlc  Illuminftting  Co.,  172  N.  Y.  1. 
Prltchard  v.   Edison  Electric  Illuminatinir  Co.,  179  N.  Y.  364. 
McCarty  v.  Natural  Carbonic  Gas  Co.,  189  N.  Y.  40. 

PenarCode,  fS  385.  386.  387. 
Greater  New  York  Charter,  {  1229. 
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Section  1229  of  the  Greater  New  York  Charter  proYldes  that, 

"  The  word  nuisance,  as  used  In  this  act,  shall  be  held  to  embrace  public 
nulnancG,  as  known  at  common  law,  or  In  equity  Jurisprudence;  and  it  is 
further  enacted  that  whatever  is  dangerous  to  human  life  or  detrimental  to 
health :  •  •  •  and  whatever  renders  the  air  or  human  food  or  drink  un- 
wholesome are  also  severally  In  contemplation  of  this  act  nuisances ;  'and  all 
such  nuisances  are  hereby  aeclared  Illegal." 

By   section   385   of   the   Penal   Code,   '^ Public   Nuisance"   is  d^ned  as   follows: 
"A  public  nuisance  is  a  crime  against  the  order  and  economy  of  the  state 
and  consists  of  unlawfully  doing  an  act,  or  omitting  to  perform  a  duty,  which 
act  or  omission 

1.  Annoys,  injures,  or  endangers  the  comfort,  repose,  health,  or  safety  of 
any  considerable  number  of  persons ;     •     •     •     or 

4.  In  any  way  renders  a  considerable  number  of  persons  insecure  in  life  or 
the  use  of  property." 

Respectfully  yours, 

(Signed)  GEO.  S.  COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Commi99ion. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commission  in  regard  to 
alleged  emission  of  cinders  from  the  stacks  of  the 
power  house  of  the  New  York  Edison  Company 
near  First  avenue  and  Fortieth  street. 


ORDER  No.  808. 

October  27,    1908. 


It  U  hrrvhff  ordered,  That  a  honrinir.be  had  on  the  11th  day  of  November.  190«, 
at  2:30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Monhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  power  house  of  the 
New  York  Edison  Company  at  First  avenue  from  Thirty-eighth  street  to  Fortieth 
street,  In  the  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  lork,  is  maintained  and 
operated  for  the  security  and  accommodation  of  the  public  and  In  compliance  with 
the  provisions  6f  law  and  of  said  company's  franchise  or  charter,  and  particularly 
to  inquire  and  determine  whether  cinders  are  permitted  by  said  company  to  escape 
from  the  stacks  of  said  power  house  In  such  quantities  as  to  render  the  power  house 
a  nuisance;  and  if* It  be  determined  that  said  power  house  is  not  maintained  and 
operated  for  the  security  and  accommodation  of  the  public  and  in  compliance  with 
the  provisions  of  law  and  of  said  company's  franchise  or  charter,  then  to  inquire 
and  determine  what  changes.  Improvements  and  additions  In  and  to  the  same  ought 
reasonably  to  be  made  in  order  to  promote  the  security  and  accommodation  of  the 
•public  and  in  order  to  secure  compliance  by  said  company  with  the  provisions  of 
law  and  of  its  franchise  or  charter,  and  to  inquire  and  determine  what  changes  or 
Improvements  in  the  manner  of  operating  said  power  house  ought  reasonably  to  he 
made  for  the  purposes  hereinlwfore  mentioned. 

If  any  changes,  improvements  or  additions  in  and  to  said  power  house,  or  if 
any  chaiagps  in  the  manner  of  operating  the  same  be  found  to  be  such  as  ought  to 
be  made,  then  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  thereof  and  what  period  would 
be  a  reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed  and 
in  what  manner  the  execution  of  the  same  should  be  specified  to  be  made. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  premises 
as  shall  be  lust  and  rojisonable. 

//  i/»  further  ordered.  That  said  New  York  Edison  Company  be  given  at  least  ten 
days*  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally  or  by  mail,  of  a 
certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company  be  afforded  all 
reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining 
witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  were  held  November  11th,  17th,  20th  and  25th. 


Opt XI ox  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  November  27,  1908.) 

COMMISSIONKK    M.VLTlSli:  ! 

In  view  of  the  Iotj;  ad.'ournment  taken  in  this  case.  I  wish  to  submit  the  follow- 
ing ropnrt  of  pr<>c:n"-s  : 

The  liorirlncT'*  whirh  hnve  been  hold  grew  out  of  a  complaint  made  against  the 
F^dlFon  ronipnny  by  a  ^onsiflerab'e  number  of  the  residents  in  the  neighborhood  of 
the  two  stations  locntod  near  First  avenue  and  Thirty-ninth  street  The  complain- 
ants, many  of  whom  are  property  holders,  have  maintained  that  since  the  erection 
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of  these  two  stations,  particularly  the  later  one,  they  have  been  greatly  annoyed 
and  the  value  of  their  property  has  been  affected  by  the  quantities  of  cinders  com- 
ing from  the  stacks  of  the  Edison  company.  Considerable  evidence  was  presented 
to  establish  these  facta.  While  the  representatives  of  the  Edison  company  were 
unwilling  to  admit  that  the  emission  of  cinders  constituted  a  nuisance  and  that 
the  property  holders  had  sufficient  grounds  for  action  agalust  the  company,  they 
did  admit  that  it  was  Incumbent  upon  the  company  to  reduce  the  quantity  of  cin- 
ders thrown  out  and  to  use  every  possible  means  to  prevent  any  falling  upon  the 
property  adjacent  to  their  plants. 

This  matter  was  first  taken  up  by  the  Commission  with  the  Edison  company 
several  months  ago,  and  experiments  were  made,  but  without  materially  reducing 
the  inconvenience  to  the  public.  Since  the  present  complaint  was  filed  and  a  hear- 
ing ordered,  the  company  has  adopted  the  practice  of  using  as  fuel  a  mixture  of 
hard  and  soft  coal,  which  has  already  considerably  reduced  the  nuisance.  The  com- 
pany has  also  prepared  plans  for  the  construction  of  a  large  chamber,  through 
which  the  smoke  and  gases  from  the  furnaces  will  pass.  It  is  claimed  that  such 
a  chamber  will  collect  large  quantities  of  cinders  and  perhaps,  with  the  aid  of  a 
fuel  mixture,  entirely  prevent  the  emission  of  cinders.  I  have  suggested  that, 
pending  the  construction  of  this  chamber  and  further  experiments  In  the  use  of 
fuel  mixtures,  the  case  be  adjourned,  and  this  suggestion  has  met  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  complainants  ae  well  as  the  company.  The  complainants  have  ex- 
pressed themselves  well  satisfied  with  the  results  recently  obtained,  which  constitute 
the  first  relief  which  they  have  had  since  the  erection  of  the  plants  and  which 
others  have  endeavored  to  secure  through  suits  in  the  courts. 


New  York  City  Railway  Company. —  Storing  of  cars  in  streets. 

•[Temporary  storing  of  cars  in  streets  by  a  street  railroad  corporation  is 
Jastlfled  where  necessary  to  enable  the  company  to  comply  with  an  order  of  the 
commission   requiring  the  overhauling  of  a  great  number  of  cars.] 

The  Board  of  Aldermen  adopted  a  resolution  requesting  the  Commission 
to  order  the  New  York  CSty  Railway  Company  to  stop  storing  cars  in  the 
street,  and  the  chairman  made  the  following  reply  thereto  on  behalf  of  the 
Commission : 

Lettes  of  Chairman  Willcox. 

May  28,  1908. 
Hon.  Patrick  F.  McGowan,  President,  Board  of  Aldermen^  City  Hall,  New  York: 

Dear  Sin. —  In  reply  to  the  resolution  adopted  by  the  board  of  aldermen, 
requesting  the  Public  Service  Commission  to  order  the  New  York  City  Railway 
Company  to  refrain  from  storing  cars  on  the  Lexington  avenue  line  from  One 
Hundred  and  Sixteenth  street  to  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-ninth  street,  I  beg 
to  state  that  the  matter  has  been  considered  by  the  Commission. 

Investigation  has  developed  the  following  facts :  Within  the  past  year  or  so  the 
New  York  City  Railway  Company  has  lost,  by  fire,  a  number  of  large  car  barns, 
which  has  greatly  decreased  the  capacity  of  their  bams  for  storing  cars.  Certain 
of  them  are  now  being  rebuilt,  and  because  of  this  reconstruction  it  is  difficult 
to  use  any  large  portion  of  the  sites  for  etorage  purposes.  It  has  became  necessary, 
therefore,  to  adopt  other  means  and  the  Commission  has  made  several  suggestions, 
particularly  in  the  direction  of  the  utilization  of  vacant  blocks.  But  owing  to 
the  fact  that  the  surface  cars  are  operated  by  underground  conduit  a  large 
amount  of  constnictlon  work  would  be  necessary  for  the  utilization  of  such  vacant 
lots  as  storage  yards.  If  the  cars  were  overhead  trolleys,  this  would  be  a  simple 
and  easy  matter,  but  as  these  cars  must  be  used  every  day,  the  vacant  lots  could 
not  be  adequately  equipped  to  handle  all  of  the  cars  very  much  before  the  bams 
themselves  will  have  been  reconstructed. 


*  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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Furthermore,  the  Commission  has  directed  the  receivers  to  overhaal  and  repair 
every  one  of  their  cars,  amounting  to  upwards  of  2.000  in  all.  This  work  has 
required  the  employment  of  a  large  number  of  men  and  a  great  increase  in  their 
shop  facilities  for  repairing  and  painting  the  car  bodies  In  the  overhauling  of  th« 
electrical  equipments.  Much  of  the  space  in  the  car  houses  which  ordinarily 
might  be  used  for  storage  has  been  converted,  therefore,  into  shops. 

The  Commission  has  also  ordered  the  companies  to  operate  a  larger  number  of 
cars  than  they  have  been  running,  which  has  necessitated  the  storing  of  the  cars 
during  the  night  where  they  can  be  run  out  when  needed  In  the  morning,  and 
makes  It  Impossible  to  remove  the  cars  any  great  distance  from  the  lines  upon 
which  they  are  being  used. 

The  total  result  of  these  facts  Is  that  it  has  been  necessary  for  the  company  to 
store  many  of  their  cars  In  the  streets.  We  have  had  this  In  mind  for  some  time 
and  would  gladly  have  Issued  an  order  requiring  the  adoption  of  some  other  method, 
but  it  seems  Impossible  to  repair  the  cars  as  rapidly  as  the  public  desires,  to 
operate  as  many  cars  as  we  think  should  be  operated  to  meet  the  demands  of  the 
public  —  and  the  number  Is  being  Increased  from  week  to  week  —  without  tempo- 
rarily storing  cars  In  streets.  The  Commission  feels  positive  that  when  the  Board 
of  Aldermen  understands  the  conditions,  they  will  agree  with  the  Commission  that 
it  is  preferable,  temporarily,  to  undergo  the  inconvenience  due  to  storing  of  cars 
in  the  streets  rather  than  to  interfere  with  the  work  of  overhauling  the  cars  and 
to  make  necessary  the  operation  of  a  less  number  from  day  to  day.  I  wish  to 
assure  you  that  as  soon  as  It  Is  possible  to  order  the  companies  to  cease  usln^ 
the  streets  for  storage  purposes,   this  will  be  done. 

Very  respectfully, 
(Signed)         W.   R.   WILLTOX. 

Qhairman, 


Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company. —  Use  of  Macomb's  Lane 

as  a  storage  yard. 

CO^IPLAINT    OF     W.     E.     NaBTER 

against 

TUE  METBOrOIJTAN  STREET  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANY AND  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Dougias 
Robinson,  its  Receivers. 

Complaint  Order  No.  690   (see  form,  note  1)   issued  August  25th. 

The  company  answered  August  28th  stating  that  the  storage  of  cars  upon 
streets  was  necessitated  by  the  reconstruction  of  the  car  houses  in  which 
cars  had  been  stored,  and  that  cars  were  being  stored  in  such  localities  as 
to  cause  least  inconvenience  to  the  public. 

Nothing  further  in  the  matter  was  heard  from  the  complainant  and  no 
further  action  taken. 
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Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company.—  Storing  of  cars  on 
Lexington  avenue  between  One  Hundred  and  Sixteenth  street 
and  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-ninth  street. 

Complaint  Order  No.  677. 
Discontinuance  Order  No.  713. 

Complaint  of  Jacob  Guthobn  et  al. 
against 

Metbopoijtan  Stbekt  Railway  Company 
AND  Adrian  H.  Jolike  and  Douglas  Rob- 
inson, ITS  Recetvebs. 

Complaint  Cyder  No.  077   (see  form,  note  1)   issued  August  14th. 
The  matters  complained  of  were  satisfied  by  the  company;  the  following 
discontinuance  order  was  issued: 


JACOB  GUTHORN  EX  AL, 

Complainanta, 
againat 

METROPOLITAN  STREET  RAILWAY  COMIANY 
and  ADRIAN  H.  JOLINB  and  DOUGLAS 
ROBINSON, 

Defendants. 


**  Storlne  of  cars  on  Lexington  avenue  between 
One  Hundred  and  Sixteenth  street  and  One  Hun- 
dred and  Twenty-nlntli  street." 


DISCONTINUANCE  ORDER 
No.  713. 
September  8,  1908. 


An  order,  No.  677,  bavlnff  been  made  heroin  on  or  about  the  14th  day  of 
Auffust,  1008,  ordering  and  directlnji:  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company 
and  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  DouglaB  Robinson,  jis  rpoelvers,  to  answer  the  complaint 
herein  within  a  time  therein  speciflcd.  and  the  said  receivers  having,  on  August 
21,  1908,  made  answer  thereto,  and  it  appearing  from  a  report  made  August  31, 
1908,  that  all  the  cars  hitherto  stored  upon  Lexington  avenue  between  One  Hun- 
dred and  Sixteenth  and  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-ninth  streets  have  been  with- 
drawn from  the  public  streets,  and  the  complainant  having,  under  date  of  Sep- 
tember 8,  1908,  expressed  his  satisfaction  with  the  removal  of  the  cause  of 
complaint  above  mentioned. 

Now,  upon  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Resolved,  That  the  proceedings  herein  be,  and  the  same  hereby  are,  discontinued. 


Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company.—  Storing  of  cars  oh 
Eighth  avenue  between  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-fifth  and 
One  Hundred  and  Fifty-ninth  streets. 

Complaint  of  Samuel  S.  Van  Waonieb 

affainst 

MxTROPOLiTAi?  Street  Railway  Company, 
AND  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas 
Robinson,  its  Receivebs. 

Complaint  Order  No.  831   (see  form,  note  1)  issued  November  11th. 


57C       Public  Service  Commission  —  Fiest  District. 

Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company.  —  Noise  caused  by  the 
operation  of  cars  at  Fifty-third  street  and  Sixth  avenue. 


Case  1013,  Complaint  Order. 
Case   1013,  Hearing  Order. 


Complaint  of  Wiluaic  W.  Hoppin 

against 

Metkopolitan  Street  Railway  Company 
AND  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas 
Robinson,  its  Receivers. 

Complaint  Order   (see  form,  note  1)   issued  December  11th. 
Hearing  Order    (see  form,  note  3)    issued  December  29th. 


Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company;  American  Railway  Traffic 
Company  of  New  York;  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Com- 
pany.— Noise  caused  by  cars  at  curve  at  Ocean  avenue  and 

Avenue  F. 

Complaint  Order  No.  296. 
Hearing  Order  No.  382. 
Final  Order  No.  442. 

Complaint  op  Palt.  Gobham  (as  President 
of  the  South  Midwood  Residents'  Associa-  , 

tion) 

against 

Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company,  Amer- 
ican Railway  Traitic  Company  of  New 
York,  and  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad 
Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  295   (see  form,  note  1)  issued  February  28th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  382    (see  form,  note  3)    issued  March  3l8t. 
Hearing  held  April  13th. 
The  following  final  order  was  issued: 


PAUL   QORtrAM.   as   President   of   the  South   Mid- 
wood  Residents'   Association, 

Coviplainantf 
against 

NASSAU  ELEXTTRIC  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 
AMERICAN  railway  TRAFFIC  COMPANY  OF 
NEW  YORK  and  BROOKLYN  HEIGHTS  RAH^ 
ROAD  COMPANY. 

Defendants. 


'  Noise  caused   by  cars  at  curve  at  Ocean  avenue 
and   Avenue  F." 


L  ORDER  Nq.  442. 

^  April  28,  1908. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  complaint  of  Paul  Gorham  as   president  of  the 
South  Midwood  Residents*  Association,  bearing  date  the  Bth  day  of  January,  1908, 
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and  the  answers  thereto  received  March  13,  1008,  of  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad 
Company,  the  American  Railway  Traffic  Company  of  New  York  and  of  the  Brook- 
lyn Heights  Railroad  Company  and  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the 
13th  day  of  April,  1908,  and  It  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursu- 
ant to  an  order  of  this  Commission  made  March  31,  1908,  and  returnable  on  the 
13th  day  of  April,  1908,  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Nassau 
Electric  Railroad  Company,  the  American  Railway  Traffic  Company  of  New  York 
and  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  and  that  the  said  service  was  by  all 
of  the  said  companies  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by 
and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  order  specified  on  April  13,  1908, 
and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  April  20,  1908,  at  both  of  which  sessions  Mr.  Com- 
missioner Bassett  presided;  Paul  Gorham,  Esq.,  appearing  in  person  as  complain- 
ant ;  Arthur  N.  Dutton,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Com- 
pany and  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  and  Arthur  DuBois,  Esq., 
appearing  for  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District ; 

Now,  upon  the  complaint  and  answer  herein  it  appearing  that  the  American 
Railway  Traffic  Company  of  New  York  is  not  concerned  in  the  matters  complained 
of,  and  the  Commission  being  of  the  opinion  after  the  proceedings  upon  the  said 
hearing  that  the  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the 
Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  and  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company 
in  respect  to  the  operation  of  cars  at  the  comer  of  Ocean  avenue  and  Avenue 
F,  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  are  in  certain  particulars  unsafe,  unreasonab'e  and 
improper,  and  in  the  Judgment  of  the  Commission  lertaln  changes,  improvements 
and  additions  thereto  being  such  as  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  In  the  manner 
below  set  forth  in  order  to  promote  the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public,  and 
it  being  the  Judgment  of  the  Commission  that  the  changes,  additions  and  improve- 
ments in  regulations,  equipments,  appliances  and  service  of  the  said  companies 
as  below  set  forth  are  such  as  are  Just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper 
and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the 
public ; 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission,  it  Is 

Ordered, 

1.  That  the  complaint  herein  be  in  all  respects  dismissed  as  to  the  American 
Railway  Traffic  Company  of  New  York. 

2.  That  the  Nassau  Electric  Railway  Company  and  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Rail- 
road Company  take  the  necessary  steps  to  nave  all  cilrved  outside  rails  on  the 
curve  formed  by  the  intersection  of  Ocean  avenue  and  Avenue  F  regularly  and 
tboroughly   greased  at  least  once  In  every  three  hours  during  the  night  and  day. 

3.  That  the  Nassau  FJlectrlc  Railroad  Company  and  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Rail- 
road Company  take  such  other  and  further  steps  for  the  lubrication  of  the  rails 
at  the  curve  formed  by  the  intersection  of  Ocean  avenue  and  Avenue  F  as  may 
be  necessary  for  the  reduction  of  the  noise  caused  by  friction  of  the  car  wheels 
against  the  rails  at  this  point. 

And  it  i»  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  May  5,  1908. 
and  shall  continue .  in  forco  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  the  taking 
effect  of  the  same,  but  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or  additional 
hearings  and  action  thereon  by  ehe  Commission  in  respoct  of  anything  herein  pre- 
scribed or  in  respect  of  anytning  '•ovored  by  the  order  for  hearing  herein  prior 
to  the  expiration  of  said  period  of  two  years. ' 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  before  May  5.  1908.  the  said  Nassau  Electric 
Railroad  Company  and  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  Mrst  District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are 
accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  —  Brooklyn  Heights  Rail- 
road Company. —  IsToist*  caused  by  operation  of  cars  of  the 

Bergen  street  and  Nos-trand  avenue  lines. 

Case    1004. 
Complaint  of  E.  M.  Ostbander  et  al. 
against 
Nassau      Electric      Railroad      Company, 
Brooklyn  Heights  Raujioad  Company. 

Complaint  Order  (see  form,  note  1)   issued  December  Ist. 
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New   York   Central   and   Hudson    River   Railroad   Company .- 

Smoke,  cinders  and  noise  on  the  Putnam  Division. 

Complaint  Order  No.  206. 
Hearing  Order  No.  229. 
Final  Order  No.  289. 

Complaint  of  Hiohbridge   Taxpayers*   Alliance 

against 

The    New    York    Central    and    Hidson    Rivfr 
Railroad  C  ompany. 

Complaint  Order  No.  206    (see  form,  note  1)    issued  January  nth. 
Hearing  Order  No.  229   (see  form,  note  3)   issued  January  31st. 
Hearings  were  held  February  6th,  14th  and  15th. 
The  following  final  order  was  issued: 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Complaint  of  FRANCIS  P.  KENNY,  as  President  of 
the  Ilighbrldge  Taxpayers'  Allianco. 

Complainant, 
against 

NEW     YORK     CENTRAL     AND     HTIDSON     RIVER 
RAILROAD  COMPANY, 

Defendant. 


Under   Order   for   Hearing   No.    229,   dated   January' 
;n,   1908. 


.  FINAL  ORDER  No.  289. 

February  25, 1908. 


This  mattor  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  February 
6,  10O8.  February  14.  1908.  and  Fobniary  15,  1008.  and  it  appearing  that  the 
said  hearing  was  held  pursuant  to  Order  No.  229  of  this  Commission,  made  on 
the  31st  day  of  January.  1008,  and  returnable  on  the  r)th  day  of  Februar>-,  190*^. 
said  hearing  having  been  adjourned  from  February  0.  1008,  to  February  14.  1908. 
and  from  February  14.  lOOS,  to  February  15,  1908:  and  It  appearing  that  said 
hearing  was  had  by  and  before  tlie  Commission  on  the  matters  embraced  in  thf» 
complaint  and  answer  herein  and  In  said  order  specified  on  the  aforesaid  da  tea 
before  Mr.  Commissioner  Eiistis.  presiding;  E.  V.  R.  Ivetchum.  Esq..  appearing  for 
the  complainant,  and  E.  II.  Boles,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  said  railroad  company, 
and  proof  having  been  taUen  upon  said  hearing  and  it  having  been  stipulated 
and  airreed  upon  said  hearing  l>y  and  between  tlie  nartles  thereto  that  an  order 
of  this  Cr>mmi>{8lon  should  issue,  directing  and  requiring  the  said  New  York  Cen- 
tral and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  to  burn  hard  coal  on  all  of  Its  engines 
used  by  it  on  its  New  York  and  I'utnam  Division,  while  said  engines  are  wP' 
the  corporate  limits  of  the  city  of  New  York,  and  It  having  been  agreed  that 
such  order  would  be  satisfactory  to  the  complainant  herein  and  would  be  satl*?- 
factorv  to  and  would  l>e  complied  with  by  the  said  New  Y'ork  Central  and  Hud- 
son  River  Railroad  Company, 

Now,  therefore,  upon  said  stipulation  and  agreement  and  on  motion  of  George 
S.   Coleman.   Esq.,  counsel   to  the  Coramlsxlon. 

ft  it  ordered.  That  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Com- 
pany be.  and  it  hereby  Is  directed  and  rcfjnired  to  cease  and  desist  from  the  use 
of  soft  coal  on  any  of  the  engines  used  by  11  on  its  New  York  and  Putnam  DivHlon 
while  within  the  corpornte  limits  of  the  city  of  New  York  and  Institute  and  con- 
tinue the  use  of  hard  coal  on  said  engines  upon. said  division  while  within  tb-^ 
corporate  limlta  of  the  said  city  of  New  York  and  to  institute  such  change  wltbln 
fourteen  (14)  davs  from  and  after  the  service  on  sild  company  of  a  certified  copy 
of  this  order.  Tills  order  shall  continue  in  force  thereafter  until  such  time  as 
the   Public   Service   Commission   for  the   First   District   shall   otherwise  order. 

It  it  further  ordered.  That  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad 
Company  notlfv  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  within  Ave 
(5)  days  after  service  of  this  order  upon  It  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are 
accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


Orders  of  the  Commission  Issued  in  1908. 


679 


New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company.— 
Smoke  nuisance  near  One  Hundred  and  Sixty-first  street  and 
Ogden  avenue. 


Complaint  Order  No.  664, 
Discontinuance   Order   No.   690. 


Complaint  of  Clabence  C.  Olney 

against  • 

The  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River 
Railroad  Compant. 

Complaint  Order  No.  654  (see  form,  note  1)   issued  June  5th. 
The  following  order  of  discontinuance  was  issued: 


CLARBNCB   C.   OLNBY, 
against 


OomplaitMni, 


NEW    YORK    CENTRAL    AND    HUDSON     RIVER 
RAIIuROAD  COMPANY, 

Defendant. 


'  Smoke   nuisance  in   the   Tlcinity   of   One  Hundred 
and   Sixty-first  street  and   Ogden   avenue." 


DISCONTINUANCE  ORDER 
No.  590. 

June  10, 1908. 


An  order.  No.  554,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  5th  day  of  June, 
1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Rnilroad 
Company  to  answer  the  complaint  herein  within  a  time  therein  speclfled.  and  the 
complainant  herein  having  on  June  15,  1908,  notified  this  Commission  that  the 
said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  had  changed  its  point 
of  transfer  to  a  locality  more  agreeable  to  the  residents  around  One  Hundred  and 
Sixty-first  street  and  the  Harlem  river; 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Resolvcdj  That  proceedings  herein  be,  and  the  same  hereby  are,  discontinued. 


New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company. — 
Smoke  nuisance  at  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-seventh  street 
and  Riverside  Drive. 

Complaint    Order    No.    324. 
Hearing  Order  No. 


514. 
Final  Order  No.  626. 
Final  Order  No.  686. 


Complaint  of  John  R.  Davies 

against 

The  New  York   Central  and  Hud- 
son River  Railroad. 


Complaint  Order  No.  324    (see  form,  note  1)    issued  March  10th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  514   (see  form,  note  3)   issued  May  22d. 
Hearings  held  June  2d,  9th,  25th  and  July  2d. 
The  following  final  order  was  issued: 


580-      Public  Service  Commission  —  First  District. 


JOHN  R.  DAVIES. 
against 


Complainant, 


NEW     YORK     CENTRAL     AND     HUDSON     RIVER 
RAILROAD  COMPANY, 

Defendant. 


Smoke  nuisance  at  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-seventh 
street  and  Riverside  drive. 


Under  Order  for  Hearing  No.  614. 


FINAL  ORDER  No.  625. 
July  7. 1908. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  complaint  of  John  R.  Davlcs,  bearing  date 
March  9,  1908,  and  the  answer  thereto  dated  March  23,  1908,  and  the  report  of 
the  hearing  had  herein  on  June  2.  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  hearing 
was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission  made  May  22.  1908.  and 
returnable  on  June  2,  1908-,  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the 
New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,  and  that  said  service  was 
by  It  duly  acknowledged  and  thut  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the 
Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  complaint  and  order  sT)orUied  on  June  2,  1908, 
and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  June  9,  1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on 
June  25,  1908,  and  by  adjournment  bad  on  July  2.  1908,  at  all  of  which  sessions 
Mr.  Commissioner  Eu&tis  presided :  Arthur  DuI3ois.  Esq..  appearing  for  the  Pub- 
lic Service  Commission  for  the  F'irst  District,  and  E.  H.  Boles,  Esq.,  appearing 
for  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,  and  proof  hav- 
ing been  taken  at  all  of  said  sessions, 

Now,  upon  the  complaint  and  answer  heroin,  the  Commission,  being  of  the  opinion 
after  the  proceedings  upon  the  said  hoarlftg,  that  the  practices,  equipment,  appli- 
ances and  service  of  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company, 
in  respect  to  the  operation  of  engines  near  Riverside  drive,  in  the  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  are  at  certain  times  unlawful,  unreasonable  and 
improper,  in  that  soft  coal  is  from  time  to  time  used  as  fuel  on  engines  operating 
in  the  borough  of  Manhattan  and  In  the  borough  of  the  Bronx,  in  the  city  of 
New  York,  and  in  the  Judgment  of  the  Commission  certain  changes  and  improve- 
ments thereto  being  such  as  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  the  manner  below 
set  forth,  in  order  to  promote  the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman.  Esq..  counsel  to  the  Commission, 

It  is  ordered,  1.  That  every  engine  owned  or  controlled  by  the  New  York  CentraT 
and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  und  operated  in  a  northerly  direction  on 
the  line  lying  west  of  Riverside  drive  and  west  of  tlie  Boulevard  I^afnyette.  be 
started  on  its  northerly  run  with  a  clean,  anthracite  coal  fire  and  that  every 
such  engine  shall,  in  addition,  carry  an  available  supply  of  hard  coal  sufficient  to 
carry  the  engine  through  the  city  of  New  York,  this  amount  of  additional  hard 
coal  to  be  never  less  than  one  ton  for  each  engine,  in  a(\dltIon  to  the  amount 
in  the  fire  box  at  the  beginning  of  the  trip. 

2.  That  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  take  such 
steps  as  mav  be  necessary  to  enforce  this  order  of  the  Commission  and  to  ascer- 
tain, from  time  to  time,  whether  this  order  Is  being  obeyed  by  the  employees  of 
the  company. 

Further  ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  July  15,  1908.  and  shall 
continue  In  force  for  a  period  of  two  jears  from  and  after  the  taking  effect  of 
the  same,  but  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearings 
and  action  thereon  bv  the  rommIs<?Iou.  in  respect  of  anything  herein  prescribed : 

Further  ordered,  that  before  July  12.  190S.  the  said  New  York  Central  and 
Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commlssloo  for  the 
First  District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

The  company  havinpf  on  August  19,  1908,  petitioned  the  Commission  for  a 
modifioation  of  Order  No.  625.  to  permit  the  use  of  non-smoke  producing  fuel 
other  than  anthracite  coal,  the  following  order  amending  Order  625  was 
issued: 
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ORDER  No.  686.  RE-SETTLING  FINAL  ORDER  No.  625. 
August  21,   1908 

A  final  order  of  the  Commission,  No.  625,  having  been  made  and  filed  herein 
on  or  about  the  7th  day  of  July,  1908,  under  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  a 
hearing  No.  514,  upon  the  complaint  of  John  R.  Davles  herein  and  the  answer  of 
the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  thereto,  said  order. 
No.  625,  ordering  and  directing  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad 
Company  to  take  the  measures  set  forth  therein  to  obviate  the  emission  of  smoke 
along  its  lino  of  track  lying  west  of  River.slde  drive  and  west  of  the  Boulevard 
Lafayette,  this  said  order  to  take  effect  on  July  15,  1908,  and  to  continue  in  force 
for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  the  taking  effect  of  the  same ;  and  the 
said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  having  on  the  19th 
day  of  August,  1908,  by  Alexander  S.  Lyman,  its  attorney,  filed  a  petition  with  this 
Commission,  supported  by  the  affidavit  of  the  superintendent  of  motive  power,  ask- 
ing for  a  re-settlement  of  the  final  order  No.  625  above  mentioned,  so  as  to  allow 
the  use  of  non-smoke  producing  fuel  other  than  anthracite  coal. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Resolved,  That  the  final  order.  No.  625,  above  mentioned  be,  and  the  same  hereby 
is,  resettled  so  as  to  read  as  follows : 

FINAL  ORDER  No.  625. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  complaint  of  John  R.  Davies,  bearing  date 
March  9,  1908,  and  the  answer  thereto  dated  March  23,  1908,  and  the  report  of  the 
hearing  had  herein  on  June  2,  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was 
held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission  made  May  22,  1908,  and 
returnable  on  June  2,  1908,  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the 
New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  and  that  said  service  wa^^ 
by  it  duly  acknowledged  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the 
Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  complaint  and  order  specified  on  June  2,  1908, 
and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  June  9,  1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on 
June  25,  1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  July  2,  1908,  at  all  of  which 
sessions  Mr.  Commissioner  Eustis  pre»NIea,  Arthur  DuBois,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the 
Public  Serrice  Commission  for  the  li'irst  District  and  B.  H.  Boles,  Esq.,  appearing 
for  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,  and  proof  having 
been  taken  at  all  of  said  sessions. 

Now.  upon  the  complaint  and  answer  herein,  the  Commission  being  of  the  opinion 
after  the  proceedings  upon  the  said  hearing,  that  the  practices,  equipment,  appli- 
ances and  service  of  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company 
in  respect  to  the  operation  of  engines  near  Riverside  drive.  In  the  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  of  Mew  York,  are  at  certain  times  unlawful,  unreasonable  and 
improper,  in  that  soft  coal  is  from  time  to  time  used  as  fuel  on  engines  operating 
in  the  borough  of  Manhattan  and  In  the  borough  of  the  Bronx  in  the  city  of  New 
York,  and  in  the  Judgment  of  the  Commission  certain  changes  and  improvements 
thereto  being  such  as  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  the  manner  below  set  forth, 
in  order  to  promote  the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public, 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission. 

It  ia  ordered.  1.  That  every  engine  owned  or  controlled  by  the  New  York 
Central  and  Hudson  River  Railrood  Company  and  operated  in  a  northerly  direction 
on  the  line  lying  west  of  Riverside  drive  and  west  of  the  Boulevard  Lafayette,  be 
started  on  its  northerly  run  with  a  clean  anthracite  coal  fire,  or  fire  produced  bv 
other  smokeless  fuel,  or  with  devices  preventing  the  emission  of  black  smoke,  if 
such  be  discovered,  and  that  every  such  engine  shall,  In  addition,  carry  an  avail- 
able supply  of  hard  coal  or  other  smokeless  fuel,  or  other  effective  smoke  pre- 
venting device,  sufficient  to  carry  the  engine  throucrh  the  city  of  New  York,  this 
amount  of  additional  hard  coal  or  other  smokeless  fuel  to  be  never  less  than  one 
ton  for  each  engine,  or  in  the  case  of  the  use  of  liquid  fuel,  of  such  amount  as 
will  be  sufficient  to  carry  the  engine  beyond  the  northerly  limit  of  the  city  of  New 
York,  in  addition  to  the  amount  in  the  fire  box  at  the  l)ecrinning  of  the  trip : 

2.  That  the  New  York  Central  and  11  iid son  River  Rnllroad  Company  take  such 
steps  as  may  be  necessary  to  enforce  this  on^er  of  the  Commission  and  to  ascertain, 
from  time  to  time,  whether  this  order  is  being  obeyed  by  the  employees  of  the 
company. 

Further  ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  August  21.  1908.  and  shall 
continue  In  force  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  the  taking  effect  of  the 
same,  but  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearings  and 
action  thereon  by  the  Commission,  in  resnect  of  anvthing  herein   nrescribed. 

Further  ordered.  That  before  Anenst  26.  1008.  the  said  New  York  Central  and 
Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public  Pervice  CommlsRlon  for  the  First 
District  w^hether  the  terilis  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 
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New   York,   New  Haven   and    Hartford   Railroad    Company.- 

Smoke  nuisance  at  Harlem  river  yard. 

Hearing  Order  No.  367. 
Final  Order  No.  512. 
Extension  Order  No.  844, 

Complaint  of  Henry  G.  Kost 

against 

Kew  YoftK,  New  Haven  and  Habttobd 

Railboad  Company.  | 

Hearing  Order  No.  367   (see  form,  note  3)   issued  March  27th. 
Hearings  were  held  April  10th,  2l8t,  29th  and  May  5th. 
The  following  final  order  was  issued: 


HENRY  G.  KOST, 
apainft 


Complainant, 


NEW     YORK,     NEW     HAVEN     AND     HARTFORD 
RAILROAD    COMPANY, 

Defendant. 


Smoke  nuisance  at  Harlem  River  Yard. 


Under    Hearing    Order    No.    367,    dated    March    27, 
1908. 


FINAL  ORDER  No.  512. 
May  22,   1908. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  10th 
day  of  April,  1908,  the  2l8t  day  of  April,  1908,  and  29th  day  of  April.  1908,  and 
the  5th  day  of  May.  1908,  and  It  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  had  pursuant  to 
Order  No.  367  of  this  Commission  dated  March  27,  1908,  issued  upon  the  comnlaint 
and  answer  herein,  and  that  said  hearing  was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission 
on  the  matters  embraced  in  the  complaint  and  answer  herein  and  in  said  order 
specified  on  the  aforesaid  dates,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Eustis,  presiding,  Harry 
M.  Chamberlain,  Esq.,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  Henry  G. 
Kost,  Esq.,  complainant,  appearing  personally,  and  William  Greenough,  Esq.,  attor- 
ney, appearing  for  said  New  York,  New  Haven  and  Hartford  Railroad  Company, 
and  proof  having  been  taken  upon  the  said  hearing,  and  it  having  been  made  to 
appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  said  New  York,  New  Haven  and 
Hartford  Railroad  Company  has  done  certain  acts  or  things  in  violation  of  some 
provision  of  law  or  of  the  terms  and  conditions  of  Its  franchise  or  charter,  namely, 
that  said  company  has  permitted  the  emission  of  dense  black  smoke  from  the 
stacks  of  its  engines  while  in  the  Harlem  river  terminal  yard  of  said  company  In 
the  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  the  annoyance,  inconvenience  and  Injury  of 
the  complainant  and  others;  residing  near  said  yard,  and  has  permitted  the  use  in 
said  yard  of  an  old  round-house  located  In  said  yard  in  close  proximity  to  the 
residences  of  the  complainant  and  others,  in  and  near  which  round-house  engines 
of  said  company  are  placed  by  said  company  and  permitted  by  said  company  to 
stand  and  emit 'black  smoke  in  the  manner  hereinbefore  mentioned,  and  it  bavins 
been  made  to  appear  in  the  judgment  of  the  Commission  after  the  proceedings  on 
said  hearing  that  the  emission  of  said  black  smoke  should  be  prevented  by  said 
company,  and  that  the  same  could  be  prevented  by  said  company  by  the  discon- 
tinuance of  the  use  of  soft  coal  on  any  of  its  engines  while  within  said  terminal 
yard  or  by  the  use  of  coke  upon  the  top  of  soft  coal  flres  In  said  engines,  and  that 
for  the  reasons  aforesaid  the  use  of  the  said  round-house  and  of  the  tracks  in  and 
adjacent  to  the  same  for  the  storage  of  engines  under  steam  should  be  discontinued 
at  the  earliest  possible  date  :  and  It  having  been  made  to  appear  after  the  pro- 
ceedings on  said  hearing  that  ten  (10)  days  would  be  a  reasonable  time  within 
which  the  change  first  above  mentioned  should  be  directed 'to  be  executed,  and  that 
It  would  be  reasonable  to  require  the  discontinuance  of  the  use  of  said  round- 
house and  of  the  tracks  in  and  adjacent  to  the  same  for  the  storage  of  engines 
under  steam  on  or  before  January  1,  1909 ; 

Now,  on  njotlon  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission. 

It  in  ordered :  1.  That  said  New  York,  New  Haven  and  Hartford  Railroad  Com- 
pany be  and  it  hereby  is  directed  and  required  to  cease  and  desist  from  suffering 
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or  permitting  In  any  manner  the  emission  of  black  smoke  from  the  stacks  of  the 
engines  In  use  on  the  lines  of  said  company  at  any  and  all  times  while  said  engines 
shall  be  standing  In  or  passing  through  said  Harlem  river  terminal  yard, 

2.  That  said  New  York,  New  Haven  and  Hartford  Railroad  Company  be  and  it 
hereby  Is  directed  and  required  to  cover  all  soft  coal  fires  In  engines  in  said  yard, 
whether  standing  still  or  passing  through  said  yard,  with  coke  and  to  continually 
feed  and  replenish  the  same  with  coke  during  the  time  said  engines  shall  remain  in 
said  yard. 

3.  That  said  New  York.  New  Haven  and  Hartford  Railroad  Company  be  and  it 
hereby  is  directed  and  required  to  discontinue  the  use  of  the  round-house  situated 
in  said  yard  and  of  the  tracks  in  and  adjacont  to  the  same  for  the  storage  of 
engines  under  steam  bv  or  before  the  first  day  of  January,  1009. 

4.  That  said  New  York,  New  Haven  and  Hartford  Railroad  Company  be  and  It 
hereby  Is  directed  and  required  to  institute  the  changes  mentioned  in  subdivisions 
1  and  2  above  within  ten  (10)  days'  after  service  on  said  company  of  a  certified 
copy  of  this  order  exclusive  of  the  day  of  service. 

5.  It  i8  further  ordered,  That  this  order  shall  continue  in  force  until  such  time 
as  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  shall  otherwise  order,  and 
shall  be  without  prejudice  to  the  right  of  the  Commission  to  institute  and  hold 
such  other  or  further  Investigation  or  investigations,  hearing  or  hearings,  and  make 
such  other  or  further  order  or  orders  in  the  premises  as  may  to  the  Commission 
seem  lust  and  reasonable. 

6.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  said  New- York,  New  Haven  and  Hartford  Railroad 
Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  within  five 
(5>  days  after  service  of  this  order  upon  It  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are 
accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

X'pon  application  of  the  company  the  following  extension  order  was  issued: 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  844. 
November  20,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  512,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  22d  day  of  May, 
190S,  ordering  and  directing  the  New  Y'ork,  New  Haven  and  Haitford  Railroad 
Company,  in  paragraph  three  (3)  thereof,  to  discontinue  the  use  of  the  round- 
house situated  In  the  Harlem  river  yard  of  said  company  before  the  first  day  of 
January,  1900,  and  the  said  New  York,  New  Haven  and  Hartford  Railroad  Company 
having,  on  the  31st  day  of  October,  1908,  applied  in  writing  for  an  extension  of 
such  time, 

Now.  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  New  York,  New  Haven  and  Hartford 
'^\'\ilroad  CrniDany  shall  remove  the  roundhouse  above  mentioned  as  directed  bv 
paragraph  three  (3)  of  Order  No.  r)l2  be.  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to  and 
including  the  Ist  day  of  July.  1909. 


New  York,  New  Haven  and  Hartford  Railroad  Company. —  Un- 
sanitary manner  of  loading  manure  cars  at  the  Harlem  river 
vards. 


Complaint  Order  No.  666. 
Hearing  Order  No.  790. 


Complaint  of  tii?:  Soitii  Bronx  Property 
Owners'  Associaticiv 
against 

Xkw    York,    New    Haven    and    Hartford 
Railroad  Company. 


Coirplaint  Order  No.  6fi(5   fj-ee  form,  note  1)   issued  August  7th. 
llparinrr  Orc^er  No.  700    (sck^  form,  note  3)   issued  October  20th. 
Hot  rings  held  November   Ct'i.   13th,  20th,  and   December   11th. 
Adjourned  to  January  8th,  1909. 
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New    York,    New   Haven   and   Hartford    Railroad   Company. — 

Use  of  soft  coal. 

Complaint   Order    No.   327. 
Discontinuance  Order  No.  393. 

Complaint  of  Van  Nest  Property  Owners* 

Association 

against 

New    York,     New    Haven    and    Hartford 

Railroad  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  327    (see  form,  note  1)    issued  Majch  10th. 
The  matters  complained  of  having  been  sa^tisfled  the  following  discontinu- 
ance order  was  issued: 


VAN    NEST   PROPERTY    OWNERS'    ASSOCIATION 

by   Frank   Iluber,    Secretary,  Complainants, 

aijainst 
NEW     YORK,     NEW     HAVEN     AND     HARTFORD      DISCONTINUANCE  ORDER 

RAILROAD   COMPANY,      •  Defendant.  No.  39.;J. 


April  3,  1908. 


'Use  of  soft  coaL' 


An  order.  No.  327.  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  10th  day  of  March, 
1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  New  York,  New  Haven  and  Hartford  Railroad  Com- 

Rany   to   answer  comT)laint  herein,    within    a    time   therein   specifled,  and  the   said 
:ew  York.  New  Haven  and  Hartford  Railroad  Company  having,  on  March  19;  1908, 
made  answer  thereto,   from   which   it   appears  that  the   matters  coniplained  of  in 
the  said  complaint  above  mentioned  have  been  satisfied,  and  the  complainant  having 
expressed  satisfaction  at  the  action  taken  by  the  company, 
Now.  npon  motion  made  nnd  duly  seconded,  it  is 
Resolved,  That  the  proceedings  herein  be,  and  the  same  hereby  are  discontinued. 


South  Brooklyn  Railway  Company. —  Noisy  operation  of  freight 
and  ash  cars  through  Vanderbilt  avenue. 

Complaint  Order  No.  685. 
Hearing  Order  No.  794. 
Dismissal    Order   No.    840. 
Complaint  of   Alexander  Bbown 
against 
South  Brooklyn  Railway  Company. 
Complaint  Order  No.  685   (see  form,  note  1)   issued  August  21st. 
Hearing  Order  No.  794    (see  form,  note  3)   issued  October  23d. 
Hearing  held  November  6th. 

The  complainant  expressed  satisfaction  with  the  aotion  of  the  company 
and  with  the  conditions  then  existing.  The  following  dismissal  order  was 
issued : 


ALEXANDER  BROWN 

against  Complainant, 

SOUTH   BROOKFAN  RAILROAD  COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

*'  Noisy  operation   of  freight    and   ash    cars  through 
Vanderbilt  avenue,    especially   at  night." 


>- DISMISSAL  ORDER 
No.    840. 
November  17,  1908. 


An  order  of  the  Commission,  No.  794,  having  been  made  herein  on  the  23rd  day 
of  Octol>er,  1008.  directing  a  hearing  on  November  6,  1908,  in  the  matter  of  the 
noisy  operation  of  freight  and  ash  cars  through  Vanderbilt  avenue,  especially  at 
night,  and  the  complainant  having  expressed  himself  as  satisfied  with  the  action 
of  the  company  and  the  conditions  at  present  existing,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  said  complaint  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  dismissed. 
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Staten     Island     Railway     Company. —  Use     of    soft    coal     on 

locomotives. 
Complaint  of  Habooubt  Bull 
against 
Staten  Island  Railway  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  704    (see  form,  note  1)   issued  August  28th. 
A  communication  from  the  complainant  was  received  September  8,  1908, 
stating,  in  effect,  that  matters  complained  of  were  satisfijed. 


OVERHAULING  AND  REPAIR  OF  CARS. 


Brookl3m  Heig^hts  Railroad  Company. —  Vestibuling  cars. 


Hearinc 
Final  ( 


Order  No.  342. 
>rd€r  No.  381. 


In   the   Matter 

of  the 

HearinK  on  the  Motion  of  the  Commission  as  to  the 
Regulations,  Practices,  Equipment  and  Service  of 
the  BROOKLYN  HEIGUTS  RAILROAD  COM- 
PANY, in  the  respects  hereinafter  mentioned. 


J- HEARING  ORDER 
No.  342. 

March   13. 


1908. 


It  i8  hereby  ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  26th  day  of  March,  1908,  at 
2  :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission  at  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations,  prac- 
tices, equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  the  said  company  on  its  various  lines  in 
the  city  of  New  York,  in  respect  to  the  transoortatlon  of  persona,  freight  or  prop- 
erty within  the  First  District,  are  unjust,  unreasonable,  unsafe,  improper  or  in- 
adequate, and  if  it  be  so  found  then  to  determine  whether  changes  in  said  rt^s^- 
lations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  in  the  particulars  following  at 
the  place  or  places  herein  mentioned,  would  be  Just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and 
proper,  and  whether  such  changes  shall  be  put  In  force,  observed  and  used  on  th^ 
lines  of  said  company,  and  also  to  inquire  and  determine  whether  repairs,  improve- 
ments, changes  or  additions  to  or  in  the  tracks  or  other  property  or  device  used 
by  said  company,  in  the  particulars  following  ought  reasonahly  to  be  made  in  order 
to  promote  the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public  or  employees,  or  in  order  to 
secure  adequate  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  persons,  freight  or  property, 
namely : 

Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  equip  all  mall  cars  and  all  other 
cars  operated  on  the  lines  or  said  company,  which  are  not  so  equipped,  wirn  a 
vestibule  on  each  nlatform  similar  in  construction  to  the  vestibules  now  Installed 
upon  the  passenger  ccrs  operated  by  said  company. 

And  If  such  changes,  Improvements  and  additions,  or  any  of  them,  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  perlocf  would  be  a  reasonablo 
time  within  which  the  same  ought  to  be  directed  to  l>e  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  n>ay  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  prem- 
ises as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered,  That  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  be  given  ai 
least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing,  bv  service  upon  it,  either  personally  or  by 
mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company  be 
afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  to  present  evidence  and  to  examine  and  cross- 
examine  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  hereinbefore  set  forth. 


Hearing  held  March  26th. 

The»  following  final  order  was  issued: 


FINAL  ORDER   No.   «81. 
March   31,    1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  th**  heirln?  had  herein  on  the  26th 
day  of  March,  lOOS.  and  It  appearing  that  th**  said  hearing  was  held  pursuant  to 
order  No.  :W2  of  this  Commission,  dnted  the  l.'Uh  dnv  of  March,  1908,  and  return- 
able on  the  26th  day  of  March,  lOOK,  at  2  :.'U)  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and  it 
appearing  that  said  hearing  was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters 
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embraced  in  said  Ilearintr  Order  No.  342  on  the  aforesaid  date,  before  Mr.  Com- 
ml.ssioner  McCarroIl  presiding,  II.  M.  Chamberlain,  Ksq.,  appearing  for  the  Commis- 
sion, and  J.  F.  Calderwood,  Esq.,  Vice-President  and  General  Manager  of  said 
Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  appearing  for  said  company,  and  proof  bavin? 
been  taken  upon  said  hearing,  and  It  having  been  stipulated  and  agreed  upon  said 
hearing  by  said  J.  F.  Calderwood,  for  and  on  behalf  of  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Rail- 
road Company,  that  said  company  would  comply  with  all  matters  mentioned  in  said 
Order  No.  342,  aud  would  equ.p  Its  mall  cars  with  vestibules  similar  to  those  in  use 
on  the  passenger  cars  of  said  company  in  time  for  the  operation  of  next  season, 
which  should  be  on  or  before  November  1,  1908,  and  that  an  order  of  this  Commis- 
sion issue  directing  and  requiring  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  to 
equip  all  Its  mall  cars  with  vestibules  in  the  manner  mentioned  on  or  before  the 
date  mentioned,  and  it  having  been  agreed  that  said  order  would  be  satisfactory  to 
and  would  be  complied  with  by  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company. 

Now,  therefore,  upon  said  stipulation  and  agreement,  and  on  motion  of  George  S. 
Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission, 

It  ia  ordered.  That  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  be  and  it  hereby  is 
directed  and  required  to  equip  all  Its  mail  cars  operated  on  Its  lines,  which  are 
not  so  equipped,  with  a  vestibule  on  each  platform  similar  In  construction  to  the 
vestibules  now  installed  upon  the  passenger  cars  operated  by  said  company. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  said  company  equip  all  said  cars  with  vestibules  in 
the  minner  hereinbefore  mentioned  on  or  before  the  1st  day  of  November,  19i)H. 
This  order  shall  continue  in  force  thereafter  until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  First  District  shall  otherwise  order. 

it  is  further  ordered.  That  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Companv  notlfv  the 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  within  Ave  days  after  the  service 
of  this  order  upon  it,  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be 
obeyed. 


Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  Company.—  Side  doors  on  elevated  rail- 
road cars  —  Ten-car  trains  on  elevated  lines  operated  over 
Brooklyn  Bridge. 


In  the  Matter 
of 
Ret  ommendatlons  of  the  Chief  Engineer  with  respect 
to  the  use  of  side  doors  on  cars  of  the  BROOK- 
LYN RAPID  TRANSIT  COMPANY. 


OKDKR  FOR  ANSWER 
No.   262. 
February  14.  1908. 


L'€8olved,  That  a  copy  of  the  repprt  of  Clilef  Engineer  Henry  Seaman,  under  date 
of  January  12,  1008,  be  sent  to  the  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  Company  for  answer. 

The  company  answered  February  25"th  and  assured  the  Commission  of  its 
desire  to  co-operate  witn  it  and  the  Department  of  Bridges  in  bringing  into 
effect  the  best  practicable  method  of  operation  over  the  bridge. 


Brookl3m  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. —  Air  l)rok(»  (qni)  - 

nient. 

letter  of  Electrical  Engineer. 
Final  Order  No.   746. 

September  25,  lOOS. 
To  the  PuhUe  Serrfcr  Commisfiion  for  the  Firnt  District: 

The  Bureau  of  Electrical  Engineering  has  completed  an  investigation  Into  the  air 
brake  equipment  of  the  cars  operated  ovor  the  elevated  lines  of  the  Brooklyn  T^nlon 
Elevated  Railroad  Coinnany  and  reports  thnt  siich  cars  should  be  so  equipped  as  to 
allow  for  quick  i*etharging  and  gradual  rnlease. 

Respectfully  submitted, 
(Signed)  A.  W.   McMMONT, 

Electrical  Engineer. 

Thereii])on  tne  Comniis-sion  adopted  the  following  resolution: 

ORDER  No.  740. 
September  25,   1008. 

Rrnolrcd,  That  the  Brooklyn  T'nion  Elevated  Railroad  Company  be  required  to 
make  such  changes  as  will  carry  out  the  recommendation  contained  In  the  above 
report. 
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Coney    Island    and    Brooklyn    Railroad    Company. —  Defective 
equipment  and  poor  service  on  Smith  street  line. 

Rehearing  Order  No.  197. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 
Final  Order  No.  239. 


SOUTH  BROOKLYN  BOARD  OP  TRADE. 

Complainant, 
against 

CONEY     ISLAND     AND     BROOKLYN     RAILROAD 
COMPANY, 

Defendant. 


Matter  of  rehearing  on  matters  contained  In  Order 
No.  164,  entered  December  20,  11)07. 


ORDDR  FOR  HEAIllNG 
No.   197. 
January  10,  1908. 


An  order  having  been  made  and  flled  herein  December  20.  1907.  No.  164.  under 
and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  hearing  made  November  20.  1907,  No.  104,  and  said 
Order  No.  164  having  been  duly  served  upon  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Rail- 
road Company,  the  same  to  take  effect  Immediately,  and  the  said  Coney  Island 
and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  having,  on  December  28,  1907,  applied  in  writing 
to  this  Commission  for  a  rehearing  in  respect  to  some  of  the  matters  contained 
In  paragraphs  numbered  (1),  (2)  and  (^)  of  said  Order  No.  164.  and  said  Coney 
Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  having  accepted  and  undertaken  to  obey 
the  provisions  of  said  order  except  as  to  the  matters  upon  which  such  rehearing 
was  requested,  and  sufficient  reason  for  said  rehearing  being  made  to  appear, 

Ordered,  That  said  request  for  hearing  be  granted  and  that  said  rehearing  upon 
the  matters  contained  in  said  paragraphs  numbered  (1),  (2)  and  (3)  of  said  Order 
No.  164,  entered  and  filed  on  December  20,  1907,  be  held  on  the  23d  day  of  Janu- 
ary, 1908,  at  2 :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which 
the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission.  No.  154  Nassau 
street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  determine,  after 
such  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of  the  facts,  including  those  arising  since 
the  making  of  Order  No.  164.  whether  the  original  Order  No.  164  is  unjust  or 
anwarranted  In  respect  to  any  of  the  following  requirements,  viz. : 

1.  For  the  maintaining  of  gear  cases  half  full  of  gear  grease  or  other  lubricant ; 

2.  For  the  Immediate  replacement  of  flat  wheels ; 

3.  For  varnishing  the  Interior  of  all  cars; 

and  to  determine  whether  said  Order  No.  164  shall  be  abrogated,  changed  or  modi- 
fled  In  such  respects,  t-nd  If  such  abrogation,  changes  or  modifications  are  found 
to  be  such  as  ought  to  be  made,  then  to  determine  tJ\e  nature  and  extent  of 
changes  or  modifications  of  the  said  order  and  to  determine  the  time  of  taking 
effect  of  the  order  as  changed  or  modified; 

All  to  the  end  that  tbe  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the  prem- 
ises as  shall  be  lust  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  snld  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  be 
given  at  least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  rehearing  by  service  upon  It,  either  per- 
sonally or  by  mail,  of  a  cprtlficd  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  rehearing 
said  company  shall  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  eviden<?e 
and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Further  ordered.  That  pending  such  rehearing  and  the  entry  of  an  order  by 
this  Commission  upon  such  rehearing,  the  requirements  of  said  Order  No.  164  In 
respect  to  the  matters  hereinabove  mentioned  be,  and  the  same  hereby  are  stayed. 

Hearing  held  January  23d. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  February  4.  1908,) 

COMMISSIONEB   BASSETT  I 

South  Brooklyn  Board  of  Trade,  complainant,  against  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn 
Railroad  Company,  defendant.  Matter  of  rehearing  on  matters  contained  In  Order 
No.  164  entered  December  20,  1907. 

Final  Order  No.  164  required  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company 
to  improve  their  cars  as  follows: 

1.  "  That  all  gears  and  pinions  on  the  cars  of  said  company  shall  be  operated 
with  their  gear  cases  maintained  at  least  half  full  of  gear  grease  or  other  lubricant." 

2.  "  That  all  wheels  on  the  cars  of  said  company  that  show  flat  spots  or  undue 
wear  shall  be  immediately  replaced  by  wheels  in  good  and  proper  condition." 

*  3.  That  said  company  shall  within  one  month  thoroughly  clean  and  varnish 
the  interior  of  all  Its  cars  and  shall  hereafter  maintain  them  in  a  cleanly  and 
sanitary  condition." 
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The  defendant  on  December  28,  1907,  requested  n  rehearing  on  the  items  above 
set  forth,  claiming  that  a  small  amount  of  grease  in  each  gear  case  was  advisable ; 
that  a  reasonable  opportunity  should  be  afforded  the  company  to  change  flat  wheels 
for  perfect  wheels,  and  that  it  is  not  reasonable,  practicable  or  necessary  to  require 
the  company  to  varnish  the  interior  of  ail  of  its  cars.  The  Commission  granted  the 
defendant  a  rehearing  on  the  above  items,  appointing  the  undersigned  to  take  the 
testimony  and  report  his  opinion  thereon.  Accordingly,  a  full  opportunity  was  given 
the  defendant  to  examine  additional  witnesses.  Rxperts  for  the  South  Brooklyn 
Board  of  Trade  and  the  Public  Service  Commission  were  also  heard. 

It  appears  from  the  testimony  that  the  first  application  of  grease  in  a  gear  case 
Is  greater  in  amount  than  is  requisite  in  later  applications.  The  reason  for  this  is 
that  a  large  amount  of  the  grease  is  thrown  up  in  the  case  and  adheres  to  the  top 
and  sides.  If  after  the  original  application  the  gear  case  were  filled  up  to  the 
center  point  of  the  axle,  which  is  the  construction  placed  upon  the  order  by  the 
defendant,  there  would  be  a  tendency  for  the  grease  to  run  out  at  the  axle  joint. 
The  evidence  shows  that  if  enough  grease  is  at  all  times  kept  in  the  gear  case,  so 
that  the  teeth  of  the  gear  wheel  can  run  in  it,  that  will  be  sufficient.  The  order 
should  be  changed  in  this  particular,  so  that  it  will  require  that  the  lower  half  of 
the  gear  rase  shall  be  maintained  at  all  times  half  full  of  gear  grease  or  other 
proper  lubricant. 

The  Item  in  the  original  final  order  regarding  replacing  of  flat  wheels  should 
remain  as  it  now  stands. 

It  appears  to  me  that  the  strict  compliance  with  present  final  order,  which  re- 
quires varnishing  of  the  interior  of  all  of  the  cars,  involves  an  unnecessary  amount 
of  work  In  some  cases  and  probably  too  long  a  withdrawal  of  cars  from  actual 
service.  It  would  seem  more  reasonnble  to  require  the  interiors  of  the  cars  to  be 
varnished  where  not  now  varnished.  Many  of  the  cars  need  to  have  work  d<me 
upon  their  interiors  and  cleaning  alone  is  not  enough.  In  many  cases  rubbing 
down  with  crude  oil  after  washing  with  soda  ash  is  not  enough,  because  an  unpro- 
tected surface  of  natural  wood  would  be  left,  which  is  incapable  of  being  kept 
clean.  Such  parts  of  each  car  should  be  vnrnlshed,  and  the  whole  of  the  interior 
of  each  car  should  present  a  cleanly  appearance,  with  all  exposed  natural  wood 
covered  with  a  proper  coat  of  varnish. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.  239. 
February  4,  1908. 

An  order  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  the  20th  day  of  December.  1907, 
being  Order  No.  104,  under  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  hearing  made  the  20th 
day  of  November.  1907.  and  said  Order  No.  164  having  been  duly  served  upon  the 
Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company,  and  said  Coney  Island  and  Brooklvn 
Railroad  Company  having  accepted  said  Order  No.  164  in  part,  but  having  applied 
in  writing  to  this  Commission  for  a  modification  of  paragraphs  numbered  (1),  i'" 
and  (3)  of  said  Order  No.  164.  and  an  order  having  been  made  and  filed  the  10th 
day  of  January.  1908.  returnable  January  23.  1908,  being  Order  No.  197.  directing 
a  rehearing  of  the  matters  contained  In  said  paragraphs  numbered  (1),  (2)  and  (3) 
of  said  Order  No.  164,  and  it  appearing  that  said  rehearing  was  duly  held  by  and 
before  the  Commission  on  the  mattors  In  said  Order  No.  197  specified  on  the 
li3fi  day  of  January,  1908.  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassott  presiding,  and  proof  being 
taken,  and  Orosvenor  H.  Backus,  Esq..  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  tiie  Commis- 
sion, and  John  J.  Kuhn.  Esq..  appearing  for  the  railroad  company. 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  rehearing  that  it 
is  Just  and  proper  that  said  Order  No.  164  should  be  modified  in  the  manner  here- 
inafter set  forth ; 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission, 

It  is  ordered.  That  paragraph  numbered  (1)  of  said  Order  No.  164,  made  the 
20th  day  of  December,  1907,  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  modified  so  as  to  read  as 
follows : 

"(1)  That  the  axle  gears  and  armature  pinions  on  the  cars  of  said  company  shall 
within  one  month  after  the  date  of  this  order  be  replaced  by  new  gears  and  pinions 
where  the  teoth  thereof  are  worn  to  Ips^  than  one-sixteenth  of  an  inch  on  the 
top.  and  that  hereafter  no  gears  and  pinions  shall  be  used  the  teeth  of  which 
present  a  smaller  top  than  ono-slxteenth  of  an  Inch  :  that  all  gears  and  pinions 
on  the  cars  of  said  company  shall  be  operated  with  the -lower  half  of  the  gear 
case  from  the  bottom  of  the  case  to  the  axle  opening,  maintained  half  full  of 
lubricant  when  the  car  Is  at  rest." 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  paragraph  numbered  (3)  of  said  Order  No.  164 
he,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  modlfl<jd  so  as  to  read  as  follows : 
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"(3)  That  said  company  shall  by  or  before  the  1st  day  of  March.  1908.  thor- 
oughly clean  the  Interior  of  all  Its  cars  and  shall  revarnlsh  the  same  wherever  the 
yamlsh  shall  be  worn  away  or  otherwise  impaired,  and  that  said  company  shall 
hereafter  maintain  said  cars  in  a  ckanly  and  sanitary  condition  ;  that  within  one 
month  from  the  date  of  this  order,  the  seats  in  the  closed  cars  that  now  have 
backs  and  seats  covered  with  carpet  shall  have  this  carpet  removed  and  the  backs 
and  seats  covered  with  rattan,  and  that  this  covering  shall  be  maintained  In  a 
cleanly  and  sanitary  condition." 

An(f  it  is  further  ordered,  That  except  as  to  the  portions  hereinbefore  modified, 
said  Order  No.  164  shall  remain  in  full  force  and  effect  until  modified  by  the  fur- 
ther order  of  this  Commission. 

And  it  i8  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  immediately. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  within  five  days  the  said  Coney  Island  nnd  Brook- 
lyn Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District 
whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company. —  Automatic  cir- 
cuit breakers ;  new  car  bodies. 

Hearing  Order   No.  203. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 
Final   Order   No.   255. 
Extension  Order  No.  268. 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearin/r  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  of  improvements  in  and  additions  to 
the  equipment  of  the  CONEY  ISLAND  AND 
BROOKLYN  RAILROAD  COMPANY,  in  the  par- 
ticulars herelnbelow  mentioned. 


ORDER  FOR  HEARING 
No.  208. 
January  14, 1908. 


It  i9  herehjt  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  23d  day  of  January.  1008. 
at  3  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  mav 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  romraisslon  at  No.  154  Nassau  .street,  borough 
of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  Now  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations, 
practices,  equipment  and  appliances  of  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad 
Company  In  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District  are  un- 
safe, improper  or  inadequate,  and  if  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact  then  to  deter- 
mine whether  changes  in  said  regulations,  practices,  equipment  and  appliances  in 
the  particulars  following  would  be  Just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  oroper, 
and  whether  such  changes  should  be  put  in  force,  observed  and  used  on  the  line 
of  said  company,  and  also  to  inquire  and  determine  whether  improvements,  changes 
or  additions  to  or  in  the  motive  power  or  other  property  or  device  used  bv  snid 
company  In  the  particulars  following  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  order  to 
promote  the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public  or  employees,  or  in  order  to 
secure  adequate  service  or  facllltlos  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  "namely : 

Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  equip  each  of  its  cars  now  in  service 
or  hereafter  to  be  put  In  service  with  two  automatic  circuit  breakers  of  modern 
type  and  of  flrst-class  quality  and  efficiency ;  and  to  arrange  said  circuit  breakers 
In  multiple  on  each  car:  and  at  all  times  to  maintain  both  of  said  circuit  breakers 
on  each  car  in  good  and  perfect  repair  and  keep  the  same  properly  adjusted  for  the 
capacity  of  the  motor  on  the  car  on  which  they  are  placed. 

And  if  such  changes,  improvements  and  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as  oucrht 
to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a  reasonable 
time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  rommlssion  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  prem- 
ises as  shall  be  Just  and  rensonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company 
be  given  at  least  eight  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  It.  either 
personally  or  by  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  6f  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing 
said  company  shall  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence 
and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  held  January  23d,  29th  and  February  5th. 
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Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  Febniary  11,  1908.) 

Commissioner  Babsett: — 

By  Order  No.  21  the  operating  company  was  required  to  operate  and  equip  Its 
cars  in  service  with  Improved  circuit  breakers,-  either  such  as  are  made  by  the  Gen- 
eral Electric  Company  or  such  as  are  equivalent  thereto,  on  or  before  November  15, 
1907.  This  order  was  loosely  drawn  In  that  It  did  not  specify  how  many  automatic 
circuit  breakers  should  be  placed  on  each  car.  The  operating  company  claims  to 
have  understood  that  the  placing  of  one  automatic  circuit  breaker  on  each  car  was 
sufficient.  Modern  practice  requires  two  automatic  circuit  breakers  on  each  car,  for 
reasons  that  are  more  fully  stated  In  my  opinion  filed  at  the  close  of  hearings  in 
Order  No.  166. 

As  the  time  is  already  becoming  short  for  this  company  to  procure  and  equip  its 
closed  cars  with  two  automatic  circuit  breakers  each  before  the  warm  weather  shall 
arrive,  and  as  the  public  will  suffer  no  great  injury  for  a  few  months  by  reason  of 
the  operating  of  the  closed  cars  In  some  cases  with  only  one  automatic  circuit 
breaker,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  equipment  of  all  closed  cars  in  service  with 
two  automatic  circuit  breakers  of  modem  type  may  be"  postponed  until  the  closed 
cars  go  into  service  In  the  fall  of  1908. 

Let  an  order  be  prepared  accordingly. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

PINAL  ORDER  No.  255,  AFTER  HEARING  ORDER  No.   203. 
February  11,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  23d 
day  of  January,  and.  by  adjournment,  on  the  29th  day  of  January  and  the  5th 
day  of  February,  1908,  and  It  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and 
pursuant  to  an  order  for  a  hearing  No.  203,  made  the  14th  day  of  January,  1908. 
and  returnable  on  the  23d  day  of  .January,  1908,  and  that  the  si  id  Order  No.  2ns 
was  duly  served  upon  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  and  that 
the  said  service  was  by  It  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held 
by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  In  said  order  specified,  Mr.  Commis- 
sioner Bassett  presiding,  and  Mr.  Backus  appearing  for  the  Commission  ;  and  John 
J.  Kuhn.  Esq..  and  Mr.  Britton  appearing  for  the  company. 

Now,  it  being  made  to* appear  nfter  the  proceedings  ution  said  hearing  that  it  Is 
Just,  reasonable  and  proper  that  the  Conev  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company 
should  be  directed  to  make  the  additions  to  its  appliances  and  equipment  below 
set  forth,  in  order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public  and 
employees  of  said  company :  .         .      ^         .    . 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  Oeorse  S.  Toleman,  Eso  .  counsel  to  the  Commission. 

/*  is  ordered.  That  the  said  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Comnanv  shall, 
before  the  closed  cars  go  into  spn'Icc  in  the  fall  for  the  winter  season  of  1908- 
1909,  provide  and  equip  all  of  the  snld  closed  cars  In  service  with  two  automatic 
circuit  breakers  of  modern  type,  and  connr^ct  said  circuit  breakers  in  multiple  on 
each  car  and  at  all  times  to  raTintsi^n  both  of  said  circuit  breakers  on  each  car 
in  good  and  perfect  repair  and  keep  the  same  properly  adiusted  for  the  capacity 
of  the  motors  of  the  car  on  which  they  are  placed,  and  that  the  circuit  breaker 
ever  the  motorman's  head  shall  at  all  times  bo  the  one  operated.     Further  it  is    • 

Ordered.  That  within  five  dnvs  after  service  unon  U  of  this  order  the  said  Coney 
Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for 
the  First  District  whethei  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  extension  order  was  issued: 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.   268. 
February  18,  1908. 

An  order  of  the  Commission.  No.  00,  havincr  boen  made  herein  on  or  about  the 
,?0th  dnv  of  October.  1907.  requiring  the  Conev  Islnnd  and  Brooklyn  Railroad 
Comnanv  to  provide  ten  new  ci\v  bodlr^s  for  use  on  its  Smith  street  llnp  on  or  about 
the  1st'  dav  of  Febmarv.  1908,  and  said  Coney  Island  and  Brooklvn  Rai^ro^d 
Company  having,  on  or  about  the  17th  day  of  February,  1908.  applied  in  writing 
for  an  extension  of  such  time. 

Ordered  Tha^^the  time  of  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company 
within  which  to  procure  and  put  in  operation  the  car  jv^'es  above  mentioned  be. 
and  the  same  hereby  Is,  extended  to  and  including  the  15th  day  of  March.  1908. 
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Coney    Island    and   Brooklyn    Railroad    Company.—  Inspection, 
overhauling,  repair  and  equipment  of  cars. 


Hearing  Order  No.  271. 
Final  Order  No.  433. 
Rehearing  Order  No.  663. 
Final    Order   No.    596. 
Extension  Order  No.   779. 


In 


the   Matter 
of   tbe 


Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  of  additions,  repairs  and  improvements 
required  to  the  rolling  stock,  equipment,  overhead 
trolley  construction  and  fooder  wire  sj'stem  of  the 
CONEY  ISr^ND  AND  BROOKLYN  RAILROAD 
COMPANY,  in  the  particulars  hereinafter  set 
forth. 


ORDER  FOR  HEARING 
No.  271. 
February  18,  1908. 


It  i9  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  held  on  the  6th  day  of  March,  1908,  at 
2:30  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission.  No,  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  whether  the  regulations,  prac- 
tices, equipment  and  appliances  of  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Com- 
pany in  respect  of  transportation  of  persons  In  the  First  District  are  unsafe, 
improper  and  inadequate  and  whether  additions,  repairs  and  improvements  to  the 
rolling  stock,  equipment,  overhead  trolley  construction  and  feeder  wire  system  of 
said  company  ought  reasonably  to  be  made,  in  order  to  promote  the  security  and 
convenience  of  the  public  or  employees,  and  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service 
and  facilities  in  the  transportation  of  pasRengers  and  property,  and  If  such  be 
found  to  be  the  fact,  then  to  determine  whether  additions,  repairs  and  improve- 
ments therein  as  hereinafter  set  forth  are  such  as  would  be  lust,  reasonable,  safe, 
adequate  and  proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  to  promote  such  security 
and  convenience  of  the  public  or  employees  and  In  order  to  secure  adequate  service 
and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passensjers  and  pronerty,  that  is  to  ssy  : 

All  open  and  closed  cars  of  said  corapanv  should  receive  a  thorough  inspection 
covering  car  body,  motor  and  electric  equipment,  wiring  and  trucks.  All  defects 
should  be  carefully  noted  and  the  cnrs  sent  through  the  various  shops  for  an 
overhauling  which,  when  complete,  will  place  the  cars  in  a  flrst-c'ats  operating 
and  practically  new  condition,  aiul  when  so  comnleted.  snid  car«i  should  theresfter 
be  overhauled  at  periods  which  will  Insure  the  future  up-keep  and  proper  operation 
of  equipment  so  as  properly  to  serve  the  public. 

The  following  should  not  he  construed  as  detailed  working  specifications,  but 
merely  as  illustrative  of  the  Intention  of  the  Commission  and  the  scope  and  meaning 
of  this  order. 

INSl»ECTTON. 

By  a  thorough  inspection  and  general  overhauling  of  the  car  body  and  its  entire 
equipment,  it  Is  intended  that  each  car  should  be  placed  over  a  pit.  «**at8  and 
trap  doors  removed  and  covers  taken  off  to  facilitate  r»areful  inspection  of  motors, 
which  should  be  made  by  corapetrnt  engineers  and  not  by  car  house  employees. 

CAR  BODY. 

Where  the  car  body  must  be  completely  repainted  as  well  as  revarnlshed.  it 
should  be  sent  first  throufh  the  carnontor  shop  to  have  all  the  defects  of  the 
woodwork  repaired.  Snef'lal  cnro  should  be  given  t'>  the  Inspf^ctlon  of  all  cnr 
bodies,  coverlncr  frame,  floor,  mouldlntr  "tanchioiis.  panels,  roofs  and  hoods,  and  In 
every  case  wher<*  the  woodwork  nnd  other  material  is  not  In  sound  condition,  su^h 
part  should  be  replar^ed.  strengthened  and  made  practl^'nTy  new.  All  metnl  wo~k 
pertaining  to  car  bodies  should  be  renewed  If  In  a  defective  state  and  the  varloMs 
pirts  of  platforms,  doors,  windows,  and  roofs  should  be  given  the  same  careful 
renewal, 
IlEAD-LinilTS. 

All  cars  in  service  should  be  siTnpM<»d  with  one  Incandescent  hend-llght.  located 
on  each  dash  of  the  car.  The  hend-llfrht  must  be  of  n  tvne  which  does  not  nrole«*t 
In  front  of  dash  more  than  two  (2)  Inches.  All  head-lights  shnnld  be  ov*»rha»iled 
and  imintained  In  a  fit  cnndlMon  with  new  reflectors  where  necessarv.  broken  glass 
roplncod  and  new  lamps  substituted  for  those  below  normni  candle  power. 

WITEEL  GTTARDS. 

All   cars  in  service  should  be  provided  with  "  pick  up  "  wheel  guards  of  modem 
type,  placed  In  front  of  the  wheels  at  each  end  of  the  car. 
WIRING. 

All  menns  possible  to  Improve  and  perfect  wiring,  hanging  and  niscing  of  equip- 
ment appliances  should  be  used  and  a  universal  system  of  wiring  adopted. 
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BRASSES. 

All  brasses  throughout  the  oars  should  be  renewed.  Armature  and  axle  shafts 
and  other  Ix^arlng  parts  should  be  normal. 

COMMUTATORS. 

All  commutators  should  be  turned  and  put  in  flrst-dass  condition  and  when 
abnormally  worn   should  be  renewed. 

FIELD  COILS  AND  ARMATURE  WINDINGS. 

These  should  be  tested  for  Insulation  and  If  found  to  be  below  normal,  should  be 
replaced  with  new  ones.     They  should  all  be  thoroughly  cleaned  and  painted. 

CONTROLLERS. 

Controllers  should  have  all  contacts  and  other  parts  renewed  that  show  any 
indication  of  abnormal  wear.  Connections  should  be  tightened  and  the  controller 
thoroughly  cleaned  and  painted. 

AUTOMATIC  CIRCUIT  BREAKERS. 

These  should  be  tested  and  maintained  operative  for  the  proper  load,  corresponding 
to  the  motor  capacity  of  the  car. 

RESISTANCES. 

Resistances  should  be  carefully  tested  and  any  section  not  up  to  the  standard 
renewed,  and  a  form  of  Insulating  hanger  used  so  that  the  resistance  will  not  be 
bolted  directly  to  the  bottom  of  the  car  when  in  line  with  the  splash  of  the  wheel. 
There  should  be  sufficient  space  between  the  resistance  and  the  car  floor  to  prevent 
danger  to  the  woodwork  of  the  car  and  also  to  increase  insulation. 

TRUCKS. 

All  trucks  should  be  thoroughly  cleaned  and  lined.  All  broken,  weak,  sagging, 
twisted,  worn  or  otherwise  defective  parts  should  be  replaced  with  new  ones  ana 
not  merely  repaired,  except  where  defects  are  very  slight,  especially  ail  springs 
should  be  renewed  where  the  normal  oflfectlveness  has  been  lost. 

MOTOR   SUSPENSION. 

All  motor  suspensions  should  be  completely  reconstructed,  missing  parts  supplied, 
springs  that  have  lost  their  normal  effectiveness  should  be  replaced  and  all  aajust- 
ments  properly  made. 

BRAKES. 

All  cars  in  service  should  be  supplied  with  double  chain  multiplying  power  brakes, 
and  all  brake  mechanisms  should  be  given  careful  inspection  ana  Improvements  made 
in  the  mechanism  and  form  at  present  employed  and  the  entire  brake  equipment 
should  be  maintained  always  in  first-class  operative  condition. 

LIGHTNING  ARRESTERS  AND  CUT-OUTS. 

All  open  cars  in  service  should  be  equipped  with  one  modem  lightning  arrester 
outfit,  properly  connected  and  kept  always  in  an  operative  condition,  and  all 
lightning  arresters  and  cut-outs  should  be  given  most  careful  inspection  and  placed 
and  maintained  in  first-class  operative  condition,  and  such  sections  of  the  line  of 
the  road  which  at  the  present  time  have  insufficient  protection  should  be  supplied 
with  lightning  arresters. 

AXLE   GEAR  WHEELS.   ARMATURE   PINIONS   AND  CAR  WHEELS. 

These  should  in  every  Instance  be  renewed  where  any  indication  is  found  of 
abnormal  wenr.  All  gears  and  pinions  should  be  replaced  where  the  teeth  are 
worn  down  to  less  than  one-sixteenth  (1/16)  of  an  inch  on  top,  and  gear  cases 
should  be  maintained  tl^ht,  so  as  to  prevent  as  much  as  possible  the  lubricating 
grease  from  being  thrown  out. 

TIME. 

The  company  should  be  able  to  create  facilities  and  organize  a  reconstruction 
department  so  as  to  pass  each  of  its  open  car  bodies  and  equipment  through  the 
shops  for  the  overhauling  and  renewal  as  specified  above,  on  or  before  April  15, 
1908,  and  all  closed  car  bodies  and  equipment  should  receive  the  same  overnauling 
and  renewal  process  before  going  into  service  for  the  season  of  1908-1909. 

NOTICE. 

When  any  car  has  l>een  overhauled  and  prepared  for  service  as  above  specified, 
notice  of  that  fact  in  w^rlting  should  be  sent  to  the  Commission  In  a  form  to  be 
prescribed  by  it,  stating  the  time  and  place  where  the  car  is  to  be  tested,  to  the 
end  that  the  engineers  of  the  Commission  may  attend. 

"  RUN-IN  "  BOOK. 

The  company  should  provide  a  run-in  book  supplied  with  a  carbon  sheet  and 
envelope,  and  this  carbon  sheet  should  be  mailed  to  the  Equipment  and  Inspection 
Bureau  of  the  Commission  daily. 

OVERHEAD  TROLLEY  CONSTRUCTION. 

The  entire  trolley  wire  system  should  be  carefully  Inspected  and  every  part  show- 
ing excessive  wear  should  be  renewed.  This  refers  particularly  to  the  wires  on 
curves,  cross-overs  and  switches,  also  to  the  entrance  to  frogs,  switches,  section 
Insulators,  spllcinj?  cars,  cross-overs  and  to  points  where  the  trolley  joins  any  of 
the  overhead  appliances.  All  trolley  wires  should  at  all  times  be  maintained  at  a 
proner  tension,  so  as  to  prevent  excessive  sag  between  supports  and  should  be 
rrnintalned  at  a  uniform  height  above  the  track,  where  possible.  All  span  wires, 
pull-offs  and  strain  wires  should  be  straightened  and  the  slack  taken  up,  and  all 
wires  must  be  Immediately  renewed  which  show  corrosion,  improper  connections  or 
any  other  Imperfections. 
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overhead  appliances. 

These  should  be  carefully  inspected  and  where  found  lacking  normal  insulation  or 
strength  or  otherwise  defective,  should  he  replaced  or  repaired,  double  insulation 
between  all  live  wires  and  poles  should  he  made. 

FEEDER  WIRES. 

The  entire  feeder  wire  svstem  should  be  carefully  inspected  and  all  parts  showing 
insufficient  insulation  or  acfective  construction  should  be  replaced  or  repaired. 

POLES. 

Attention  should  be  given  to  the  cleaning  and  repainting  of  substantially  all  the 
poles  throughout  the  company's  system  and  particularly  to  the  replacing  of  de- 
teriorated poles. 

NEW  EQUIPMENT. 

The  company  should  be  required  to  purchase  ten  (10)  complete  car  equipments, 
each  including  two  (2)  50-H.  P.  motors;  ten  (10)  new  trucks  of  satisfactorv  design 
adapted  to  carry  such  motors  :•  and  ten  (10)  new  trucks  of  like  design  ^nd 
adapted  to  the  future  substitution  of  axles  suitable  for  the  motors  above  required, 
but  to  be  now  supplied  with  axles  for  mounting  the  present  equipment. 

And  if  it  be  found  that  anv  such  improvements,  repairs  and  additions  are  such 
as  ought  to  be  made  or  furnished  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period 
would  be  a  reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed 
and  in  what  manner  execution  of  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  made. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable,  and  it  is  further 

Ordered,  That  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  shall  be  given 
at  least  ten  (10)  davs  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally 
or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  it  be  afforded 
all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examin- 
ing witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  were  held  March  6th,  17th  and  31st. 

The  fallowing  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL   ORDER    No.    433. 
April  24,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  Oth 
day  of  March,  1908,  and  the  adjournments  thereof,  and  it  aopenring  that  the  said 
hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  hearing  No.  271,  made  the  18th 
day  of  February,  1908,  and  returnable  on  the  6th  day  of  March.  1908,  and  that 
the  said  order  No.  271  was  dulv  served  upon  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Rail- 
road Company,  and  that  the  said  service  was  by  it  duly  acknowledged  and  that  the 
said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  order 
specified  on  the  6th  day  of  March,  1908.  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  the  17th 
day  of  March,  1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1908, 
Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett  presiding  at  each  of  said  sessions,  and  Grosvenor  H. 
Backus,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  John  J.  Kuhn.  Esq  , 
and  E.  D.  Kelly,  Esq.,  appearing  for  said  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Com- 
pany, and  proof  being  taken. 

Now.  it  being  made  to  appear,  after  the  proceedings  unon  said  hearinsr,  that  the 
regulations,  practices,  equipment  and  apoliances  of  the  t^oney  Island  and  Brooklyn 
Railroad  Company,  in  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District 
are  unsafe,  improner  and  inadequate,  and  that  the  additions,  repairs  and  improve- 
ments to  the  rolling  stock,  equipment,  overhead  trolley  construction  and  feeder 
wire  system  of  said  company,  hereinafter  specified,  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in 
order  to  promote  the  security  nnd  convenience  of  the  public,  and  In  order  to  secure 
adequate  service  and  facilities  In  the  transportation  of  passengers. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission, 

It  Ui  ordered:  (1)  That  the  said  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company, 
make  a  thorough  inspection  of  all  Its  open  and  closed  cars,  covering  car  bodies, 
motor  and  electric  equipment,  wiring  and  trucks ;  that  all  defects  are  to  be  care- 
fully noted  and  the  cars  sent  through  the  various  shops  for  an  overhauling  which, 
when  complete,  will  place  the  cars  in  a  first-class  operating  and  renovated  condition ; 
and  that  when  so  completed  said  cars  shall  thereafter  be  overhauled  at  periods 
which  win  Insure  the  future  up-keep  and  proper  operation  of  equipment  so  as 
properly  to  serve  the  public. 

The  following  directions  are  given,  not  as  detailed  working  specifications,  but 
merely  as  illustrative  of  the  Intention  of  the  Commission  and  of  the  scope  and 
meaning  of  this  order. 

INSPRCTION. 

Bv  a  thorough  Inspection  and  general  overhauling  of  the  car  bodies  and  Its 
entire  equipment.  It  is  Intended  that  each  car  should  he  placed  over  a  pit.  seats  and 
trap  doors  removed  and  covers  taken  off  to  facilitate  careful  Insnection  of  motors 
which  should  be  made  by  a  competent  superintendent  and  not  by  car  house  em- 
ployees. 
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CAR  BODY. 

Where  the  car  body  must  be  completely  repainted  as  well  as  revarnished,  it 
should  be  sent  first  through  the  carpenter  shop  to  have  all  the  defects  of  the  wood- 
work repaired.  Special  attention  should  be  firiven  to  the  inspection  of  all  car 
bodies,  covering  frame,  floor,  moulding,  stanchions,  panels,  roofs  and  hoods,  and  in 
every  case  where  the  woodwork  and  other  material  is  not  in  sound  condition,  such 
part  should  be  replaced.  All  metal  work  pertaining  to  car  bodies  should  be  renewed 
If  in  a  defective  state,  and  the  various  parts  of  platforms,  doors,  windows  and  roofs 
should  be  given  the  same  careful  renewal. 

HEAD-LIGHTS. 

All  cars  in  service  should  be  supplied  with  one  incandescent  head-light,  located 
on  each  dash  of  the  car.  The  head-light  must  be  of  a  type  which  does  not  project 
in  front  of  the  dash  more  than  three  inches.  All  head-lights  should  be  overhauled 
and  maintained  in  a  fit  condition  with  new  reflectors  where  necessary,  broken  glass 
replaced  and  new  lamps  substituted  for  those  below  normal  candle  power. 

WIRING. 

All  means  possible  to  improve  and  perfect  wiring,  hanging  and  placing  of  equip- 
ment appliances  should  be  used  and  a  universal  system  of  wiring  adopted. 

BRASSES. 

All  brasses  throughout  the  cars  should  be  renewed  where  necessary.  Armature 
and  axle  shafts  and  other  bearing  parts  should  be  normal. 

COMMUTATORS. 

All  commutators  should  be  turned  where  the  service  is  uneven  and  put  in  first- 
class  condition,  and  when  abnormally  worn  should  be  renewed. 

FIELD  COILS  AND  ARMATURE  WINDINGS. 

These  should  be  tested  for  insulation  and  if  found  to  be  below  normal,  should  be 
replaced  with  new  ones.     They  should  all  be  thoroughly  cleaned  and  painted. 
CONTROLLERS. 

Controllers  should  have  all  contacts  and  other  parts  renewed  that  show  any 
indication  of  abnormal  wear.  Connections  should  be  tightened  and  the  controller 
thoroughly  cleaned  and  painted. 

AUTOMATIC  CIRCUIT  BREAKERS. 

The.se  sjiould  be  tested  and  maintained  operative  for  the  proper  load,  corresponding 
to  the  motor  capacity  of  the  car. 

RESISTANCES. 

Resistances  should  be  carefully  tested  and  any  section  not  up  to  the  standard 
renewed,  and  a  form  of  insulating  hanger  used  so  that  the  resistance  will  not  be 
belied  directly  to  the  bottom  of  the  car  when  in  line  with  the  splash  of  the 
wheel.  There  should  be  sufllcient  space  between  the  resistance  and  the  car  floor 
to  prevent  danger  to  the  woodwork  of  the  car  and  also  to  increase  insulation. 

TRUCKS. 

All  trucks  should  be  thoroughly  cleaned  and  lined.  AH  broken,  weak,  sagging, 
twisted,  worn  or  otherwise  defective  parts  should  he  replaced  with  new  ones  and 
not  merely  repaired,  except  where  defects  are  very  sllcfht.  especially  all  springs 
should  be  renewed  where  the  normal  effectiveness  has  been  lost. 

MOTOR  SUSPENSION. 

All  motor  suspensions  should  be  completely  overhnulcd,  missing  parts  supplied, 
springs  that  have  lost  their  normal  effectiveness  replaced  and  all  adjustments 
properly  made. 

BRAKES. 

All  cars  in  service  should  be  supplied  with  double  chain  brakes  and  all  brake 
mechanisms  should  be  given  careful  Inspoction  and  improvements  made  in  the 
mechanism  and  form  at  present  employed  and  the  entire  brake  equipment  should 
be  maintained  alwavs  in  first-class  operative  condition. 

LIGHTNING  ARRESTERS  AND  CUT-OUTS. 

All  open  cars  in  service  should  l)e  equipped  with  one  modern  lightning  arrester 
outfit,  properly  connected  and  kept  always  In  operative  condition  and  all  liir^tninff 
arrnstors  and  cut-outs  should  be  glvpn  most  careful  inspoction  and  placed  and 
maintained  in  first-class  operative  condition  and  such  sections  of  the  line  of  th;» 
road  which  at  the  present  time  have  insufficient  protection  should  be  supplied 
with  lightning  arresters. 

AXLE   GEAR    WHEELS.   ARMATURE   PINIONS   AND   CAR   WHEELS. 

These  should  in  every  Instance  be  renewed  where  any  Indication  is  found  of 
abnormal  wear.  All  gears  and  pinions  should  be  replaced  where  the  teeth  are  worn 
down  to  less  than  one-sixteenth  (1/16)  of  an  inch  on  top.  and  gear  cases  should 
be  maintained  tight,  so  as  to  prevent  as  much  as  possible  the  lubricating  -grease 
from  being  thrown  out. 

TIME. 

The  company  should  create  facilities  and  oreranlze  a  reconstruction  department 
so  as  to  pass  each  of  its  open  car  bodies  and  equipment  through  the  shons  for 
the  overhauling  and  renewing,  as  specified  above,  on  or  before  the  31st  day  of 
May.  1908,  and  all  closed  car  bodies  and  equipment  should  receive  the  same  over- 
hauling and  renewal  process  before  going  Into  service  for  the  season  of  lOOS-lOOJ). 

When  any  car  has  been  overhauled  and  prepared  for  service,  as  above  specified, 
notice  of  that  fact  in  writing  should  be  sent  to  the  Commission,  stating  the  time 
and  place  where  the  car  is  to  be  tested,  to  the  end  that  the  engineers  of  the 
Commission  may  attend. 
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"  run-in"  book. 

The  company  should  provide  n  run-in  book  supplied  with  a  carbon  sheet  and 
envelope  and  this  carbon  sheet  should  be  mailed  to  the  equipment  and  inspection 
bureau  of  the  Commission  dally. 

OVERHEAD   TROLLEY   CONSTRUCTION. 

The  entire  trolley  wire  system  should  be  carefully  Inspected  and  every  part 
showing  excessive  wear  should  be  renewed.  This  refers  particularly  to  the  wires 
on  curves,  cross-overs  and  switches,  also  to  the  entrance  to  frogs,  switches,  section 
insulators,  splicing  cars,  cro«8-overs  and  to  points  whoro  the  trolley  joins  and  of 
the  overhead  appliances.  All  trolley  wires  should  at  alt  times  be  maintained  at  a 
proper  tension,  so  as  to  prevent  excessive  sa?  between  supports  and  should  be 
maintained  at  a  uniform  height  above  the  track,  where  possible.  All  span  wires, 
pullofTs  and  strain  wires  should  be  straightened  and  the  slack  taken  up  and  all 
wires  must  be  immediately  renewed  which  show  corrosion,  improper  connections  or 
any  other  imperfection. 

OVERHEAD  APPLIANCES. 

These  should  be  carofnlly  inspected  and  where  found  lacking  normal  Insulation 
or  strength  or  otherwise  defective,  should  be  replaced  or  repaired,  double  Insulation 
between  all  live  wires  and  poles  should  be  made. 

FEEDER  WIRES.  « 

The  entire  feeder  wire  system  should  be  carefully  Inspected  and  all  parts  show- 
ing insufficient  insulation  or  defective  construction  should  be  replaced  or  repaired. 

POLES. 

Attention  should  be  given  to  the  cleaning  and  repairing  of  substantially  all  the 
poles  throughout  the  comiMiny's  system  and  particularly  to  the  replacing  of 
deteriorated  poles 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  Immediately  and 
remain  In  force  until  modified  by  the  further  order  of  this  Commission. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  on  or  before  the  27th  day  of  April .  1908,  the 
Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission 
for  the  First  District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be 
obeyed. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  rehearing  order  was  issued: 

REHEARING  ORDER  No.  563. 
.Tune  9,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  433,  having  been  made  snd  filod  herein  on  the  24th  day  of  April, 
1908,  under  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  a  hearing.  No.  271.  made  February  18. 
1008,  and  thereafter  having  been  duly  served  upon  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn 
Railroad  Company,  the  same  to  take  effect  immedlatoly ;  and  in  and  by  said  order 
the  direction  having  been  given  to  said  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad 
Company  that  all  cars  In  service  should  be  supplied  with  double  chain  brakes,  and 
the  said  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  having  on  June  2,  1908, 
applied  in  writing  to  this  CommlsRion  for  a  rehearing  in  respect  to  the  direction 
aoove  mentioned  In  said  Order  No.  433,  and  sufficient  reason  for  said  rehearing 
having  been  made  to  appear. 

Ordered.  That  8.«ild  request  for  rehearing  be  granted  and  that  the  said  rehearing 
upon  the  matters  contained  in  said  Order  No.  433.  entered  and  filed  on  April  24. 
1008.  be  held  on  the  18th  dny  of  June.  1908.  at  2:30  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or 
at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  snme  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the 
CommI.«Jslon.  1R4  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattnn.  cltv  and  State  of  New  York, 
to  determine  after  snch  rehearincr  and  aft^r  or.nsideratlon  of  the  facts.  Including 
those  arising  after  the  makinc  of  the  Order  No.  433  whether  the  orifflnnl  Order 
No.  433  should  be  abrogated.  chan7Pd  or  mrdlflcd  with  resppct  to  said  direction  as 
to  the  supplying  of  all  cars  in  service  with  double  chnin  brakes. 

And  if  any  such  abrocratlon.  changes  or  mo'llficatfons  are  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  "made,  then  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  rhauRes  or  modifi- 
cations of  the  said  order,  and  to  determine  the  time  of  taking  effect  of  the  order 
as  changed  or  modified. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  sha'l  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Comnanv  be 
given  at  least  five  (5)  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it.  either 
persona llv  or  bv  mall,  of  a  Vertlflod  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  su^h  rehearing 
said  company  shall  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opnoptunity  for  prosentln»  evidence 
and  examinlnif  and  erofts-exnmining  wl^^nes^ses  as  to  the  matters  nfores-^id. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  rime  of  tho  said  Coney  Is'and  and  BrooVlvp  Railroad 
Companv  within  whioh  to  comnlv  with  the  terms  of  9ftid  Ord^r  No  433.  in  so  far 
as  said  order  refors  to  douMe  rhains  on  brakes,  bo  and  the  panio  horohy  Is.  eitpudpd 
Tirt'l  surh  time  as  the  Commission  shall  enter  an  order  upon  the  rehearing  herein 
provided  for. 

Hearing  held  June  18th. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDER   No.  500   AFTER  REHEARING. 

.Tune  23.  1908 

This  matter  comlne  on  upon  the  report  of  the  rehearing  of  Order  No.  438  had 
herein  on  the  18th  day  of  June,  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  said  rehearing  was 
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held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission,  dated  June  9,  1908,  said 
order  being  Order  No.  563  returnable  on  the  18th  day  of  June,  1908,  and  it  further 
appearing  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn 
Railroad  Company,  and  that  said  service  was  by  It  duly  acknowledged,  and  that 
the  said  rehearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said 
order  for  rehearing  specified  on  June  18,  1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett 
presiding,  Orosvenor  H.  Backus.  Esq.,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Com- 
mission, and  Slaughter  W.  Huff,  president,  npi>earing  for  tno  Coney  Island  and 
Brooklyn  lUilroad  Company,  and  the  said  Con*»y  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad 
Company  having  been  afforded  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and 
examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses,  and  proof  having  been  taken. 

Now,  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  rehearing,  and  after  consideration  of  the 
facts  including  those  facts  arising  since  the  making  of  the  order,  the  Commission 
beln^  of  the  opinion  that  the  original  order.  No.  43R.  should  be  changed  and  modi- 
fled  In  certain  particulars  so  as  not  to  require  that  the  open  cars  at  present  in 
service  be  supplied  with  double  chain  brakes,  this  modification  being  made,  how- 
ever, with  the  full  expectation  that  new  open  cars  when  ordered  will  have  brakes 
of  a  type  which  will  allow  double  chains  to  be  put  upon  them. 

Therefore,  on  motion   made  and  duly  seconded,  it  Is 

Orflcred,  That  Order  No.  433,  made  April  24,  1908,  and  directed  to  the  making 
of  additions,  repairs,  and  improvements  In  the  rolling  stock,  equipment,  overhead 
trolley  construction,  and  feeder  wire  systtm  of  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn 
Railroad  Company  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  changed  and  modified  so  as  to  read 
as  follows: 

FINAL  ORDER  No.  433. 

This  matter  coming  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  6th  day 
of  March,  1908,  and  the  adioumments  thereof,  and  it  appearing  that  the  said 
hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  hearing  No.  271,  made  the 
18th  day  of  February,  1908,  and  returnable  on  tho  6th  day  of  March.  1908,  and 
that  the  said  Order  No.  271  was  duly  served  upon  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn 
Railroad  Company,  and  that  the  said  service  was  by  it  duly  acknowledged  and 
that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in 
said  order  specified  on  the  6th  day  of  March.  1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had 
on  the  17th  day  of  March.  1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  the  Slst  day 
of  March,  1908.  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett  presiding  at  each  of  said  sessions,  and 
Orosvenor  H.  Backus,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  ,Tohn 
J.  Kuhn,  Esq.,  and  R.  D.  Kelly.  Esq..  appearing  for  said  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn 
Railroad  Company,  and  proof  being  taken. 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear,  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  hearing,  that  the 
regulations,  practices,  equipment,  and  appliances  of  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn 
Railroad  Company,  in  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District, 
are  unsafe,  improper  and  Inad<»quate.  and  that  the  additions,  repairs  and  improve- 
ments to  the  rolling  stock,  equipment,  overhead  trolley  construction  and  feeder  wire 
system  of  said  company,  hereinafter  specified,  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  order 
to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public,  and  In  order  to  secure 
adequate  service  and  facilities  In  the  transportntlon  of  passengers. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq..  coun-^cl  to  the  Commission,  it  Is 

Ordered,  1.  That  said  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  make  a 
thorough  inspection  of  all  Its  open  and  closed  cars,  covering  car  bodies  motor  and 
electric  equipment,  wiring  and  trucks;  that  all  defects  are  to  be  carefully  noted 
and  the  cars  sent  through  the  various  shops  for  an  overhauling  which,  when  com- 
plete, will  place  the  cars  In  a  first-class  operating  and  renovated  condition ;  and 
that  when  so  completed  said  cars  shall  thereafter  be  overhauled  at  periods  which 
will  Insure  the  future  upkeep  and  proper  operation  of  equipment  so  as  properly  to 
serve  the  public. 

The  following  directions  are  given,  not  as  detailed  working  specifications,  but 
merely  as  Illustrative  of  the  intention  of  the  Commission  and  of  the  scope  and 
meaning  of  this  order. 

INSPECTION. 

By  a  thorough  inspection  and  general  overhauling  of  the  car  bodiM  and  its  entire 
equipment  it  is  intended  that  each  car  should  he  placed  over  a  pit,  seats  and 
trapdoors  removed  and  covers  taken  off  to  facilitate  careful  inspection  of  motors 
which  should  be  made  by  a  competent  superintendent  and  not  by  car-house 
employees. 

CAR   BODY 

Where  the  car  body  must  be  completely  repainted  as  well  as  revamished.  It 
should  be  sent  first  through  the  carpenter  shop  to  have  all  the  defects  of  the  wood- 
work repaired.  Special  attention  should  be  given  to  the  inspection  of  all  car 
bodies,  covering  frame,  fioor.  moulding,  stanchions,  panels,  roofs  and  hoods,  and  in 
every  case  where  the  woodwork  and  other  mntorlal  is  not  In  sound  condition,  such 
part  should  be  replaced.  All  motal  work  pertaining  to  car  bodies  should  be  re- 
newed If  In  a  defective  state,  and  the  various  parts  of  platforms,  doors,  windows 
and  roofs  should  be  given  the  same  careful  renewal. 

All  cars  In  service  should  he  supplied  with  one  incandescent  head-light,  located 
on  each  dash  of  the  car.  The  headlight  must  be  of  a  type  which  does  not  project 
In  front  of  the  dash  more  than  three  inches.  All  head-lights  should  be  overhauled 
and  maintained  In  a  fit  condition  with  new  refiectors  where  neces.sary.  broken  glass 
replaced  and  new  lamps  substituted  for  those  below  normal  candle  power. 


Orders  of  the  Commission  Issued  in  1908.  597 

WIRING. 

All  means  possible  to  improve  and  perfect  wiring,  hanging  and  placing  of  equip- 
ment appliances  should  be  used  and  a  universal  system  of  wiring  adopted. 

brasses. 

All  brasse.=9  throughout  the  cars  should  be  renewed  where  necessary.  Armature 
and  axle  shafts  and  other  bearing  parts  should  be  normal. 

COMMUTATORS. 

All  commutators  should  be  turned  where  the  service  is  uneven  and  put  in  first- 
class  condition,  and  when  abnormally  worn  should  be  renewed. 

FIELD  COILS  AND  ARMATURE   WINDINGS. 

These  should  be  tested  for  insulation  and  If  found  to  be  below  normal,  should  be 
replaced  with  new  ones.     They  should  all  be  thoroughly  cleaned  and  painted. 

CONTROLLERS. 

Controllers  should  have  all  contacts  and  other  parts  renewed  that  show  any  in- 
dication of  abnormal  wear.  Connections  should  be  tightened  and  the  controller 
thoroughly  cleaned  and  painted. 

AUTOMATIC  CIRCUIT  BREAKERS. 

Those  should  be  tested  and  maintained  operative  for  the  proper  load,  corre- 
sponding to  the  motor  capacity  of  the  car. 

RESISTANCES. 

Resistances  should  be  carefully  tested  and  any  section  not  up  to  the  standard 
renewed,  and  a  form  of  insulating  hanger  used  so  that  the  resistance  will  not  be 
belted  directly  to  the  bottom  of  the  car  when  in  line  with  the  splash  of  the  wheel. 
There  should  be  sufficient  space  between  the  resistance  and  the  car  floor  to  prevent 
danger  to  the  woodwork  of  the  car  and  also  to  increase  insulation. 

TRUCKS. 

All  trucks  should  be  thoroughly  cleaned  and  lined.  All  broken,  weak,  sagging, 
twisted,  worn  or  otherwise  defective  parts  should  be  replaced  with  new  ones  and 
not  merely  repaired,  except  where  defects  are  very  slight,  especially  all  springs 
should  be  removed  w^here  the  normal  effectiveness  has  been  lost. 

MOTOR  SUSPENSION. 

All  motor  suspension  should  be  completelv  overhauled,  missing  parts  supplied, 
springs  that  have  lost  their  normal  effectiveness  replaced  and  ail  adjustments 
properly  made. 

BRAKES. 

All  closed  ^ars  in  service  should  be  supplied  with  double  chain  brakes  and  the 
brake  mechanisms  on  all  cars  should  be  given  careful  inspection  and  improvements 
made  in  the  mechanism  and  form  at  present  employed,  and  the  entire  brake  equip- 
ment should  be  maintained  always  in  nrst-class  operative  condition. 

LIGHTNING  ARRESTEIIS  AND  CUT-OUTS. 

All  open  cars  in  service  should  be  equipped  with  one  modern  lightning  arrester 
outfit,  properly  connected  and  kept  always  In  an  operative  condition,  and  all  light- 
ning arresters  and  cut-outs  should  be  given  most  careful  inspection  and  placed  and 
maintained  in  first-class  operative  condition,  and  such  sections  of  the  line  of  the 
road  which  at  the  present  time  have  insufficient  protection  should  be  supplied  with 
lightning  arresters. 

AXLE    GEAR   WHEELS.   ARMATURE    PINIONS   AND   CAR   WHEELS. 

These  Ahould  In  every  Instance  be  renewed  where  any  Indication  is  found  of 
abnormal  wear.  All  gears  and  pinions  should  be  replaced  where  the  teeth  are  worn 
down  to  loss  than  one  sixteenth  (1/16)  of  an  inch  on  top,  and  gQar  cases  should 
bo  maintained  tight,  so  as  to  prevent  as  much  as  possible  the  lubricating  grease 
from  being  thrown  out. 

TIME. 

The  company  should  create  facilities  and  organize  a  reconstruction  department 
so  as  to  pass  each  of  its  open  car  bodies  and  equipment  through  the  shops  for  the 
ovorhauling  and  renewing,  as  specified  above,  on  or  before  the  31st  day  of  May, 
1008,  and  all  closed  car  bodies  and  equipment  should  receive  the  same  overhauling 
ami  renewal  process  before  going  into  service  for  the  season  of  1908-1909. 

When  any  car  has  been  overhauled  and  prepared  for  service,  as  above  specified, 
notice  of  that  fact  in  writing  should  be  sent  to  the  Commission,  stating  tne  time 
and  place  where  the  car  is  to  be  tested,  to  the  end  that  the  engineers  of  the 
Commission  may  attend. 

"  RUN-IN  "  BOOK. 

Tho  company  should  provide  a  run-in  book  supplied  with  a  carbon  sheet  and 
envelope  and  this  carbon  sheet  should  be  mailed  to  the  Equipment  and  Inspection 
Bureau  of  the  Commission  daily. 

OVERHKAD  TROLLEY  CONSTRUCTION. 

The  entire  trolley  wire  system  should  be  carefully  inspected  and  every  part 
showintr  oxcos«!lve  wear  should  be  renewed.  This  refers  particularly  to  the  wires 
on  curves,  cross-overs  and  switches,  also  to  tho  entrance  to  frogs,  switches,  section 
insulators,  splicing  cars,  cross-overs  and  to  points  where  the  trolley  joins  any 
of  tho  overhead  appliances.  All  trolley  wires  should  at  all  times  be  maintained  at 
a  proper  tension,  so  as  to  prevent  excessive  sag  between   supports  and  should  be 
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maintained  at  a  uniform  height  above  the  track,  where  possible.  All  span  wires, 
pulloffs  and  strain  wires  should  be  straightened  and  the  slack  taken  up  and  ali 
wires  must  be  immediately  removed  which  show  corrosion,  improper  connections  or 
any  other  imperfection. 

OVERHEAD  APPLIANCES. 

These  should  be  carefully  inspected  and  where  found  lacking  normal  insulation 
or  strength  or  otherwise  defective,  should  be  replaced  or  repaired,  double  insulation 
between  all  live  wires  and  poles  should  be  made. 

FEEDER   WIRES. 

The  entire  feeder  wire  svstem  should  be  carefully  inspected  and  all  parts  showing 
insufficient  insulation  or  defective  construction  should  be  replaced  or  repaired. 

POLES. 

Attention  should  be  given  to  the  cleaning  and  repainting  of  substantially  ali 
the  poles  throughout  the  company's  system  and  particularly  to  the  replacing  of 
deteriorated  poles. 

And  it  i8  further  ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  immediately  and  remain 
in  force  until  modified  bv  the  further  order  of  this  Commission. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  on  or  before  the  29th  day  of  June,  1908,  the 
Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion for  the  First  District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will 
be  obeyed. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  extension  order  was  issued: 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  779. 
October  13.  1908. 

An  order,  No.  596,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  28d  day  of  June, 
1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  to 
thoroughly  overhaul,  renew  and  repaint  its  closed  cars  before  going  into  service 
for  the  season  of  1908-1909,  and  the  said  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad 
Company  having,  on  October  2,  1908,  applied  in  writing  to  this  Commission  for 
an  extension  of  such  time, 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company 
wlthlD  which  to  comply  with  Order  No.  596  with  respect  to  repainting  its  closed 
car.-i  and  gcneinlly  overhauling  cables  and  wiring,  be,  and  the  same  hereby  Is, 
extended  to  and  including  the  first  day  of  January,  1909. 


CSoney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company. —  OverhAuling 

cars. 

Commissioner  Bassett  presented  the  following  report,  which  was  approved 
and  ordered  filed: 

Repqrt  on  Surface  Cab  Congestion  on  Brooklyn  Bridge. 

When  the  Commission  began  Its  duties  on  July  1,  1907,  one  of  the  most  aggra- 
vating conditions  discovered  was  the  slow  movement  of  surface  cars  on  Brooklyn 
Bridge,  especially  in  tho  rush  hours.  Investigations  showed  the  delays  to  be  caused 
by  frequent  stoppages  due  to  trouble  from  motors,  fuses,  poles  and  controllers.  An- 
other source  of  delay  came  from  overloaded  trucks,  which  especially  in  the  evening 
would  become  stalled  on  the  grade.  During  the  month  of  September  there  were  234 
I  delays,  amounting  to  1060  minutes,  or  an  average  delay  of  35  minutes.     The  cars 

of  the  Coney  Island  and   Brooklyn   Railroad  Company  were  largely  responsible  for 
the  delays  due  to  failures  of  equipment.     The  number  and  kind  of  delays  charged 
"    against  this  road  for  September,  1907,  were : 

j                        Motors 40 

1                        Fuses 65 

Poles 5 

1                        Controllers 17 

I                        All  others 11 

I  Total 147 
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The  Commission  assisted  this  road  in  discovering  the  causes  of  these  numerous 
delays,  issued  orders  rogardlnp  repairs,  maintenance  and  new  cars  and  the  result  has 
been  quite  satisfactory.  From  time  to  time  the  delays  decreased,  as  can  be  seen  by 
the  following  schedule  showing  the  number  of  delays  caused  by  this  road  on  the 
Brooklyn  Bridge  each  month  since   that  time : 


September        October        November        December        January        February 
147                      91                    67                    49                    27                    25 

March 
15 

The  time  of  delays  in  minutes  for  the  same  period  is  shown  to  be : 

September        October        November        December        January        February 
621                   400                   280                   203                 119                 100 

March 
64 

The  delays  of  the  Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit  lines  were  comparatively  low,  but  they 
too  have  been  reduced. 

At  the  request  of  the  Commission  the  bridge  department  put  in  force  a  rule 
prohibiting  the  use  of  the  bridge  for  heavily  loaded  trucks  during  the  rush  hours. 
Other  improvemoDts  made  by  the  bridge  department  have  assisted  in  bringing  about 
the  objects  desired  by  the  Commission.  The  result  has  been  that  the  time  of  delays 
has  been  reduced  from  1060  minutes  In  September  to  385  minutes  In  Marco. 
During  the  month  of  March  133,000  surface  cars  crossed  the  bridge,  being  an 
Increase  of  11,000  over  the  preceding  September,  which  means  that  about  396,000- 
more  seats  were  provided  in  March  than  la  September.  The  average  number  of 
surface  cars  passing  over  the  bridge  in  September  in  the  evening  rush  hour  was 
288.     In.  March  this  average  was  increased  to  310. 

At  this  time  one  year  ago  the  largest  dally  number  of  surface  cars  that  crossed 
the  bridge  was  approximately  4,000.  To-day  It  Is  approximately  4,700,  an  increase 
of  17^2  per  cent.  At  this  time  a  year  ago  the  average  number  of  surface  cars 
crossing  the  bridge  between  five  and  six  p.  m.  was  236.  To-day  it  is  310,  an 
increase  of  33  1/3  per  cent. 

April  20,  lOOS.  

Coney   Island   and    Brookl3m   Railroad    Company.—  Service  on 

Brooklyn  Bridge. 

The  Secretary  presented  the  following  report  of  Commissioner  Bassett  regard- 
ing delays  caused  by  the  cars  of  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroao 
Company  on  the  Brooklyn  Bridfye  during  the  months  of  September,  1907 
end  September,  1908,  which  was  approved  and  ordered  filed: 

Report  of  Commission. 

COMMIHSJO.NKR    BASSKTT  : 

One  year  ago  last  month  this  commission  was  faring  considerable 
attention  to  the  delays  occasioned  in  the  movement  or  trolley  cars  on 
ihe  Brooklyn  Bridge.  It  soon  developed  that  the  equipment  of  the  Coney  Island  & 
Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  caused  the  neatest  amount  of  trouble,  for  the  report 
of  that  month  showinR  that  although  the  company  was  operating  16^  per  cent, 
of  the  total  numl>er  of  cars  it  caused  62%  per  cent,  of  the  total  delays.  These 
delays  were  pni»t1y  responsible  for  the  prent  congestion  at  the  bridge.  During  the 
month  of  September.  1907.  this  railroad  had  147  delays,  amounting  to  a  total  of 
621  minutes.  September  of  this  year  shows  14  delays  amounting  to  a  total  of 
27  minutes.  The  following  Is  a  comparison  of  the  principal  causes  of  trouble 
during  1007  and  the  change  brought  about  in  one  year : 


Fuses  .... 
Motors  .  .  . 
Controllers 
Poles  .... 
All  others  . 


Sept.   1907. 

Sept.^  1908. 

No.  of  delays.     Minutes. 
65                  256 
49                  224 
17                     73 
5                    17 
11                     51 

No.  of  delays.     Minutes. 

2  4 

4  7 
0                      0 

3  6 

5  10 

147  621  14  27 


The  company  is  still  operating  16Vi  per  cent  of  the  total  number  of  surface 
cnr^  across  the  bridge,  but  instead  of  having  62%  per  cent  of  the  number  of 
('o)nv^  It  non-  hTs  i:t''.  per  cent.  These  figures  show  the  extent  to  which  the 
enuljiment  of  th«s  rond  had  boen  allowed  to  run  down,  and  the  result  of  improve- 
ments made  under  the  orders  of  the  Commission   in  one  year. 

Octol)er  13,  1008. 
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t^orty-second  street,  Manhattan ville  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue 
Railway  Company. —  Unsanitary  condition  of  closed  cars  on 
Forty-second  street  crosetown  line. 

Complaint  Order  No.  447, 
Hearing  Order  No.  497. 
Opinion   of   Commissioner  Maltbie. 
Final  Order  No.  647. 
Complaint  of  M.  Burb  Wright 
against 
Fortt-Seoond  Street,  Manhattanville  and 
St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway  Company 
AND    Frederick    W.    Whitridge,    as    Re- 
ceiver or  Said  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  447    (see  form,  note  1)    issued  May  1st. 
Hearing  Order  No.  497   (sec  form,  note  3)   issued  May  15th. 
Hearings  were  held  May  22d  and  29th. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  June  2,  1908.) 
Commissioner  Maltbie:— - 

This  case  arose  from  a  complaint  made  by  Assemblyman  Wright,  that  the  cars 
operated  upon  the  Forty-second  street  line  were  filthy  and  nnsanltary.  The  com- 
plaint was  forwarded  to  the  receiver  and  a  reply  received,  which  was  not  consid- 
ered satisfactory  by  the  complainant.  Accordingly  an  order  for  a  hearing  was 
adopted  by  the  Commission  upon  May  15tb.  A  hearing  was  held  upon  May  22d 
and  an  adjourned  hearing  upon  May  29th. 

The  evideoce  presented  by  the  inspectors  of  the  Commission,  who  were  directed 
to  report  upon  the  conditions  which  existed  immediately  after  the  complaint  was 
filed  (April  24th),  and  a  few  days  ago  (May  26th),  indicated  that  the  complaint 
was  entirely  justified.  Upon  April  24lh  there  was  not  a  single  car  out  of  the 
twenty-three  then  being  operated,  which  was  not  dirty  or  filthy  In  some,  respect, 
and  many  of  them  were  filthy  and  unsanitary  throughout. 

After  the  complaint  was  forwarded  to  the  receiver,  a  marked  improvement  in 
the  condition  of  the  cars  became  noticeable,  and  the  receiver  stated  to  the  Commis- 
sion in  a  communication  that  he  had  discharged  one  of  the  foremen  for  neglect  of  duty. 

At  the  time  of  the  second  Inspection  —  May  26  —  all  of  the  cars  were  in  better 
condition  than  formerly,  but  some  of  them  were  still  partially  dirty.  The  inspector 
who  made  this  Investigation  testified  that  it  would  be  possible  to  put  them  In  a  clean 
and  satisfactory  condition  with  little  labor  and  practically  no  expense.  All  of  the 
cars  are  soon  to  be  replaced  by  open  cars  and  the  Commission  has  already  Issued 
an  order  requiring  the  llecelvcr  to  overhaul  and  repair  all  of  the  cars  upon  this 
line.  The  open  cars  will,  therefore,  be  in  good  condition  when  they  are  put  in  use, 
and  the  closed  ears  by  early  fall. 

I  have  dlrocte<l.  therefore,  that  an  order  be  prepared  directing  the  receiver  to 
thoroughly  clean  all  of  the  closed  cars  which  are  used  during  the  summer,  the 
other  cars  having  been  covered  by  previous  orders. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

In   the  Matter  of 
M.  BURR  WRIGHT,       Complainant, 
against 
FORTY-SECOND      STREET,      MANHATTANVILLE 
AND   ST.   NICHOLAS  AVENUE  RAILWAY   COM- 
PANY   and    FREDERICK    W.    WHITRIDGE,    as 
receiver  of  said  company,  Defendants. 


Unsanitary  condition  of  closed  cars  on  Forty-second 
Street  Crosstown  Line. 


After    Order   for   Hearing   No.    497,   dated    May    15, 
1908. 


FINAL  ORDER  No.  547. 
June  2,  1908. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon    the  report  of  the   hearing;  had  herein  on   the  22d 
day  of  May,  1908,  and  on  the  29th  day  of  May,  1908.  and  It  appearing  that  said 
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hearing  was  had  pursuant  to  Order  for  Hearing  No.  407  of  this  Commission,  dated 
May  15,  1008,  and  returnable  May  22,  1008,  at  4  p.  m.,  which  order  for  hearing 
was  issued  upon  the  complaint  and  answer  herein ;  and  it  appearing  that  said 
order  for  hearing'  was  duly  served  upon  said  Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanville 
and  St  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway  Company  and  upon  Frederick  W.  Whltridge  as 
receiver  of  said  company ;  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and 
before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  complaint,  answer  and  order  specified 
on  said  22d  day  of  May,  1008.  and  the  20th  day  of  May,  1008,  before  Mr.  Commis- 
sioner Maltbie,  presiding,  Harry  M.  Chamberlain,  Esq.,  Assistant  Counsel,  appearing 
for  the  Commission  and  M.  Burr  Wright,  complainant,  appearing  in  person  and  no 
one  appearing  for  said  railway  company  or  for  said  receiver. 

Now.  it  having  been  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that 

the    regulations,   practices,    equipment   and    service    of   said    railway    company    and 

said    Frederlclc    W.    Whltridge,    as    receiver    of    said    company,    in    respect    to    the 

transportation  of  persons  upon  the  line  of  said  company  known  as  the  Forty-second 

Street  Crosstown  Line,  within  the  First  District,  are  unsafe  and  improper  in  that 

the  closed  cars  operated  by  said  company  and  by  said  receiver  upon  said  line  are 

In  an  unclean  and  unsanitary  condition  and  that  the  changes  In  said  regulations, 

practices,  equipment  and  service  hereinafter  mentioned  ought  reasonably  to  be  put 

m   force,  observed   and  used   bv  said  company   and  by  said  receiver   on  said  line 

and  that  It  would  be  reasonable  to  require  said  changes  to  be  put  in  force  bv  or 

before  the  date  hereinafter  specified  and  continued  in  force  as  hereinafter  provided. 

Therefore,   on  motion  of  George  S.   Coleman,   Esq.,   Counsel  to   the  Commission, 

It  i«  ordered.    (1)    That  all  closed  cars  operated  by  said  company  and  by  said 

,  receiver  on  said  line  shall  be  placed  In  a  clean  and  sanitary  condition  by  or  before 

the  8th  day  of  June,   1008.   and  shall  be   continued  in  that  condition  from   that 

the  20th  day  of  September,  1008. 


unless  earlier  modified  or 


time  until 

"ay 
continue  in  force  until  the  20th  day  of  September,  1008, 
abrogated  by  the  Commission. 

3.  That  said  Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanville  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway 
Companv  and  said  Frederick  W.  Whltridge.  as  receiver  of  said  company,  notify  the 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  within  three  (3)  days  after  the 
service  of  this  order  upon  them  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and 
will  be  obeyed. 


New  York  City  Railway  Company. —  Overhauling  and  equip- 
ping closed  cars. 

Hearing  Order  No.  466. 

Opinion   of   Commissioner   Maltbie. 

Final  Order  No.  544. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  of  repairs,  improvements  and  additions 
to  equipment  and  appliances,  including  rolllncr 
stoclc.  of  the  NEW  YORK  CITY  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANY nnd  of  ADRIAN  H.  .TOLINE  and  DOHOIaAS 
ROBINSON,  as  receivers  of  said  company,  in  the 
particulars  hereinafter  set  forth. 


Overhauling  closed  cars,  etc. 


^HEARING  ORDER  No.  466. 
May  8,   1008. 


It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  10th  day  of  May,  1008,  at 
4  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  Now  Yorlc,  to  inquire  whethef  the  regulations, 
practices,  equipment  and  appliances  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  and 
of  Adrian  II.  .Toline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  said  company,  in  respect 
of  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District,  are  unsafe,  improper  and  inade- 
quate, and  whether  improvements,  repairs  and  additions  to  closed  cars  and  closed 
car  equipments  of  said  company  and  of  said  Jollno  and  said  Robinson,  as  receivers 
of  said  company,  ought  reasonably  to  Ix*  made,  in  order  to  promote  the  security 
and  convenience  of  the  public  or  employees  and  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service 
and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  pass^nirers  and  property;  and  if  such  b? 
found  to  be  the  fact,  then  to  determine  whether  additions,  repairs  and  improve- 
ments therein,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  are  such  as  would  be  just,  reasonable,  safe, 
adequate  and  proper,  and  ought  reasonably  be  made  to  promote  such  security  and 
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convenience  to  the  public  or  employees  and  In  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and 
facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengrers  or  property,  that  Is  to  sav : 

1.  That  every  closed  car  of  said  company  or  of  the  said  Jollne  and  said  Robinson, 
the  receivers  of  said  company,  receive  a  thorough  Inspection  covering  car  body, 
motor  and  electric  equipment,  wiring  and  trucks ;  that  all  defects  therein  l>e 
carefully  noted  and  the  car  sent  throu£?h  various  shops  and  there  overhauled  and 
repaired  so  as  when  completed  to  be  in  first  class  operating  and  practically  new 
condition.     This  applies  for  lll'ustration,  but  not  for  specification,  to  the  following: 

INSPECTION. 

By  a  thorough  inspection  and  general  overhauling  of  the  car  body  and  Its  entire 
equipment  It  Is  intended  that  the  car  should  be  brought  to  the  car  house  and  placed 
over  a  pit,  seats  and  trap  doors  removed  and  covers  taken  off,  to  facilitate  close 
inspection,  which  is  to  be  made  by  competent  engineers  and  not  by  car  house 
employees. 

CAR  BODIES. 

The  car  body  must  be  completely  repainted.  It  should  be  sent  first  through 
the  carpenter  shop  to  have  all  defects  of  the  woodwork  repaired  as  well  as  the 
metal  work.     It  snould  then  go  to  the  paint  shop  to  be  properly  painted. 

HEADLIGHTS. 

All  headlights  should  be  overhauled  and  put  in  fit  condition,  with  new  reflectors 
where  necessary :  broken  glasses  replaced  with  semaphore  glass  and  the  lamps 
removed  when  found  to  be  below  normal  candle  power. 

PILOT  FENDERS. 

All  pilot  fenders  must  be  gone  over  carefully  and  strengthened  and  removed 
whenever,  in  the  judgment  of  the  engineers,  it  would  be  beneficial. 

WIRING,  ETC. 

All  Improvements  possible  in  the  method  of  wiring,  hanging  and  placing  of 
equipment  appliances  should  be  made. 

BRASSES. 

All  brasses  throughout  the  car  should  be  renewed.  Armature  shaft,  axle  shaft 
and  other  bearing  parts  should  be  normal. 

commi:tators. 

Commutators  should  be  turned  and  made  in  first  class  condition,  and  when 
abnormally  worn  miist  be  renewed. 

FIELD  COILS  AND  ARMATURE  WINDINGS. 

Should  be  tested  for  insulation,  and  if  found  to  be  below  standard,  must  be 
replaced ;  otherwise  they  should  be  well  cleaned  and  painted. 

TRUCKS. 

Should  have  all  defective  and  weak  parts  renewed,  not  repaired,  except  in  case 
of  very  minor  defects. 

BRAKES. 

Should  be  given  careful  Inspection  and  Improvements  made  in  the  mechanism 
and  form  employed  which  in  the  judgment  of  the  company's  engineers  would  be 
beneficial. 

CONTROLLERS. 

Should  have  all  contact  and  other  parts  removed  that  show  any  Indication  of 
abnormal  wear  and  connections  tightened  and  blown  out  and  painted. 

AUTOMATIC  CIRCUIT  BREAKERS. 

Should  be  tested  and  adjusted  for  a  proper  load  correspondiner  to  the  motor 
capacity  of  the  car  and  a  form  of  box  coverlne  devised  which  would  be  free  from 
the  defects  that  present  type  of  covering  has  shown. 

RESISTANCES. 

Should  be  cleaned,  tested,  and  any  section  not  up  to  the  standard  removed  ;  a 
form  of  hanger  used  so  that  the  resistance  will  not  bo  bolted  directly  to  the  bottom 
of  the  car,  and  that  there  is  suflicient  space  between  the  resistance  and  the  car 
floor  to  prevent  danger  to  the  woodwork  of  the  car  from  the  resistance  becoming 
nbnormally  heated,  also  to  Increase  insulation. 

AXLE  GEAR  WHEELS,  ARMATURE  PINIONS  AND  CAR  WHEELS.  . 

Should  in  every  Instance  be  renewed  when  an  indication  is  found  of  abnormal 
wear  and  gear  cases  should  at  all  times  be  maintained  at  least  half  filled  with 
gear  grease,  so  as  to  minimize  the  noise  as  much  as  possible  resulting  from  the 
gears  and  pinions. 

WIRING. 

All  power  and  lighting  wiring  should  be  gone  over  and  a  careful  study  made  by 
the  company's  engineers  of  means  to  Improve  the  present  methods  of  wiring 
employed. 

TIME. 

The  work  should  be  organized  and  carried  on  In  such  manner  as  to  cover  at  the 
rate  of  ten  cars  (10)   a  day. 

2.  When  any  car  has  been  so  overhauled  and  renewed  and  made  ready  for  service, 
notice  thereof  must  be  sent  to  the  Commission  and  the  in^^nection  of  Its  then 
condition  allowed  by  Inspectors  of  the  Commission  before  the  same  is  put  in 
service. 
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And  If  OBv  such  improvements,  repairs  and  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made,  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a  reason- 
able time  within  which  the  same  should.  J)e  directed  to  he  executed  and  in  what 
manner  execution  of  the  same  should  be  specified  to  be  made. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  as  shall  be 
Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company  and  Adrian  H. 
Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  receivers  of  said  company,  be  given  at  least  ten  days* 
notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  each  of  them,  either  personally  or  by  mail, 
of  a  certified  copy  or  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  they  be  afforded  all 
reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining 
witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  were  held  May  19th  and  27th. 

Opinion  of  Commtssion. 

(Adopted  May  29,  1908.) 
Commissioner  Maltdik  : — 

Several  weeks  ago  the  Commission  adopted  an  order  directing  the  receivers  of 
the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  to  overhaul  and  repair  all  of  their  open  cars 
by  the  end  of  this  month.  At  that  time  no  action  was  taken  relative  to  the  closed 
cars,  as  It  was  considered  more  necessary  that  the  cars  to  be  used  during  the 
summer  should  be  put  in  first  class  operating  condition  prior  to  the  opening  of 
the  summer  season  when  the  closed  cars  would  go  out  of  use  and  the  open  cars 
come  into  use.  With  this  work  well  under  way  the  Commission  took  up  the  sub- 
ject of  overhauling  and  repairing  the  closed  cars.  At  these  hearings  evidence  was 
presented  which  showed  that  Receivers  would  be  able  to  begin  work  upon  the 
closed  cars  on  the  1st  of  June  or  shortly  thereafter  and  that  six  (6)  long  cars  and 
four  (4)  short  cars  could  be  turned  out  dally  upon  an  average  from  and  after 
the  middle  of  June.  At  the  rate  of  ten  (10)  a  day  the  receivers  will  have  over- 
hauled and  repaired  nearly  all  of  the  closed  cars  by  the  end  of  the  fall.  Our 
engineers  have  endeavored  to  work  out  a  plan  whereby  a^l  of  them  would  be  ready 
for  use  by  the  time  open  cars  must  be  taken  out  of  service,  but  owing  to  the  lack 
of  shop  fncilitles.  duo  to  loss  by  fire,  and  to  the  Impossibility  of  reconstructing  the 
shops  in  time  to  operate  them  to  their  full  capacity  upon  the  whole  of  this  work, 
it  does  not  seem  possible  that  the  receivers  will  be  able  to  very  greatly  increase 
above  ten  (10),  the  average  number  turned  out  per  day.  It  Is  possible  that  some 
unforeseen  circumstance  may  interfere  with  the  maintenance  of  this  averasre,  but 
the  order  as  drawn  allows  a  certain  amount  of  leeway  and  if  anything  unforeseen 
Bhould  nrHo.  t'lp  Rpcnlvors  may  ask  for  a  reh faring  and  the  order  can  be  modified 
If  necessary. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

PINAL  ORDER   No.  544. 
May  29,   1908. 

An  order  known  as  Order  No.  466  having  been  made  on  the  8th  day  of  May, 
1908,  that  a  hearing  be  had  to  Inquire  among  other  things,  whether  repairs  to  the 
closed  cars  and  closed  car  equipments  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company 
and  of  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  said  company  ought 
reasonably  to  be  made  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the 
transportation  of  passengers  and  property,  and  said  order  having  been  duly  served 
on  said  New  York  City  Railway  Companv  and  on  its  said  receivers,  and  said 
hearing  having  been  duly  held  on  the  19th  and  27th  days  of  May,  1908,  before 
Hon.  MUo  R.  Maltble,  Commissioner,  Mr.  Henry  II.  Whitman,  Assistant  Counsel  to 
the  Commission,  attending,  and  no  one  appearing  for  said  New  York  City  Railway 
Company  or  its  said  receivers,  and  thp  Commission  being  of  the  opinion  after 
said  hearing  that  the  equipment  of  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company  or  its 
said  receivers  in  respect  of  the  transportation  of  persons  and  property  in  the 
First  District  is  unsafe  and  inadequate,  and  that  the  repairs  hereinafter  set  forth 
ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and  facilities  for 
the  transportation  of  passengers  and  property,  and  that  the  time  hereinafter  given 
within  which   to  make  such  repairs  Is  reasonable, 

Tt  is  ordered,  That  the  closed  cars  and  closed  car  equipments  of  said  New  York 
City  Railway  Company  or  of  said  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as 
receivers  of  said  company,  receive  a  thorough  Inspection,  and  that  said  closed 
cars  and  closed  car  equipments  be  thoroughly  overhauled  and  repaired  so  that 
when  completed  said  closed  cars  and  closed  car  equipments  shall  be  In  a  first-class 
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operating  and  substantially  new  condition,  haying  safe,  proper  and  adequate  car 
bodie:},  headlights,  pilot  fenders,  wiring,  brasses,  commutators,  field  coils,  armature 
wlndiuKs,  trucks,  brakes,  controllers,  automatic  circuit  breakers,  resistances,  axle 
gear  wheels,  armature  piuions  and  car  wheels ; 

And  it  is  furtntr  oraercd,  That  said  Sew  York  City  Railway  Company,  and  its 
said  receivers,  turn  out,  so  overhauled  and  repaired,  on  or  beiore  the  Ist  day  of 
July,  1008,  not  fewer  than  one  hundred  of  said  closed  cars  and  closed  car  equip- 
ments, and  that  thereafter  they  turn  out,  so  overhauled  and  repaired,  the  remaining 
closed  cars  and  closed  car  equipments  at  the  rate  of  not  fewer  than  one  hundred 
every  ten  working  days  uutll  all  of  said  closed  cars  and  closed  car  eQulpmcnts 
shall  have  been  turLcd  out  so  overhauled  and  repaired; 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or  its  said 
receivers,  notify  the  Commission  dally  in  writing,  in  a  form  to  be  prescribed  by 
the  Commission,  of  the  number  of  said  closed  cars  and  closed  car  equipment  so 
turned  out  as  aforesaid,  giving  the  identification  numbers  thereof,  and  stating 
when  and  where  the  same  arc  to  be  tested  ; 

And  it  is  further  ordered,  That  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or  its  said 
receivers,  notify  the  (  ommlssion  in  wrlting^ithln  five  days  after  the  service  of 
this  order  whether  Its  terms  are  accepted  ana  will  be  obeyed. 


New  York  City  Railway  Company ;  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Com- 
pany; Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanville  and  St.  Nicholas 
Avenue  Railroad  Company;  Dry  Dock,  East  Broadway  and 
Battery    Railroad    Company. —  Overhauling  and  repair  of 


cars. 


Hearing  Order  No.  234. 

Opinion   of   CommisBioner   Maltbie. 

Final  Order  No.  260. 

UeheariDg  Order  No.  332. 

Rehearing  Order  No.  341. 

Opinion   of   Commissioner   Maltbie. 

Final  Order  No.  365. 

Opinion   of   Commissioner   Maltbie. 

Final  Order   No.  403. 

Final  Order  No.  456. 

Opinion  of  C'uuusel. 

Extension  Order  No.  737. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission,  on  the 
question  of  how  the  duty  Imposed  under  an  order 
of  the  Commission  made  December  30,  1007, 
directing  the  NEW  YOUK  CITY  RAILWxVY  COM- 
PANY, or  ADRIAN  H.  JOLINE  and  DOUfiLAS 
ROBINSON,  Its  receivers,  on  and  after  February 
15,  1908,  to  turn  out  not  fewer  than  ten  cars 
dally,  not  including  SSundays  and  holidays,  ovor- 
hauled  and  repaired  as  provided  In  said  order, 
should  be  divided  between  said  New  York  City 
Railway  Company  or  Its  said  receivers,  and  the 
Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  or^Frederlck  W. 
Whitridge,   its  receiver. 


lORDER  FOR  HEARING, 
^  No.  234. 

January   31,   1908. 


An  order,  being  Order  No.  170,  having  been  duly  made  by  the  Commission  on 
December  30,  1907,  In  a  proceeding  entitled.  In  the  matter  of  the  hearing  on  the 
motion  of  the  t'ommission  on  tlio  question  of  repairs,  improvements  and  additions 
to  equipment  and  appliances.  Including  rolling  stock,  of  the  New  York  City  Railway 
Company  and  of  Adrian  II.  .Tollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as  receivers  of  said 
company,  in  the  particulars  in  said  order  set  forth,  and  said  Adrian  H.  Joline  and 
Douglas  Robinson  as  said  receivers  having  thereafter  and  on  the  4th  day  of 
January,  1908,  notified  the  Commission  in  writing  that  they  would  use  their  best 


Orders  of  the  Commission  Issued  in  1908.  605 

endeayors  to  obey  said  order,  and  thereafter  and  on  or  about  January  6,  1008,  an 
order  having  been  made  by  Hon.  E.  Henry  Lacombe,  Circuit  Judge  of  the  United 
States,  in  a  suit  duly  instituted  in  the  United  States  Circuit  Court  for  the  Southern 
District  of  New  York,  by  the  Central  Trust  Company  of  New  York  against  the 
Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  others,  wherein  and  whereby  one  Frederick 
W.  Whitrldge  was  appointed  receiver  of  certain  property  whereof  said  Adrian  U. 
Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson  had  theretofore  been  the  receivers,  and  the  question 
having  arisen  as  to  how  the  duty  imposed  under  said  order  of  the  Commission 
should  be  divided  between  the  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company  or  its  said 
receivers,  and  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  or  its  said  receiver, 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  held  on  the  13th  day  of  February,  1908, 
at  10  :30  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  or  at  any  time  -or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  and  determine  how  the  duty 
imposed  under  said  order  of  -the  Commission  should  be  divided  between  said  New 
York  City  Railway  Company  or  its  said  receivers,  and  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad 
Company   or  lis  said  receiver; 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  and  its 
said  receivers,  and  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  and  its  said  receiver,  be 
given  at  least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing,  by  service  upon  them,  personally  or 
by  mail,  of  certified  copies  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  they  and  each 
of  them  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examin- 
ing and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  February  13th. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  February  14,  1908.) 
COMMISSIONKU   Maltbie  : 

Final  Order  No.  179  required  the  receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Com- 
pany to  thoroughly  overhaul  and  repair  its  entire  rolling  stock  and  to  turn  out 
ready  for  use  at  least  ten  cars  per  day  from  and  after  February  15,  1908,  Sundays 
and  legal  holidays  excepted.  This  order  was  adopted  December  30,  1907,  and  was 
accepted  by  the  receivers  under  date  of  January  4,  1908. 

After  the  adoption  of  the  order,  the  Third  avenue  system,  including  the  Third 
avenue  line  proper,  the  Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanvllle  and  St.  Nicholas  Ave- 
nue Railway  Company  and  the  Dry  Dock,  East  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad 
Company,  was  placed  under  a  separate  receiver  by  the  United  States  District 
Court.  The  question  thereupon  arose  whether  the  order  as  originally  Issued  applied 
not  only  to  the  cars  now  being  operated  by  the  receivers  of  the  New  York  City 
Railway  Company,  but  also  to  the  cars  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  receiver  for 
the  Third  avenue  system.  As  the  two  systems  were  being  operated  Independently, 
it  also  became  Jiecessary  to  decide  how  many  cars  the  receivers  of  each  system 
should  overhaul  and  repair  dally. 

Accordingly,  an  order  for  a  hearing  was  Issued  and  evidence  taken  upon  the  13th 
of  February,  1908.  Although  the  receivers  of  each  system  acknowledged  the  receipt 
of  the  notice,  no  one  representing  cither  system  appeared  at  the  hearing. 

Mr.  McLimont  of  the  engineering  staff  of  the  Commission  was  called  and  gave 
evidence  to  the  eflfect  that  the  receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company 
were  prepared  to  overhaul  and  repair  ten  cars  per  day  from  and  after  February 
15,  notwithstanding  the  severance  of  the  Third  avenue  system  from  the  lines  they 
had  originally  operated.  Mr.  McLimont  also  testified  that  the  receiver  of  the 
Third  Avenue  Company  had  ample  facilities  for  overhauling  and  repairing  three 
cars  per  day  from  and  after  March  1,  1008,  and  also  to  overhaul  and  repair  all 
the  open  car  bodies  prior  to  May  1,  1008.  In  the  hearing  held  prior  to  the  Issu- 
ance of  Order  No.  179,  Mr.  McLimont  presented  an  exhaustive  report  showing  the 
need  for  a  thorough  overhauling  of  the  ca^s  not  only  of  the  New  York  City  Rail- 
way Company,  but  also  of  the  Third  avenue  system,  and  the  receiver  has  admitted, 
in  correspondence,  that  the  rolling  stock  was  in  a  dilapidated  condition. 

I  am  of  the  opinion,  therefore,  that  Order  No.  170  should  stand  unchanged  and 
unmodified  as  respects  the  Now  York  City  Railway  Company  and  Its  receivers,  and 
that  the  receiver  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  the  said  Dry  Dock,  East 
Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company,  and  the  Forty-second  Street,  Manhat- 
tanvllle and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway  Company  should  overhaul  and  repair  all 
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of  the  open  cars  prior  to  May  1,  1908:  that  he  should  turn  out  at  least  three 
closed  cars  per  day  on  and  after  March  2,  1908,  Sundays  and  legal  holidays 
excepted;  that  he  shall  report  daily  in  writing  the  numbers  of  the  cars  repaired, 
and  that  from  and  after  March  1,  1908,  a  tranncrlpt  of  the  "  run-in  "  book  or 
books  shall  be  furuished  daily  to  the  Commission. 

An  order  is  herewith  submitted  embodying  tnese  recommendations. 

Thereupon  the  following  order  waa  issued: 

ORDER  No.  260. 
February  14,  1008. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  bearing  duly  held  herein  on  the 
13th  day  of  February,  1908,  pursuant  to  an  order  of  the  Commission  made  January 
ai,  19U8,  which  said  order  was  ciuly  served  on  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company 
and  on  Adrian  U.  JoUne  and  Douglas  liobinson,  as  receivers  of  said  company  ou  the 
1st  day  of  February,  1908,  and  on  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company  ani  on 
Frederick  W.  Whltndgc,  as  receiver  of  said  company  on  the  1st  day  of  February, 
1908,  said  Frederick  \v.  Whitrldgc  having  been  tnereafter  appointed  receiver  ci  the 
Dry  Dock,  Bast  Broadway  and  Battery  itailroad  Company  and  of  the  Forty -second 
Street,  Mantiattanvllle  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway  Company,  said  two  last 
mentioned  companies  having  theretofore  been  owned  or  controlled  by  said  Third 
Avenue  Railroad  Company,  which  said  service  was  thereafter  duly  acknowledged, 
and  said  hearing  having  been  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters 
embraced  and  speciued  in  buid  order,  Commissioner  Maltble  presiding,  Mr.  Henry  II. 
Whitman  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  no  one  appearing  in  behalf  pf  the 
said  New  lork  City  Railway  Company  nor  in  behalf  of  the  said  Adrian  II.  Joline 
and  Douglas  Robinson  as  receivers  of  said  company  nor  in  behalf  of  the  Third 
Avenue  Uaiiroad  Company,  including  said  Dry  Dock,  East  Broadway  and  Battery 
Railroad  Company  and  said  Forty-second  Street,  ManhattanvUle  and  St.  Nicholas 
Avenue  Railway  Company,  nor  in  behalf  of  Frederick  W.  Whltrldge,  their  receiver, 
and  proof  having  been  duly  taken  upon  said  hearing,  and  it  appearing  therefrom, 
in  the  opinion  and  judgment  of  the  c:ommls8ion  that  the  order  heretofore  made  by 
the  Commission  on  December  30,  1907,  known  as  Order  No.  179,  should  s^and 
unchanged  and  unmodlhed  as  respects  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  and  its 
said  receivers,  with  the  same  force  and  effect  as  if  said  receivers  had  continued  to 
be  and  now  were  receivers  of  the  property  of  the  Third  Avenue  Ibiilroad  Company, 
of  the  Dry  Dock,  East  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company,  and  of  the  Forty- 
second  Street,  ManhattanvUle  and  St.  Nicholas  Avci;ue  Railway  Company;  and  it 
further  appearing  In  the  opinion  and  judgment  of  the  Commission  tnat  the  e<iuli>- 
ment  and  appliances  and  devices  of  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  said  D/y 
Dock,  East  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company  and  said  Forty -second  Street. 
ManhattanvUle  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway  Company  In  connection  with  the 
transportation  of  passengers  in  the  city  of  New  York  are  unsafe,  improper  and  in- 
adequate, and  that  in  order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public 
and  emplovees  of  said  company  and  to  secure  adequate  service  and  facilities  for 
the  transportation  of  passengers  in  the  city  of  New  York,  the  repairs  hereinafter 
directed  ought  reasonably  to  be  made,  and  that  the  time  hereinafter  given  within 
which  to  make  such  repairs  and  improvements  is  reasonable. 

Now  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  Commission,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  order  heretofore  made  by  the  Commission  on  December  30, 
1907,  known  as  Order  No.  179,  shall  stand  unchanged  and  unmodified  as  respects 
the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  and  its  said  receivers,  with  the  same  force 
and  effect  as  if  said  receivers  had  continued  to  be  and  now  were  receivers  of  the 
property  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  of  the  Dry  Dock,  Bast  Broadway 
and  Battery  Railroad  Company  and  of  the  Forty-second  Street.  ManhattanvUle  and 
St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway  Company  ;  and  it  is  further     ,     ^^       .^       ^  ^,        ^     ^ 

Ordered,  That  the  cars,  both  open  and  closed,  operated  in  the  city  of  New  York 
by  tlic  ^^aid  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  and  said  Dry  Dock,  East  Broadwaj 
and  Battery  Railroad  Company,  and  said  Forty-second  Street,  ManhattanvUle  and 
St  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway  Company,  or  of  said  Frederick  W.  VVhitrldge,  their 
receiver,  receive  a  thorough  inspection,  covering  car  bodies,  motor  and  electric  equip- 
ment, wiring  and  trucks,  and  that  said  cars  be  thoroughly  overhauled  and  repaired 
so  that  when  completed  they  and  each  of  them  shall  be  in  flrst-class  operating  and 
substantiallv  new  condition,  having  sflfo,  proper  and  adequate  car  bodies,  headlights, 
pilot  fenders,  wiring,  brasses,  controllers,  automatic  circuit  breakers,  resistances, 
axle  gear  wheels,  armature  pinions  and  car  wheels;  and  It  Is  further 

Ordered'  That  on  and  after  the  2nd  day  of  March,  1908,  the  said  Third  Avenue 
Railroad  Companv  and  the  Dry  Dock.  East  Broadway  and  Battery  BaUroad  Com- 
pany and  the  Forty-second  Street,  ManhattanvUle  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway 
Company,  or  their  said  receiver,  turn  out  not  fewer  than  three  of  said  closed  cars 
dally,  not  Including  Sundays  and  legal  holidays,  so  overhauled  and  repaired,  and 
that  In  adcUtlon  the  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  the  said  Dry  Dock,  East 
Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company,  and  the  said  Porty-second  Street,  Man- 
hattanville  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway  Company,  or  their  said  receiver,  have 
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all  of  their  said  open  cars  so  overhauled  and  repaired  on  or  prior  to  the  1st  day 
of  Mav,  1908, 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  and  the 
said  Dry  Dock,  East  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company,  and  tlie  said  B'orty- 
second  Street,  Manhattanville  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway  Company,  or  their 
said  receiver,  notify  the  Commission  dally  in  writing,  in  a  form  to  be  prescribed 
by  the  Commission,  of  the  number  of  said  cars  so  turned  out  as  aforesaid,  giving 
the  identification  numbers  thereof,  and  stating  when  and  where  the  same  are  to  be 
tested. 

ft  i8  furthir  ordered,  That  from  and  after  the  1st  day  of  March,  1908,  the  said 
Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  the  said  Dry  Dock,  Elast  Broadway  and  Battery 
Railroad  Company,  and  the  said  Forty-sei^ond  Street,  Manhattanville  and  St.  Nicholas 
Avenue  Railway  Company,  or  their  said  receiver,  furnish  and  forward  daily  a 
transcript  of  the  daily  entries  in  the  so-called  ''  run-in  "  book  or  books,  showing, 
amoHR  other  things,  which  of  said  cars  are  out  of  order. 

It  i«  further  ordered.  That  said  New  York  City  Rallwav  Company,  or  its  said 
rocelv«»rs,  and  the  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  the  said  Dry  Dock,  East 
Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company,  and  the  said  Forty-second  Street,  Man- 
hattan vlile  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway  Company,  or  their  said  receiver, 
notify  the  Commission  In  writing,  within  five  days  after  service  of  this  order, 
whether  Its  terms  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  rehearing  order  was  issued: 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  whether  the  order  heretofore  made  by  the 
Commission  on  February  14,  1908.  known  as  Order 
No.  200.  directing  the  New  York  City  Railway 
Company  or  ADRIAN  II.  JOLINE  and  DOTTGLAS 
ROBINSON,  its  receivers,  on  and  after  Februarv 
15.  1008,  to  turn  out  not  fewer  than  ten  cars 
daily,  not  including  Sundays  and  holidays,  over- 
hauled and  repaired,  as  provided  in  said  order, 
should  bo  modified  in  any  respect  because  of  the 
destruction  by  fire  of  the  car  barn  at  Second 
avenue  and  Ninety-sixth  street,  together  with  Its 
contents  belonging  to  said  company  or  its  receivers. 


ORDER  FOR  HEARING. 

No.  332. 

March  10,  1908. 


-^^y^'^?^""  ^  certain  order  was  heretofore  made  by  the  Commission  on  Februarv  14. 
19(»8.  known  as  Order  No.  200.  directing  the  New  York  City  Railway  Compnnv  or 
Adrian  11.  .Toline  and  Douglns  Robinson,  its  receivers,  on  and  after  February  15 
1908.  to  turn  out  not  fewer  than  ton  cars  daily,  not  Including  Sundays  and  holidays, 
overhauled  and  repaired,  as  provided  In  said  order,  and 

Whereas  snld  New  York  City  Railway  Company  or  Its  said  receivers  thereafter  and 
on  February  -JO,  1008,  duly  notiriod  the  Commission  In  writing  that  the  terms  of  said 
order  wore  acropted  and  would  be  obfvod,  and 

Whoreas  thoroaftor  on  March  2,  1008.  the  following  communication  was  received 
by  the  (\>mmiHslon  from  said  receivers: 

"  Referring  further  to  our  letter  to  you  under  date  of  February  20th,  acknowl- 
edgment whereof  by  you  under  date  of  Fobruary  29th.  Is  this  day  received,  we  beg 
to  advi.se  you  that  our  car  bam  at  Second  avenue  and  Ninety-sixth  street,  with  its 
contents,  was  destroyed  by  fire  yesterday  morning.  So  nearly  as  we  cnn  now  esti- 
mate, about  340  cars  were  burned  The  second  and  third  floors  of  this  building 
wero  nractlcally  entirely  devoted  to  the  electrical  and  raechanicil  work  involved  in 
complin  nee  with  ycur  Order  No.  260,  and  nearly  all  of  the  painting  was  also  carried 
on  at  these  shops, 

'•  We  are  compelled  to  advise  you  that  in  view  of  this  catastrophe,  it  la  entirely 
out  of  the  question  for  us  to  continue  our  compliance  with  the  requirements  of 
Order  No.  2fi0,  althoucrh  we  shall,  of  course,  do  all  that  Is  in  our  power  with  the 
resources  at  our  command  to  rehabilitate  our  equipment  as  rapidly  as  po^sslble.  We 
will  advise  you  from  time  to  tlnio  ns  rehnl>illtated  cars  are  ready  for  Inspection." 

A'oir  Ihrrrfnrr.  it  in  ordered.  That  a  hearing  bo  held  on  the  'l4th  day  of  March. 
1908.  at  10  MO  o'clock  In  the  forenoon  or  at  nny  time  or  tlTn*>s  to  which  the  same 
may  he  adlourned.  at  the  rooms  of  the  commission.  No.  l.'>4  Nassau  street,  borough 
of  Manhattan,  city  and  Stato  of  Now  York,  to  inquire  whether  said  order  No.  260 
should  be  nindjnod  Jn  nny  ro»?T)«Mt,  nnd  it  is  further 

Ordrretl.  Tlint  tho  Now  York  Citv  Railway  Comnanv  or  Adrian  H.-. Toline  and 
Douglas  Robinson.  Its  receivers,  be  given  at  least  three  days'  notice  of  such  hearing 
by  service  npon  them,  either  personally  or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order. 
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and  that  at  such  hearing  they  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportanlty  for  presentine 
evidence  and  examining  and  croBs-examinlng  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  were  held  March  24th  and  April  3d. 

Upon  application  of  the  companies  the  folic  wing  rehearing  order  was  issued: 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  the  Motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
Question  of  whether  the  Order  heretofore  made  by 
the  Commission  on  February  14,  1908,  known  as 
Order  No.  260,  directing  the  THIRD  AVENUE 
RAILROAD  COMPANY,  DRY  DOCK,  BAST 
BROADWAY  &  BATTERY  RAILROAD  COM 
PANY.  and  the  FX)RTY-SE(X)ND  STREET,  MAN- 
HATTANVILLB  &  ST.  NICHOLAS  AVENUE 
RAILWAY  COMPANY,  or  FREDERICK  W. 
WHITRIDGE,  their  receiver,  to  turn  out  not  fewer 
than  three  closed  cars  dally,  not  Including  Sun- 
days and  holidays,  overhauled  and  repaired  as 
provided  in  said  order,  and  also  to  have  all  of 
their  open  cars  so  overhauled  and  repaired  on  or 
prior  to  the  1st  day  of  May,  1008,  should  be  modi- 
fied In  any  respect  because  of  lack  of  materials 
or  facilities. 


-ORDER  FOR  REHEARING, 
No.  341. 
March  13.  1908. 


Whereas,  a  certain  order  was  heretofore  made  by  the  Commission  on  February  14, 
1908,  known  as  Order  No.  260,  directing  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  the 
Dry  Dock,  EJast  Broadwav  and  Battery  Railroad  Company,  and  the  Forty-second 
Street,  Manhattanvllle  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway  Company,  or  B'rederlck  W. 
Whltridge,  their  receiver,  on  and  after  March  2,  1908,  to  turn  out  not  fewer  than 
three   closed   cars  dally,   not  including  Sundays   and   holidays,   overhauled   and  re- 

E aired  as  provided  In  said  order,  and  also  to  have  all  of  their  open  cars  so  over- 
auled  and  repaired  on  or  prior  to  the  1st  day  of  May,  1908 ;  and 

Whereas,  said  Frederick  W.  Whltridge,  as  such  receiver,  claims  that  because  of 
lack  of  materials  and  facilities  he  is  unable  to  obey  said  order  or  a  certain  part 
thereof : 

Note  therefore,  it  is  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  held  on  the  18th  day  of  March, 
1908,  at  10  :30  o'clock  In  the  forenoon,  or  at  anv  time  or  times  to  which  the  same 
may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough 
of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  whether  said  Order  No.  260 
should  be  modifled  in  any  respect;  and  It  is  further 

Ordered,  That  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  the  Dry  Dock.  East  Broadway 
and  Battery  liailroad  Company,  and  the  Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanvllle  and 
St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway  Company,  or  Frederick  W.  Whltridge,  their  receiver, 
be  given  at  least  three  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  them  personally 
or  by  mall  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  they  be 
afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross- 
examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  held  March  18th  and  21st. 

Opinion  op  Commission. 

(Adopted  March  24.  1908.) 
Commissioner  Mai.tbie  : — 

Upon  February  14th,  this  year,  the  Commission  adopted  an  order  requiring  the 
Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  the  Dry  Dock,  East  Broadway  and  Battery  Rail- 
road and  the  Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanvllle  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway 
Company,  or  their  receiver,  to  thoroughly  inspect,  overhaul  and  repair  the  cars 
operated  upon  these  lines  prior  to  May  1,  1008.  The  order  also  provided  that  the 
companies,  or  their  receiver,  should  notify  the  Commission  dally  in  writing,  in 
the  form  prescribed  by  the  Commission,  of  the  number  of  cars  overhauled  and 
repaired  upon  that  day :  and,  further,  that  the  companies,  or  their  receiver,  should 
forward  daily,  from  and  after  the  1st  of  March,  a  transcript  of  the  entries  in  the 
*'  run-in  "  book  or  books. 

Some  time  after  the  adoption  of  the  order  the  receiver  notified  the  Commission 
that  he  would  be  unable  to  comply  with  the  order  so  far  as  the  overhauling  and 
repairing  of  the  cars  were  concerned,  within  the  time  provided  because  of  lack  of 
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materials  and  facilities.  Accordingly  an  order  was  issued  upon  March  13th,  direct- 
ing that  a  hearing  be  held  to  consider  whether  the  original  order  adopted  upon 
February  14th  should  be  modified. 

At  the  hearing  held  upon  March  21st,  Mr.  Edward  A.  Maher  appeared  for  the 
receiver  of  the  three  companies  affected  and  testified  to  the  lack  of  facilities  and 
materials.  The  evidence  given  by  2^Ir.  Maher  and  Mr.  McWtilrter  showed  that  it 
would  probably  be  possible  for  the  companies  or  their  receiver  to  overhaul  and 
repair  all  of  the  cars  to  be  used  during  the  summer  months  by  the  15th  of  May, 
and  certainly  by  the  31st  of  May  ;  and  to  overhaul  and  equip  all  of  their  closed 
cars  by  the  20th  of  September.  I  have,  therefore,  directed  that  an  order  be  drawn 
modifying  the  original  order  in  these  respects. 

As  to  the  two  other  provisions  in  the  original  order,  relating  to  daily  reports  of 
repaired  cars  and  transcript  of  the  daily  entries  in  the  *'  run-in  "  books,  Mr.  Maher 
testified  that  he  knew  of  no  reason  why  such  notices  and  transcripts  should  not 
be  filed  as  required  by  the  order.  I  have  directed,  therefore,  that  the  original 
order.  No.  260,  be  left  to  stand  as  it  is. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.  365. 
March  24,  1908. 

An  order,  known  as  No.  260,  having  been  duly  made  by  the  Commission  on 
February  14,  1908,  directing,  among  otlier  thlngi^,  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Com- 
pany, Dry  Dock.  East  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company,  and  the  Forty- 
second  Street,  Manhattanville  and  St.-  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway  Company,  or 
Frederick  W.  Whitridge,  their  receiver,  to  turn  out  not  fewer  than  three  closed  cars 
daily,'  not  including  Sundays  and  holidays,  overhauled  and  repaired  as  provided  in 
said  order,  and  also  to  have  all  their  open  cars  so  overhauled  and  repaired  on  or 
prior  to  May  1,  1908,  and  thereafter  a  certain  order  known  as  Order  No.  341,  having 
been  made  by  the  Commission  on  March  13,  1908,  directing  that  a  hearing  be  held 
on  the  Question  of  whether  said  Order  No.  260  should  be  modified  in  any  respect, 
and  said  order  having  been  duly  serve'd  on  said  Frederick  W.  Whitridge,  as  said 
receiver,  on  March  14,  1908,  and  said  hearing  having  been  duly  had  In  pursuance 
thereof,  and  in  pursuance  of  adjournments  on  March  21,  1908.  Commissioner 
Malthie  presiding.  Mr.  Henry  H.  Whitman  appearing  as  coun8«»l  for  the  Commission. 
Mr.  Edward  A.  Mahar,  General  Manager  for  said  FrederUk  W.  Whitrldge.  as  said 
receiver,  having  attended  at  said  hearing,  and  it  appearing  in  the  opinion  and  Judg- 
ment of  the  Commission  that  because  of  lack  of  materials  and  facilities  said  order 
No.  200  oujrht  reasonably  to  be  modified  as  hereinafter  provided:  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  Dry  Dock,  East  Broadway 
and  Battery  Railroad  Company  and  the  Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanville  and  St. 
Nicholas  Avenue  Railway  Company,  and  Frederick  W.  Whitrldge,  their  receiver, 
overhaul  and  repair,  as  provided  in  said  order,  on  or  before  May  31,  1908.  all  of 
their  open  cars,  and  also  that  they  overhaul  and  repair,  as  provided  In  said  order, 
on  or  before  May  31,  1908,  so  many  of  their  closed  cars  as  are  required  for  use 
during  the  summer  months,  and  also  that  they  overhaul  and  repair,  as  provided 
in  said  order,  on  or  before  September  20,  1908,  all  of  their  remaining  closed  cars; 
and  it  is  further  ,.„   ,       ..  ^  ^      „     «««    ^     ^ 

Ordered,  That  except  as  hereinbefore  expressly  modified,  said  Order  No.  260  stand 
unchanged  and  unmodified  a.s  respects  said  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  Dry 
Dock.  East  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company  and  the  Forty-second  Street, 
Manhattanville  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway  Company,  and  their  said  receiver ; 

Ordered,  That  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  Dry  Dock,  East  Broadway 
and  Battery  Railroad  Company  and  the  Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanville  and 
St  Nicholas  Avenue  Railway  Company,  or  their  said  receiver,  notify  the  Commission 
in  writing  within  five  days  after  the  service  of  this  order  whether  its  terms  are 
accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Opinion  op  Commission. 

(Adopted  April  7,  1908.) 
Commissioner  Maltdte  : — 

"Mr.  Chairman,  upon  February  14th  last  the  Commission  adopted  an  order 
directing  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or  its  receivers,  t^  overhaul  and 
repair  thoroughly  not  fewer  than  ten  cars  dally,  exclusive  of  Sundays  and  holl- 
{biyg  —  this  work  to  proceed  until  all  of  the  cars  had  been  placed  in  first  clau 
operating  condition.  Under  this  order  the  receivers  were  proceeding  until  a  Are 
destroyed  the  car-bam  at  Second  avenue  and  Ninety-sixth  street,  where  nearly  all 
of  the  work  was  being  done.     This  fire  so  greatly  diminished  the  facilities  of  the 
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company  that  a  hearing  was  ordered  to  be  held  to  determine  whether  the  original 
order  should  be  modlBed.  The  evidence  taken  at  these  hearings  shows  that  th* 
company  is  able,  under  existing  conditions,  to  oTerhaul  and  repair  all  of  its  open 
cars,  about  370  in  number,  prior  to  the  30th  of  May.  The  experts  of  the  Com- 
mission have  not  yet  been  able  to  determine  how  rapidly  the  closed  cars  can  be 
overhauled,  and  I  have  directed  that  an  order  be  drawn  directing  the  company  to 
overhaul  its  open  cars  prior  to  May  30tb,  but  have  left  over  for  subsequent  hear- 
ings the  question  of  repairing  the  closed  cars.  Within  two  weeks  I  hope  to  be 
able  to  report  upon  this  matter  as  well.  In  the  meantime,  the  receivers  have  sent 
200  of  their  cars  to  New  Jersey,  whfre  they  are  being  repaired  by  a  manufac- 
turing concern." 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDER  No.  403. 
April   7.   1908. 

An  order,  known  as  Order  No.  332,  having  been  duly  made  by  the  Commission 
on  March  10,  1008,  directing  that  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  question  whether  the 
order  heretofore  made  by  the  Commission  on  February  14,  1908,  Imown  as  Order 
No.  260,  directing  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or  Adrian  II.  Joline  and 
Douglas  Robinson,  its  receivers,  on  or  after  February  15,  1908,  to  turn  out  not 
fewer  than  ten  cars  dally,  not  Including  Sundays  and  holidays,  overhauled  and 
repaired,  as  provided  in  said  order,  should  be  modified  in  any  respect  because  of 
the  destruction  by  fire  of  the  car  barn  at  Second  avenue  and  Ninety-sixth  street, 
together  with  its  contents,  belonging  to  said  company  or  its  said  receivers,  and  said 
order  having  been  duly  served  on  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as 
receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  on  March  11,  1908,  and  said 
hearing  having  been  duly  had  In  pursuance  thereof  before  the  Commission  on 
March  24,  1908,  and  April  3,  1908,  Commissioner  Maltble  presiding.  Mr.  Oren  Root, 
General  Manager  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  for  Its  said  receivers, 
attending,  and  Mr.  Henry  H.  Whitman,  Assistant  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 
attending,  It  is 

Ordered,  That  said  order  heretofore  made  by  the  Commission  on  February  14, 
1908,  known  as  Order  No.  260,  as  respects  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  and 
Adrian  U.  Joline  and  I>ouglas  Robinson,  its  receivers,  be  modified  as  hereinafter 
set  forth,  ^ 

And  it  is  further  ordered,  That  all  the  open  cars,  being  about  370  in  numl>er. 
of  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or  of  its  said  receivers,  prior  to  the 
80th  day  of  May,  1908,  receive  a  thorough  insp<»ctlon,  covering  car  bodies,  motor 
and  electric  equipment,  wiring  and  tracks,  and  that  said  cars  be  thoronghly  OTer- 
hauled  and  repaired  so  that  when  completed  they  and  every  one  of  them  shall  be 
in  a  first-class  operating  and  substantially  new  condition,  having  safe,  proper  and 
adequate  car  bodies,  headlights,  pilot  fenders,  wiring,  brasses,  controllers,  automatic 
circuit   breakers,   resistances,   axle   gear   wheels,   armature  pinions   and  car  wheels; 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or  its 
said  receivers,  notlfv  the  Commission  dally  In  writing  in  a  form  to  be  prescribed 
by  the  Commission,  of  the  numl)er  of  said  open  cars  so  turned  out  as  aforesaid, 
giving  the  identification  numbers  thereof,  and  when  and  where  the  same  are  to 
be  tested ; 

And  it  is  further  ordered,  That  from  and  after  April  13,  1908,  the  said  New  York 
City  Railway  Company,  or  Its  said  receivers,  furnish  and  forward  dally  to  the 
Commission  a  transcript  of  the  dally  entries  in  the  so-called  "  run-in  "  book  or 
books  showing,  among  other  things,  which  of  said  cars  are  out  of  order. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  an  order 
for  a  hearing  and  action  thereon  bv  the  Commission  In  respect  of  any  of  the  open 
cars  covered  by  said  Order  No.  260  or  by  Order  No.  179  referred  to  therein; 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or  Its 
said  receivers,  notify  this  Commission  In  writing  within  five  days  after  the  service 
of  this  order  whether  Its  terms  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

ORDER  No.   455,  AMENDING   FINAL  ORDER  No.  403. 
May  1,  1908. 

An  order  known  as  Order  No.  403  having  been  duly  made  by  the  Commission  on 
the  7th  day  of  April,  1908,  and  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  receivers 
of  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  having  thereafter  objected  to  the  form 
of  said  order  upon  the  ground  that  by  reason  of  a  certain  recitation  in  said  order, 
to  wit  "  Mr  Oren  Root,  General  Manager  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company, 
for  Its  said  Receivers  attending,"  the  Inference  might  be  drawn  that  said  Oren 
Root  appeared  on  behalf  of  said  receivers,  the  fact  being  that  he  attended  at  the 
request  of  the  Commission,  It  Is  ,     ^  ._      ._     .  ^   - 

Ordered.  That  said  Order  No.  403  be  and  the  same  hereby  Is  amended  nunc  pro 
tunc  as  of  the  7th  day  of  April,  1908,  by  Inserting  after  the  word  "attending  "  in 
the  sixth  line  of  the  second  page  of  the  said  order  the  words  "at  the  request  of 
the  Commission,"   so  that  said   order  as  amended  shall   read   as  follows,  to  wit: 
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PINAL  ORDER  No.  403. 

An  order,  known  as  Order  No.  332,  having  been  duly  made  by  the  Commission 
on  March  10,  1908,  directing  that  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  question  whether  the 
order  heretofore  made  by  the  Commission  on  February  14,  1908,  known  as  Order 
No.  260,  directing  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or  Adrian  U.  Jollne  and 
Douglas  Robinson,  its  receivers,  on  or  after  February  15,  1908,  to  turn  out  not 
fewer  than  ten  cars  dally,  not  including  Sundays  and  holidays,  overhauled  and 
repaired,  as  provided  in  said  order,  should  be  modified  in  any  respect  because  of 
the  destruction  by  Are  of  the  car  barn  at  Second  avenue  and  Nlucty-slxth  street, 
together  with  its  contents,  belonging  to  said  company  or  its  said  receivers,  and 
said  order  having  been  duly  serve<l  on  Adrian  IL  Jollne  and  Douglas  Robinson,  as 
receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  on  March  11,  1908,  and  said 
hearing  having  t>een  duly  had  In  pursu^mce  thereof  before  the  Commission  on 
March  24,  1908,  and  April  3,  1908,  Commissioner  Maltble  presiding,  Mr.  Oren  Root, 
general  manager  of  the  New  Y'ork  City  Railway  Company  for  its  said  receivers, 
attending,  at  the  request  of  the  Commission,  and  Mr.  Henry  H.  Whitman,  Assistant 
Counsel  to  the  Commission,  attending,  it  is 

Ordvred,  That  said  order  heretofore  made  by  the  Commission  on  February  14, 
190S,  known  as  Order  No.  2(M),  as  respects  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company 
and  Adrian  II.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson,  its  receivers,  be  modlfled  as  hereinafter 
set  forth. 

And  it  i8  further  ordered.  That  all  the  open  cars,  being  about  370  In  number,  of 
said  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or  of  its  said  receiver.s,  prior  to  the  30th 
day  of  May,  1908,  receive  a  thorough  inspection,  covering  car  bodies,  motor  and 
electric  equipment,  wiring  and  trucks,  and  that  said  cars  be  thoroughly  overhauled 
and  repaired  so  that  when  completed  they  and  every  one  of  them  shall  be  in  a 
first-class  operating  and  substantially  new  condition,  having  safe,  proper  and  ade- 
quate car  bodies,  neadlights,  pilot  renderH,  wiring,  brasses,  controllers,  automatic 
circuit  breakers,   resistances,   axle  gear  wheels,  armature  pinions  and  car  wheels ; 

And  it  i8  further  ordered,  That  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or  its  said 
receivers,  notify  the  Commission  dally  in  writing  in  a  form  to  be  prescribed  by  the 
Commission,  of  the  number  of  said  open  cars  so  turned  out  as  aforesaid,  giving 
the  identification  numbers  thereof,  and  when  and  where  the  same  are  to  be  tested; 

Aim/  it  is  further  ordered.  That  from  and  after  April  13,  1908,  the  said  New  York 
City  Railway  Company,  or  its  said  receivers,  furnish  and  forward  dally-  to  the 
Commission  a  transcript  of  the  dally  entries  in  the  so-called  *'  run-In "  book  or 
books  showing,  among  other  things,  which  of  said  cars  are  out  of  order, 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  an  order 
for  a  hearing  and  action  thereon  by  the  Commission  In  respect  of  any  of  the  open 
cars  covered  by  said  Order  No.  260  or  by  Order  No.  179  referred  to  tnrroin  ; 

And  it  is  further  ordered,  That  said  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or  its 
said  receivers,  notify  this  Commission  in  writing  within  five  days  after  the  servico 
of  this  order  whether  Its  terms  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Opinion  of  Cocnskl. 

July  2,  1908. 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District: 

Sirs  : —  I  have  received  the  communication  of  the  Secretary,  dated  June  25,  1908. 
transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Electrical  Engineer,  In  which  he  states  that  the 
watchmen  at  the  car  barns  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  have  refus?d  to  permit 
him  to  enter  the  buildings  for  the  purpose  of  examining  street  cars  directed  to  be 
repaired  by  certain  orders  of  the  Commission.  My  opinion  Is  asked  as  to  what  are 
the  rights  of  the  Commission  in  the  premises. 

Subdivision  3  of  Section  66  of  Article  IV  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law 
provides  that  the  Commission, 

"  Sihall  have  access  through  Its  members  or  persons  employed  and  authorized 
by  It  to  make  such  examinations  and  investigations  to  all  parts  of  the  man- 
ufacturing plants  owned,  used  or  operated  for  the  manufacture  or  distribution 
of  gas  by  any  such  person,  corporation  or  municipality." 

Ihe  sections  of  the  Act  referrine  to  the  powers  of  the  CommlFsinn  in  respect  to 
railroads,  street  railroads  and  common  carriers  confers  no  such  sneciflc  power  upon 
the  Commission.  This  may  perhaps  be  explained  by  the  fact  that  Article  Iv  of 
the  Act  relating  to  gas  and  electrical  corporntlnns  was  suiistantially  a  re-enactment 
of  the  prior  statute  relating  to  that  suiijoct   (Chap.  737,  Laws  of  1905). 

But  Section  45,  Snbiivi*lon  2.  providr^^j  that 

"  Each  commission  sliall  liave  the  general  siin«^rvlM!on  of  all  common  carriers, 
•  •  •  *  n'Ml  slia'l  li'ivo  power  to  and  Mhall  examine  the  snme  and  keep 
informed  ns  to  tiieiv  (/f^nrrnl  romfitinu,  •  •  •  anti  the  manner  in  whifh  their 
lines,  mrnf'tJ.  Irasrd,  rcntrnHrti  or  opernfrd.  are  mnnnuid,  conducted  and 
operated,  not  only  with  respect  to  the  adeqnacv,  security  and  accommodation 
afforded  liy  their  service,  but  also  with  respect  to  their  compHnncc  with  all 
provisions  of  law,  orders  of  the  commission  and  charter  requirements." 

Subdivision  3  of  that  section  provides  thnt  the  Commission. 

"  Shall  have  power  to  examine  all   books,  contracts,  records,  documents  anct 
'.         papers  of  any  per.non  or  corporation  subject  to  Its  supervision," 
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Section  52  provides  that, 

**  The  commission  shall  at  all  times  have  access  to  all  accounts,  records  and 
memoranda  kepi  by  railroad  and  street  railroad  corporations  •  •  •  and  may 
designate  any  of  its  officers  or  employees  who  shall  thereupon  have  authority 
under  Vie  order  of  the  commission  to  Inspect  and  examine  any  and  all  accounts, 
records  and  memoranda  kept  by  such  corporations.'* 

Section  48.  Subdivision  1  directs  that 

"  Each  commission  may,  of  its  own  motion,  investigate  or  make  inquirv, 
In  a  manner  to  be  determined  by  it.  as  to  any  act  or  thing  done  or  omitted  to 
be  done  by  any  common  carrier,  railroad  corporation  or  street  railroad  corpora- 
tion, subject  to  Its  supervision,  and  the  commission  must  make  such  inquiry  in 
regard  to  any  act  or  thing  done  or  omitted  to  be  done  by  any  such  common 
carrier,  railroad  corporation  or  street  railroad  corporation  in  violation  of  any 
provision  of  law  or  in  violation  of  auy  ordtr  of  the  commission/' 

The  Commission  is  thus  given  express  power  to  enter  the  offices  of  street  railroad 
companies  for  the  purpose  of  inspecting  its  records,  and  to  delegate  that  power  to 
its  officers  or  employees. 

It  is  also  given  the  express  power  to  investigate  the  motive  power  of  street 
railroad  corporations  and  to  make  orders  in  regard  thereto  (Sees.  50  and  51). 
Such  Investigation  would  necessarily  involve  Inspection  of  the  power  plants  of 
street   railroad    corporations. 

Moreover,  the  act  directs  that  the  Commission  "  must  "  make  Inquirv  in  regard 
to  any  act  or  thing  done  in  violation  of  any  order  of  the  Coramis.sion.  To  ascertain 
whether  the  orders  in  question  directing  the  receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Rail- 
way Company  to  repair  its  cars  within  the  time  and  in  the  manner  directed,  are 
being  obeyed,  it  is  necessary  to  inspect  the  car  barns  of  the  company  so  as  to  be 
advised  of  the  progress  oi"  the  work  and  such  inspection  can  be  maae  only  by  an 
expert.  In  no  other  way  can  the  Commission  comply  with  this  mandatory  provision 
of  the  Act. 

Section  4  of  the  Act  provides  as  follows : 

*'  Each  commission  shall  possess  the  powers  and  duties  hereinafter  specified 
and  also  all  powers  necessary  or  proper  to  enable  it  to  carry  out  thq  purposes 
of  this  act." 

The  evident  purpose  of  this  provision  was  to  give  the  Commission  general 
powers  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  Act  in  all  cases  which  could  hardly  have 
been  enumerated  by  the  Legislature.  T'nder  this  section,  I  think,  the  Commission 
has  ample  power  to  require  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or  its  receivers, 
to  give  the  Electrical  Engineer  access  at  all  proper  times  to  the  car  barns,  in 
order  to  ascertain  whether  the  terms  of  the  orders  made  by  the  Commission 
requiring  repairs  are  being  complied  with. 

I  suggest  that  the  Commission  serve  upon  the  receivers  of  the  New  York  City 
Railway  Company  an  order  for  hearing  with  respect  to  any  violations  of  the 
orders  of  the  Commission  respecting  the  overhauling  of  cars  In  denying  to  the 
Commission's  engineers  access  to  car  barns  or  workshops  of  the  receivers,  and 
Inspection  by  them  of  overhauling  work  done  or  being  done  under  said  orders,  and 
as  to  whether  the  Commission  should  make  its  order  addressed  to  the  receivers  and 
all  officers  and  employees  of  the  receivers,  requiring  them  and  each  of  them  at  all 
times  to  allow  to  the  Commission  and  the  engineers  of  the  Commission  admission 
to  the  car  bams  and  workshops  of  the  receivers  for  Inspection  of  any  and  all  work 
completed  or  directed  to  be  done,  or  then  or  there  being  done  under  the  said 
orders  of  the  Commission.  If  the  receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Com- 
pany, or  any  of  their  officers  or  employees  should  disobey  the  order  made  after  such 
hearing,  the  order  may  be  enforced  as  provided  in  Sections  56  and  57,  PuUlc 
Service  Commissions  Law. 

Respectfully  yours, 

(Signed)  GEO.  S.  COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 

Upon  application  of  the  companies  the  following  extension  order  was  issued: 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  737. 
September  25,  1008. 

An  order,  No.  365,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  24th  day  of  March, 
1908  ordering  and  directing  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  the 'Dry  Dpek, 
Bast  Broadway  &  Battery  Railroad  Company,  and  the  f^«Jy-8«««d  Street  Man- 
hattanville  &  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  and  Frederick  W.  Whltridge, 
their  receiver,  to  overhaul  and  repair,  on  or  before  September  20,  1908.  all  of  their 
closed^rs  not  so  overhauled  and  repaired  prior  to  the  date  of  the  adoption  of 
saidOrder  No  .-ifi.").  and  the  said  Frederick  W.  Whltrldge,  receiver  of  said  companies, 
Siving  on  September  23,  1908,  applied  in  writing  to  this  Ck>mmiB8lon  for  an 
extension  of  such  time  within  which  to  complete  the  overhauling  and  repairs  of  cars; 


Orders  of  the  Commission  Issued  in  1908. 


613 


Now,  OD  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  It  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  Third  Avenae  Railroad  Company,  Dry 
Dock,  East  Broadway  &  Battery  Railroad  Company,  and  the  Por^-eecond  Street, 
ManhattanviUe  &  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  and  Frederick  W.  Whit- 
ridge,  their  receiver,  shall  comply  with  the  terms  of  Order  No.  365  be,  and  th* 
same  hereby  is,  extended  to  and  including  the  20th  day  of  October,  1908. 


Pelham  Park  Railroad  Company  and  Cky  Island  Railroad  Com- 
pany.—  Improvements  in  and  additions  to  the  service  and 
equipment. 

Hearing  Order  No.  428. 
Final  Order  No.  668. 
Extension  Order  No.  619. 
Extension  Order  No.  703. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the  ques- 
tion of  initiruA  ements  in  and  additions  to  the. 
lervice  and  equipment  of  the  PBLHAM  I'ARK 
tlAILROAD  CONIPANY  and  the  CITY  ISLANP 
RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


'  Bartow's    Station    to    Bolden    Point." 


^HEARING  ORDER  No.  428. 
^  April  21.  1908. 


It  ia  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  7th  day  of  May,  1908,  at 
2:30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  l.'>4  Nassau  street,  boroogh  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations, 
practices,  equipment,  and  appliances  of  the  Pelham  Park  Railroad  Company  and  the 
City  Island  Railroad  Company  in  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  and  property 
within  the  First  District  between  Bartow's  Station,  on  the  Hnrlem  River  Division 
of  the  New  York,  New  Haven,  and  Hartford  Railroad,  and  Belden  Point,  on  City 
Island,  are  unsafe,  improper  or  Inadequate,  aud  whether  clvinges.  Improvements  and 
additions  thereto  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  the  manner  below  set  forth,  in 
order  to  promote  the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public  or  employees,  or  in 
order  to  secure  adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  tran^^portatlon  of  passengers 
and  property,  and  If  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact,  then  to  determine  whether  a 
change,  addition,  and  Improvement  of  regulations,  equipment,  and  appliances  and 
service  of  said  Company,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  is  such  as  would  be  Just,  reason- 
able, safe,  adequate  and  proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  to  promote  the 
security  and  convenience  of  the  public  or  employees,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate 
service  or  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  and  property ;  that  is 
to  say: 

1.  That  the  said  Pelham  Park  Rallro.id  Company  and  City  Island  Railroad 
Company  be  directed  to  overhaul  and  repair  each  car  owned  and  operated  by  them, 
so  that  when  completed  they  shall  bo  In  first-class  condition. 

2.  That  the  said  railroad  companies  be  direeied  to  provide  themselves  with  a 
suflBcient  additional  number  of  cars  to  enable  them  to  meet  the  maximum  trafBc 
demands  upon  their  Pelham  Park  to  City  Island  route  during  the  Summer  months. 

3.  That  the  said  rallroid  companies  bo  dlroctod  to  resurface  their  tracks  between 
Bartow's  Station  and  Belden  Point  above  mentioned. 

iLpd  if  any  such  changes,  imnrovemonts  nnd  add  it  lews  be  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aform«aid.  then  to  determine  whnt  period  would  be  a  reasonable 
time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  and  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  prem- 
isea  as  shall  b,»  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordere*f.  That  the  said  Pelhim  Park  Railroad  Company  and  the  City 
Island  Rallrosd  Comnany  be  piven  at  len<t  ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by 
service  upon  them,  either  per^onaUv  or  bv  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order, 
snd  thst  at  •«nch  henring  saW'  conmnn^es  Iw  afPorded  nil  foasonable  opportunity  for 
pres<»nt'ng  evidence  and  examining  nnd  cross  exn mining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters 
aforesaid. 

Hearinj?s   held  May   7th.    Uth.  2Stli   nnl   June   8th. 

The  follow!n'?  firal  order  wis  is^iuMl: 


614       Public  Service  Commission  —  First  District. 


FINAL  ORDER  No.  568. 
June  9,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  May  7,  1908, 
May  14,  1908,  May  28.  1908,  and  June  8,  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing 
waa  had  pursuant  to  Order  for  Hearing  No.  428  dated  the  2l8t  day  of  April,  190^ 
and  returnable  on  the  7th  day  of  May,  1908,  and  tliat  said  order  was  duly  served 
upon  said  I*clham  Paris  Railroad  Company  and  said  City  Island  Railroad  Company, 
and  that  said  service  was  by  said  companies  duly  acknowledged,  and  it  appearing 
that  said  hearing  was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said 
order  spocifled  on  the  7th  day  of  May,  1908,  the  14th  day  of  May,  1908,  the  28th 
day  of  May,  ll;08.  and  the  8th  day  of  June,  1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Eustis, 
presiding,  ilurry  M.  Chamberlain,  Esq.,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Com- 
mlssioD,  and  Alfred  A..  (Gardner,  Esq.,  and  A.  J.  Kcnyon,  Esq.,  attorneys,  appearinr 
for  said  railroad  companies,  and  proof  having  been  taken  upon  said  hearing  and 
it  having  bCH'n  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  the 
service  and  equipment  of  said  I'elham  Park  Railroad  Company  and  said  Citv  Island 
Railroad  Company  upon  the  lines  of  said  companies  in  the  City  of  New  York,  in 
respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District  are  unreasonable, 
improper  and  inadequate  in  that  the  cars  operated  by  said  companies  upon  said 
lines  are  badly  dilapidated  and  out  of  repair  and  in  that  the  tracks  of  said  com- 
panies upon  said  lines  arc  rough  and  uneven  and  out  of  repair  and  in  need  of 
resurfacing  and  that  repairs,  improvements  and  changes  therein  and  additions 
thereto  in  the  respects  hereinafter  mentioned  ought  reasonably  to  be  made,  in  order 
to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public  and  in  order  to  provide 
adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  upon  said  lines ; 
and  it  appearing  that  it  would  be  reasonable  to  require  that  such  changes,  improve- 
ments and  additions  should  be  made  by  or  before  the  first  day  of  July,  1908. 
Now,  on  motion  of  (ieorge  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission, 
It  is  ordered »  1.  That  said  Pelham  Park  Railroad  Company  and  said  city  Island 
Railroad  Company  be  and  they  hereby  are  directed  and  required  either 

(a)  To  thoroughly  overhaul,  cleanse,  renovate  and  repair  all  the  cars  operated  by 
said  companies  upon  their  lines  between  Bartow  Station  and  Belden  Point  and 
place  the  same  in  a  clean,  sanitary  and  safe  condition  by  or  before  the  first  day 
of  July,   1908.  or 

(b)  To  replace  all  the  cars  now  operated  by  them  upon  said  lines  with  at  least 
an  equal  number  of  other  cars  which  shall  be  thoroughly  clean  and  sanitary  and  in 
first  (la ^s  condition  and  repair  and  in  every  way  proper  to  afford  adequate  service 
and  facilities  upon  said  lines,  by  or  before  the  first  day  of  July.  1908. 

2.  That  said  I'elham  Park  Railroad  Company  and  said  City  Island  Railroad  Com- 
pany be  and  they  hereby  are  directed  and  required  to  thoroughly  repair  and  re- 
surfacp  their  tracUs  upon  tho  lines  and  between  the  points  aforesaid,  by  or  before 
the  first  day  of  .luly,  1908. 

3.  That  thi.s  order  shall  take  effect  as  hereinbefore  provided  and  shall  continue  In 
force  until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  shall 
otherwise  order. 

4.  That  said  Pelham  Park  Railroad  Company  and  said  City  Island  Railroad  Com- 
pany notify  the  Public  S«»rvice  Commission  for  the  First  District  within  five  daya 
aftpr  the  service  of  this  order  upon  them  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are 
accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  applications  of  the  companies,  the  following  extension  orders  were 
issued : 

KXTflXSION  ORDER   No.  019. 
July  7,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  568.  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  9th  day  of  June, 
1908.  orrlcrlng  and  directing  the  Pelham  Park  Railroad  Company  and*  the  City 
Island  Railroad  Company  either 

(a)  Thoroughly  to  overhaul,  cleanse,  renovate  and  repair  all  the  cars  operated 
by  said  companies  upon  their  lines  between  Bartow  Station  and  Belden  Point  and 
place  the  same  in  a  clean,  sanitary  and  safe  condition  bv  or  before  the  1st  dav  of 
July.  1908,  or 

(b)  To  replace  all  the  cars  now  operated  by  them  upon  said  lines  with  at  Yeast 
an  equnl  numlicr  of  other  cars  which  shall  l)e  thoroughly  clean  and  sanitary  and 
In  flrst-cla.ss  condition  and  repair  and  In  every  way  proper* to  afford  adequate  service 
and  facilities  ii|>on  said  lines  by  or  l)efore  the  first  day  of  .Tuly,  1908:  and  said 
I'elham  Park  Railroad  Company  and  the  City  island  Railroad  Company  having  been 
further  ordered  and  directed  thoroughly  to  repair  and  resurface  thel'r  tracks  upon 
the  lines  and  between  the  points  aforesaid  by  or  before  the  first  day  of  .lulv.  1908, 
and  the  said  Pelham  }»ark  IMilrond  Company  and  the  Citv  Island  Railroad  Com- 
pany having  on  June  20,  1908.  applied  In  writing  for  an  extension  of  time  within 
which  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  said  order  No.  508  before  mentioned. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  dulv  seconded,  it  Is 

Ordered.  That  the  time  of  the  Pelham  Park  Railroad  Company  and  the  City  Island 
Railroad  Company  within  which  to  comply  with  the  term««  of  order  No  .*)(J8  before 
^  entloned  b'^.  and  the  same  hereby  Is.  extended  to  and  including  the  first  day  of 
Antrust,  1908. 
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EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  703. 
August  28,  1908. 

An  order,  No.  568.  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  9th  day  of  June. 
190S,  ordering  and  directing  the  Pelham  Park  Railroad  Company  and  the  City  Island 
Railroad  Company  to  improve  the  rolling  stock  of  their  lines  between  Bartow 
Station  and  Belden  Point  in  the  manner  therein  specified  on  or  before  the  1st  day 
of  July,  1908;  and  the  time  within  which  to  comply  with  said  Order  No.  568 
having  been  extended  to  and  Including  the  Ist  day  of  August  by  the  terms  of 
Extension  Order  No.  619  made  herein  on  the  7th  day  of  July»  1908 ;  cmd  the 
Pelham  Park  Railroad  Company  and  the  City  Island  Railroad  Company  having 
applied  In  writing  on  August  27,  1908,  for  a  further  extension  of  such  time. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded.  It  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  Pelham  Park  Railroad  Company  and  the  Citj 
Island  Railroad  Company  within  which  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  Order  No. 
568  before  mentioned  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to  and  including  the 
I5th  day  of  September,  1908. 


Union^  Railway  Company. —  Overhauling  and  repairing  of  cars. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  of  repairs,  improvements  ^d  additions 
to  equipment  and  appliances,  including  rolling 
stock  of  the  UNION  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  in  the 
particulars  hereinafter  set  forth. 


Overhauling  cars,   etc. 


Hearing  Order  No.  222. 
Final  Order  No.  336. 
Extension  Order  No.  740. 


ORDER  FOR  HEARING 

No.  222. 

January  28,  1908. 


//  ta  herehy  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  held  on  the  10th  day  of  February,  1908. 
at  10  :30  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  nt  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  whether  the  regulations,  prac- 
tices, equipment  and  appliances  of  the  Union  Railway  Company  in  respect  of 
transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District  are  unsafe,  improper  and  Inadequate, 
and  whether  Improvements,  repairs  and  additions  to  cars  and  car  equipment  of  said 
•company  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  order  to  promote  the  security  and  con- 
venience of  the  public  or  employees,  and  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and 
facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  and  property,  and  if  such  is  found 
to  bo  the  fact,  then  to  determine  whether  additions,  repairs  and  Improvements 
therein,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  are  such  as  would  be  Just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate 
and  proper,  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  to  promote  such  security  and  con- 
venience of  the  public,  or  employees,  and  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and 
tacilitios  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  and  property,  that  is  to  say  : 

1.  That  every  car  of  said  company  receive  a  thorough  inspection  covering  car 
body,  motor  and  electric  equipment,  wiring  and  trucks ;  that  ail  defects  therein  be 
carefully  noted  and  the  car  sent  through  various  shops  and  there  overhauled  and 
repaired  so  as.  when  completed,  to  be  In  first-class  operating  and  practically  new 
condition.     This  applies  for  illustration,  but  not  for  specification,  to  the  following: 

INSPECTION. 

By  a  thorousrh  inspection  and  general  overhauling  of  the  car  body  and  its  entire 
equipment,  it  is  intended  that  each  car  should  be  brought  into  the  car  house  and 
placed  over  a  pit ;  seats  and  trap  doors  removed  and  covers  taken  off  to  facilitate 
careful  Inspection,  which  should  be  made  by  competent  engineers,  and  not  by  car 
house  employees. 

CAR  BODIES, 

Where  the  car  body  must  be  completely  repainted,  It  should  be  sent  first  through 
the  carpenter  shop  to  have  all  defects  of  the  woodwork  repaired.  It  should  then 
go  to  the  paint  shop  to  be  properly  painted. 

Special  care  should  be  given  to  the  inspection  of  all  car  bodies  covering  framing, 
flooring,  moulding  and  panels,  and  in  every  case  where  the  wood  is  not  in  sound 
condition  such  part  \^  to  be  replaced,  strengthened  and  made  practically  new  ;  also, 
all  metal  work  pertnlnlng  to  the  car  body  must  W  renewed  if  in  a  defective  state, 
and  the  floors  and  parts  of  platforms,  doors,  windows,  and  roofs  must  be  given  the 
same  careful  inspection  and  renewal. 

On  account  of  the  especially  bad  condition  of  the  car  steps  which  were  found  to 
be  loose,  bent  and  worn  so  that  in  many  cases  they  are  unsafe,  special  attention 
chould  be  given  to  the  renewal  of  car  steps  to  put  them  in  a  fit  condition. 
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headlights. 

All  headlights  should  be  overhauled  and  put  in  a  fit  condition  with  new  reflectors 
where  necessary;  broken  glasses  replaced  with  semaphore  glass  and  lamps  remoyed 
when  known  to  be  below  normal  candle  power. 

PILOT  BOARDS. 

All  pilot  boards  should  be  gone  over  carefully  and  renewed  wherever  the  present 
board  is  found  to  be  defective. 

WIRING. 

The  wiring  upon  the  cars  of  this  road  has  been  found  to  be  badly  defective 
inasmuch  that  insulation  is  impaired  and  the  opportunities  for  defects  occurring 
which  would  make  the  service  or  the  car  unreliable  and  possibly  unsafe,  so  that  all 
improvements  possible  in  the  present  method  of  wiring,  hanging  and  placing  of 
equipment  appliances  should  be  made  a  careful  study,  and  a  universal  system  of 
wiring  adopted.  THIS  IS  ONE  OF  THE  MOST  IMPORTANT  MATTER^  PER- 
TAINING TO  THE  ENTIRE  CAR  EQUIPMENT. 

BRASSES. 

All  brasses  throughout  the  car  should  be  renewed,  armature  and  axle  shafts  and 
other  bearing  parts  should  be  normal. 

COMMUTATORS. 

Should  be  turned  and  made  in  first-class  condition,  and  when  abnormally  worn 
must  be  renewed. 

FIELD   COILS  AND  ARMATURE   WINDINGS. 

Should  be  tested  for  insulation  and  if  found  to  be  below  normal  should  be  re- 
placed with  new  ones,  otherwise  they  should  be  well  cleaned  and  painted. 

TRUCKS. 

All  trucks  must  be  thoroughly  cleaned  and  lined;  aJl  broken,  weak  or  otherwise 
defective  parts  must  be  replaced  with  new  ones,  not  repaired  except  In  very  minor 
defects,  and  that  especially  all  springs  must  be  renewed  where  their  normal  eflTective- 
ness  has  been  lost. 

BBAKES. 

Should  be  given  careful  inspection  and  improvements  made  in  the  mechanism  and 
form  at  present  employed,  which,  in  the  Judgment  of  the  company's  engineers,  wilt 
be  beneficial. 

CONTBOLLERS. 

Should  have  all  contact  and  other  parts  renewed  that  show  indication  of  abnormal 
wear;  connections  tightened  and  the  controller  thoroughly  cleaned  and  painted. 

AUTOMATIC  CIRCUIT  BBEAKEBS. 

Should  be  tested  and  maintained  operative  for  the  proper  load  corresponding  to 
the  motor  capacity  of  the  car.     Especial  care  should  be  given  to  this  matter. 

•BESISTANCES. 

Should  be  cleaned,  tested  and  any  section  not  up  to  the  standard,  renewed,  and 
a  form  of  hanger  used  so  that  the  resistance  will  not  be  bolted  directly  to  the 
bottom  of  the  car,  and  that  there  is  sufficient  space  between  the  resistance  and  the 
oar  floor  to  prevent  danger  to  the  woodwork  of  the  car  from  the  resistance  becoming 
abnormally  heated,  and,  also,  to  Increase  insulation  as  it  has  been  found  that  the 
present  form  of  hanging  the  resistance  has  been  the  cause  of  passengers  getting  an 
electric  shock.     This  matter  should  be  given  immediate  and  careful  attention. 

AXLE    GEAR    WHEELS.    ARMATURE    PINIONS    AND    CAR    WHEALS. 

Should  in  every  Instance  be  renewed  when  the  indication  is  found  of  abnormal 
wear.  All  gears  and  pinions  must  be  replaced  where  the  teeth  are  worn  down  to 
less  than  1/16  of  an  Inch  on  top,  and  the  lower  half  of  each  gear  case  should  at 
all  times  be  maintained  not  less)  than  half  full  of  gear  grease  so  as  to  minimize 
the  noise  as  much  as  possible  resulting  from  the  gears  and  pinions. 

CAR    LIGHTS    AND   WIRING. 

It  has  been  noted  that  the  car  lighting  appliances  are  not  maintained  in  a  clean 
and  well-kept  manner,  and,  also  that  the  light  wiring  in  many  cases  has  defective 
insulation.  Loosely  made  connections,  the  wiring  exposed  In  the  car  subject  to 
improper  handling,  goes  to  make  the  lighting  service  unreliable,  and  it  is  recom- 
mended that  all  our  lighting  appliances  and  wiring  should  be  overhauled  and  such 
part  as  may  be  necessary  should  be  renewed. 

TIME. 

Facilities  should  be  created  and  a  reconstruction  department  organised  to  carry 
on  the  above  work  in  such  a  manner  as  to  cover  at  the  rate  of  four  (4)  cars  per 
day. 

2.  When  any  cor  has  been  overhauled  and  prepared  for  s<»rvlce.  as  above  provided, 
notice  thereof  be  sent  to  the  Commission  and  the  Inspection  of  its  then  condition 
allowed  by  inspectors  of  the  Commission  before  the  same  Is  put  into  service. 

And  if  any  such  Improvements,  repairs  and  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  rnade.  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a  reasonable 
time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed  and  In  what  manner 
execution  of  the  same  should  be  specified  to  be  made. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  as  shall  be 
Just  and  reasonable.     And  it  Is 

Ftirther  ordered.  That  the  Union  Railway  Company  be  given  at  least  ten  days 
notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  It.  either  personally  or  by  mail,  of  a  certified 
copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  It  is  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity 
for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the 
matters  aforesaid. 
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Hearings  were  held  February  10th,  19th  and  March  10th. 
The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.  336. 
March  13,  1008. 

An  order,  known  aB  Order  No.  222,  having  been  made  by  the  Commission  on  the 
28th  day  of  January,  1908,  directing  that  a  hearing  be  held  to  inquire  whether 
the  eqaipment,  appliances  and  devices  of  the  Union  Railway  Company,  in  respect  to 
transportation  or  persons  or  property  in  the  First  District,  are  unsafe,  improper 
or  inadequate,  and  whether  repains,  improvements,  changes  and  additions  ought 
reasonably  to  be  made  in  order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the 
public  and  the  employees  of  said  company,  and  to  secure  adequate  service  or 
facilities  for  the  transportation  of  persons  or  property,  and  if  so,  whether  the 
repairs,  improvements,  changes  or  additions  as  in  said  order  set  forth  are  such  as 
would  be  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper,  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made 
to  promote  such  security  and  convenience  of  the  public  and  said  employees,  and  to 


secure  adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  or  prop- 
erty, and  said  order  having  been  duly  served  on  the  Union  Railway  Company  on  tne 
20tn  day  of  January,  1908,  and  said  service  having  been  duly  acknowledged  by  said 
company,  and  said  hearing  having  been  duly  had  in  pursuance  thereof  before  the 
Commission  on  the  10th  day  of  February,  1908,  the  19th  day  of  February,  1008, 
and  the  10th  day  of  March,  1908,  Commissioner  IQustis  presiding,  Mr.  Uenry  H. 
Whitman  appearing  as  counsel  for  the  Commission,  and  Mr.  George  W.  Davidson 
appearing  as  counsel  for  the  Union  Railway  Company,  and  it  appearing  in  the 
opinion  and  judgment  of  the  Commission  that  the  equipment,  appliances  and  devlcea 
of  the  Unien  Railway  Company,  in  respect  of  the  transportation  of  persons  or  prop- 
erty in  the  city  of  New  lork,  are  unsafe,  improper  and  inadequate,  and  that  the 
repairs,  improvements,  changes  and  additions  hereinafter  directed  ought  reasonably 
to  be  made  in  order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public  and  the 
employees  of  said  company,  and  to  secure  adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the 
transportation  x>f  persons  or  property,  and  that  the  time  hereinafter  given  within 
which  to  make  such  repairs,  improvements,  changes  and  additions  is  reasonable. 

It  is  ordered,  That  the  cars  of  the  said  Union  Railway  Company  receive  a 
thorough  Inspection  covering  car  bodies,  motor  and  electric  equipment,  wiring  and 
trucks,  and  that  said  cars  be  thoroughly  overhauled  and  repaired,  substantially  as 
outlined  in  said  Order  No.  222,  as  thereafter  amended,  so  that  when  completed 
their  condition  shall  be  substantially  new.  having  safe,  proper  and  adequate  car 
bodies,  car  seats,  wheel  guards,  headlights,  pilot  boards,  wiring,  brasses,  commutators, 
field  colls,  armature  windings,  trucks,  brakes,  controllers,  automatic  circuit  breakers, 
resistances,  axle  gear  wheels,  armature  pinions,  car  wheels,  car  lights,  car  winding 
and  lightning  arresters ;  and  it  Is  further 

Ordered,  That  the  appliances  and  devices  of  said  company  be  repaired,  improved 
or  changed,  substantially  as  outlined  In  said  Order  No.  222,  as  thereafter  amended, 
so  that  the  same  when  completed  shall  be  substantially  new,  having  safe,  proper  and 
adequate  drawbridge  connections.  Including  drawbridge  track  frogs,  overhead  trolley 
wires,  span  wires,  pull-off  and  strain  wires,  pole  brackets,  feeder  wires,  lightning 
arresters,  poles,  troughs  and  other  overhead  appliances ;  and  It  Is  further 

Ordered,  That  all  of  the  open  cars  of  said  company  be  so  repaired  as  aforesaid 
on  or  before  the  31st  day  of  May,  1908,  and  that  all  the  cloeea  cars  of  said  Com- 
pany be  so  repaired  as  aforesaid  on  or  before  the  20th  day  of  September,  1908, 
and  that  said  repairs,  changes.  Improvements  and  additions  to  said  other  appli- 
ances and  devices  of  said  company  be  completed  on  or  before  the  Slst  day  of  May, 
1908:  and  it  Is  further 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Union  Railway  Company  notify  the  Commission  weekly 
In  writing,  in  a  form  to  be  prescribed,  by  the  Commission,  of  the  number  of  said 
cars  so  repaired  as  aforesaid,  giving  Identification  numbers  thereof,  and  when  and 
where  the  same  can  be  inspected ;  and  it  is  further 

Ordered,  That  from  and  after  the  23rd  day  of  March,  1008.  said  Union  Railway 
Company  forward  dally  to  the  Commission  a  transcript  of  the  dally  entries  In  Us 
so-called  "run  In  "  book  or  books,  showing  among  other  things  which  of  said  cars 
hare  been  out  of  order,  and  In  what  respect ;  and  It  is  further 

Ordered,  That  said  Union  Railway  Company  notify  this  Commission  In  writing 
within  five  days  after  service  of  this  order  whether  Its  terms  are  accepted  and  will 
be  obeyed.  ^ 

Upon  application  of  the  company,  the  following  extension  order  was  issued: 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  740. 
"September  25,   1908. 

An  order,  No.  33G,  having  been  made  heroin  on  or  about  the  13th  day  of  March, 
1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  T^nlon  Railway  Company,  on  or  before  the  20th 
day  of  September.  1908,  to  repair  all  the  closrsi  cars  of  said  company  as  provided 
in  said  order,  and  the  receiver  of  said  T^nion  Railway  Company  having  on  Sep- 
tember 23,  1908.  applied  In  writing  for  an  extrnslon  of  time  within  which  to  over- 
haul and  repair  the  closed  cars  above  mentioned. 
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Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded.  It  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  Union  Railway  Company  shall  comply 
with  the  terms  of  Order  No.  836  above  mentioned,  In  respect  to  the  repairing  of 
closed  cars  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to  and  Including  the  20th  day  of 
October,  1908. 

Assembly  Bills  relating  to  the  Equipment  and  Operation  of  Railroads  and 
Street  Railroads  considered. 

*[ Changes  In  appliances,  equipment  and  facilities  of  railroad  companies  should 
be  made  by  the  ComiQlssion  rather  than  by  act  of  the  Legislature.] 

The  chairman  of  the  ComnuAsion  sent  the  following  letter  to  the  chair- 
man of  the  Assembly  Committee  on  Railroads  with  regard  to  certain  bills: 

I/BTTBB  OF  Chairman  William  R.  Willcox. 

March  16,  1908. 
Hon.  J.   M   Wainwbight,  Chairman  Committee  on  Railroads,  Assembly  Chamber* 
Albany.  N.  Y. : 

Dbab  Sib. —  Pursuant  to  your  request  of  March  5.  1908,  we  have  carefully  con- 
sidered Assembly  Bills  Nos.  17,  21,  22,  24,  25,  221  and  396,  which  you  submitted  to 
the  Commission. 

Int  No.  17  Assembly,  Mr.  Glttck,  requires  that  all  cars  or  trains  In  the  city  of 
New  York  should  operate  at  Intervals  of  not  more  than  fifteen  minutes  durhig  tlie 
twenty-four  hours  of  each  day.  No  rule  such  as  this  can  with  fairness  be  applied 
to  the  dlflTerent  lines  In  this  city.  Some  suburban  lines  may  properly  be  operated  at 
longer  Intervals  than  the  lines  in  crowded  localities.  As  a  different  headway  rule 
should  apply  to  different  lines  by  reason  of  locality  and  amount  of  patronage,  it 
would  seem  proper  that  this  subject  should  not  be  made  the  subject  of  legislation. 

Int.  No.  24  Assembly,  Mr.  Qlttck,  provides  that  a  guard  on  the  rear  platform  of 
all  street  railroad  cars  within  the  counties  of  Kings  and  New  York  be  maintained 
during  the  rush  hours.  This  requirement  would  mean  that  each  street  car  in  these 
two  counties  during  the  rush  hours  should  be  manned  by  three  employees  Instead  of 
two,  as  is  now  the  case.  The  bill  fixes  6  :00  a.  m.  to  9 :00  a.  m.  as  the  morning  rush 
period  and  5  :00  p.  m.  to  8 :00  p.  m.  as  the  evening  rush  period.  Our  investigatlona 
have  shown  that  different  parts  of  the  city  have  different  rush  hours.  For  Instance^ 
the  morning  rush  hour  in  some  localities  will  occur  between  5 :00  and  6  :00,  and  In 
the  same  locality  there  will  be  little  travel  between  8 :00  and  9  :00.  In  some  other 
locality  there  may  be  practically  no  travel  between  6  :00  and  6 :00  a.  m.,  bat  the 
rush  hour  occurs  between  8  :00  and  9  :00  a.  m.  The  provision  of  this  bill  would 
require  an  unnecessary  car  crew  In  many  parts  of  the  city  both  morning  and  even- 
ing. It  would  seem  to  the  Commlsaion  thnt  a  general  rule  cm  this  subject  would  be 
Improper  and  oppressive.  It  may  be  found  that  on  certain  congested  lines,  such  aa 
the  Manhattan  crosstown  llnee,  some  method  like  that  outlined  in  this  bill  will  be 
proper.  The  cars  known  as  pay-as-you-enter  cars  have  been  introduced  in  Buffalq 
and  are  about  to  be  Introduced  in  Manhattan.  These  cars  are  a  rational  compliance 
with  the  demand  expressed  by  this  bill.  If  they  prove  successful  and  gradually  take 
the  place  of  the  present  form  of  car  the  object  sought  to  be  attained  by  this  bill  will 
be  reached  without  legislation. 

Int.  No.  21  Assembly,  Mr.  Olfick,  provides  for  guard  rails  on  elevated  railroad 
stations  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn  to  keep  passengers  from  falling  off  the  platform 
to  the  track.  The  observations  of  the  Commission  since  its  inception  point  to  th» 
undeslrabillty  of  such  a  step.  The  accident  schedules  of  the  Commission  do  not 
show  that  the  lack  of  guard  fences  is  a  cause  of  accidents.  Train  movement  would 
be  made  slower  by  reason  of  slow  stops  to  adjust  gates  to  the  openings  In  the  fence. 
There  are  special  Instances  where  such  guard  fences  are  desirable  and  they  should 
be  treated  by  orders  of  the  Commls^sion  os  the  occasions  arise.  If  the  Legislature 
should  consider  that  guard  rails  are  necessary  on  all  elevated  platforms  the  law 
should  be  general  and  apply  to  the  whole  state.    The  proper  function  of  the  Com- 


•  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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mission  In  that  case  would  be  to  have  a  hearing,  If  requested  so  to  do  by  the  Legis- 
lature, and  report  either  facts  or  opinions  to  the  Legislature  for  its  assistance  in 
framing  such  a  statute. 

Int.  No.  22  AjBsembly,  Mr.  Gltick,  requires  every  railroad  passenger  car  to  carry 
a  medical  and  surgical  chest  containing  bandages,  etc.  We  infer  that  it  relates  to 
steam  railroads  and  not  to  street  railroads.  As  the  requirement  if  deemed  wise 
would  plainly  apply  to  all  cars  of  a  certain  class  within  the  state  it  would  seem 
proper  to  the  Commission  that  it  should  be  made  the  subject  of  a  general  law.  The 
function  of  the  Commission  in  this  regard  would  be  to  report  to  the  Legislature  on 
the  practicability  of  keeping  medicine  and  medical  appliances  constantly  on  hand  in 
such  chests  and  a  tabulation  of  actual  accidents  where  such  appliances  close  at  hand 
would  have  been  helpful.  This  for  the  purpose  of  assisting  the  Legislature  in  fram- 
ing proper  legislation. 

Int.  No.  25  Assembly,  Mr.  Gltick,  requires  toilet  rooms  containing  water  closets 
in  every  railroad  station  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn.  The  need  of  toilet  rooms 
varies  accordirg  to  the  location  and  use  of  elevated  stations.  Stations  at  Junctions 
where  passengei'8  transfer  and  in  the  downtown  localities,  especially  in  the  shopping 
districts,  should  have  tolU>ti<.  Many  stations  in  residential  districts  where  there  is 
substantially  no  waiting,  excepting  by  p(ople  who  have  just  left  their  homes,  have  no 
need  of  toilets,  and  it  might  be  claimed  that  they  were  more  of  a  drawback  in  sueb 
localities  than  they  were  a  benefit.  It  would  seem  proper  that  this  subject  should 
be  left  to  the  Commission  to  investigate  the  needs  of  each  station  upon  complaint 
made. 

Int.  No.  218  Assembly,  Mr.  Gliick,  provides  for  two  motormen  on  every  elevated 
or  subway  passenger  car  in  Brooklyn,  Manhattan  or  the  Bronx.  The  Commission 
is  collecting  material  on  this  subje<-t  and  preserving  tabulations  of  all  accidents  that 
occur  by  reason  of  one  motorman  instead  of  two.  This  subject  has  been  studied  in 
connection  with  the  operation  of  trains  in  the  subway  and  is  related  to  the  use  of 
block  signals  and  automatic  stop  devices.  It  is  already  apparent  that  some  roads 
not  having  automatic  stop  devices  attached  to  the  track  might  more  properly  require 
two  motormen  than  roads  that  had  such  devices.  It  is' claimed  that  on  the  subway 
and  all  elevated  lines,  if  the  motorman  should  be  striken  while  on  duty  the  lever 
would  autoD&atically  swing  back  and  stop  the  train.  If,  in  addition  to  this  pre- 
caution, a  track  automatic  stop  Is  used  in  connection  with  the  block  signal  system, 
there  would  be  no  need  of  two  men  in  the  box.  In  other  words,  two  men  may 
prove  to  be  needed  on  some  roads  and  not  needed  on  others.  Our  opinion  is  that 
this  subject  can  properly  be  left  to  the  Commission. 

Yours  very  truly, 
(Signed)  WM.    U.    WILLCOX. 

Chainnan. 


REPAIR  OF  TRACKS,  SWlTl^lTES  AND  CROSS-OVERS. 


Brooklyn    Heights    Railroad    Company. —  Dtfective   tracks   and 
switches  on  Main  street  near   Fulton  and  Prospect  streets. 

Complaint  of  Robert  K.  Anthony 

against 

Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  220   (see  form,  note  1).  issuctl  .Tanuniy  28tM. 
The  company  answered  Febmary  Glli  slalin-:  that  the  tracks  and  switches 
in  question  were  nit  in  neiMl  of  renewal. 
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Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company. —  Cross-over  switches  on 

the  Nostrand  aveinie  line  at  Church  avenue. 

Hearing  Order  No.  326. 

Opinion  of  CoramiBsioner  Basset t. 

Final  Order  No.  376. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  upon  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the  ques- 
tion of  changes  in   the  regulations,  practices  and 
service  of  the  BROOKLYN  HEIGHTS  RAILROAD 
COMPANY.  

*'  Cross-over  switches  on  the  Nostrand  Avenue  IJne 
at  Church  Avenue." 


HEAR  INC,  ORDER  No.  ti^d. 
March  10,   1908. 


It  Is  hereby  ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  23d  dav  of  March,  1908,  at 
2:30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Man- 
hattan, city  of  New  York,  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations, 
practices,  equipment,  appllance.s  or  service  of  the  Brooltlyn  Heights  Railroad  Com- 
pany, in  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  State  of  New  York,  are  un- 
reasonable, improper  or  inadequate,  and  whether  changes.  Improvements  and  addi- 
tions thereto  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  the  manner  below  set  forth,  in  order 
to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  tl\e  public,  or  In  order  to  secure  adequate 
service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  paasengers.  and  if  such  be  found  to 
be  the  fact,  then  to  determine  waether  a  change,  addition  and  Improvement,  In 
regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  said  company,  as 
hereinafter  set  forth,  are  such  as  may  be  just,  reasonable,  adequate  ana  proper 
and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  to  accommodate  the  passons^er  traffic  offered  to  it 
and  to  promote  the  convenience  of  the  public,  or  In  order  to  secure  adequate  service 
and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  that  is  to  say : 

Whether  the  following  changes,  additions  and  regulations  should  be  put  into 
effect : 

•  1.  That  the  cars  at  present  operated  on  the  Nostrand  avenue  line  be  run  through 
to  the  southerly  terminus  of  said  line  at  Vanderveer  Park,  Instead  of  some  of  them 
being  turned  back  at  Church  avenue. 

2.  That  the  cross-over  switch  located  at  Nostrand  and  Church  avenues  on  the 
Nostrand  avenue  line  be  removed. 

And  if  any  such  regulations,  changes,  improvements  and  additions  be  found  to 
be  such  as  ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  tlie  details  of  such 
changes,  improvements  and  additional  aud  to  determine  what  period  would  be 
a  reasouahle  time  witliln  which  the  same  should  be. directed  and  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  premises 
as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  be  given  at 
least  ten  (10)  days'  notice  of  such  hearing,  by  service  upon  It,  either  personally  or 
by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company 
be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearing   held   March  23d. 

OriNIO.V    OF    COMMISSIO.N. 

(Adopted   March  27,   1908.) 
Commissioner  Bassett  : — 

This  matter  was  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Commission  by  the  complaints 
of  the  Flatbush  Taxpa<)*ers'  Association  and  others.  Their  grievance  is  that  the 
lallroad  company  switches  back  cars  at  Church  avenue  which  should  run  through 
to  Vanderveer  Park.  As  a  means  of  putting  an  end  to  this  abuse,  the  complain- 
ants ask  that  the  company  be  ordered  to  remove  the  cross-over  switch  at  Church 
avenue. 

After  hearing  the  testimony  of  the  complainant?  and  of  the  railroad  company, 
I  believe  that  there  is  cause  for  complaint,  but  I  do  not  believe  that  the  proper 
method  of  correctlag  the  existing  abuses  Is  to  order  the  switch  torn  up.  This 
cross-over  or  switch  has  Its  proper  uses,  and  I  believe  that  In  this  case  and  In  all 
similar  cases  the  Commission  should  refuse  to  order  removal  of  cross'overs  as  a 
means  of  correcting  the  abuse  of  switohlng  cars  back  unnecessarily. 

From  the  company's  testimony  In  this  hearing  It  would  appear  that  a  two  and 
one-half  minute  he.idway  Is  maintained  in  rush  hours  under  normal  conditions  of 
travel.  This  I  believe  to  l>e  sufflcieot,  and  In  order  to  prevent  unnecessary  switch- 
ing back  of  cars  I  prosf>nt  herewith  an  order  limiting  the  cars  switched  back  to 
those  which  are  crippled  and  to  the  switching  back  rf  one,  and  that  the  lest  one, 
of  n  number  of  cars  that  have  become  bunched.     The  practice  has  been  to  switch 
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back  the  first  car,  and  this  almost  Invariably  Is  the  heaviest  loaded.  By  specify- 
ing the  last  car  I  have,  I  l>elieve,  selected  the  one  carrying  the  smallest  number 
of  passengers. 

I  believe  that  the  adoption  of  thiH  order  will  remedy  the  evil  complained  of, 
especially  as  the  testimony  of  the  complainants  shows  that  since  the  service  of 
the  order  for  hearing  conditions  have  been  materially  bettered. 

Thereupon  the  following  iinal  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDER  NO.   376. 
March  27,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  23rd 
day  of  March,  1008,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant 
to  an  order  of  this  Commission,  No.  326,  made  March  10,  1908,  and  returnable  on 
the  23rd  day  of  March,  1908,  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the 
Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  and  that  the  said  service  was  by  it  duly 
acknowledged  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission 
on  the  matters  in  said  order  specified  on  March  23,  1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner 
Bassett  presiding,  Arthur  DuBois,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission  and  Arthur 
N.  Dutton,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  at  which 
hearing  proof  was  taken, 

Now,  It  being  made  to  appear,  after  the  proceeding  upon  said  hearing,  that  the 
regulations,  practices  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn  Ueights  Railroad  Company,  in 
respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  In  the  First  District  on  its  Noetrand  avenue 
line,  between  Church  avenue  and  Vanderveer  Park,  has  been  and  is  unreisonabie, 
improper  and  Inadeauate,  and  it  being  the  Judgment  of  the  Commission  that  the  said 
railroad  company  does  not  run  cars  enough  reasonably  to  accommodate  the  pas- 
senger traffic  transported  by  or  offered  for  transportation  to  it,  on  its  Nostrand 
avenue  line,  between  Church  avenue  and  Vanderveer  Park,  and  that  the  said  rail- 
road company  does  not  run  its  cars  with  sufficient  frequency  t>etween  the  said  points 
on  its  Nostrand  avenue  line. 

Now,  therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  counsel  to  the  Commission, 

It  is  ordered.  That  with  the  exception  of  sucn  cars  as  may  be  disabled  or  in 
need  of  immediate  repair,  or  such  car  as  may  be  the  last  of  a  group  of  three  or 
more  cars  arriving  at  the  Church  avenue  cross-over  at  one  time,  no  southbound 
car  on  the  Nostrand  avenue  line  shall  be  switched  back  at  Church  aTenue. 

That  In  no  event  shall  the  first  car  of  a  group  of  three  or  more  cars  arriving 
at  Church  avenue  at  one  time  be  switched  back  unless  disabled  or  in  need  of 
Immediate  repair,  nor  shall  any  car  be  so  switched  back  unless  a  car  or  cars  ahead 
are  held  for  the  ourpose  of  providing  sufficient  accommodation  to  carry  the  pa» 
sengers  transferring  from  the  car  switched  back  at  Church  avenue. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  at  once  and  continue 
in  force  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  taking  effect  of  the  same,  but 
without  prejudice  for  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearing  and  action  thereon 
by  the  Commission  in  respect  of  anything  herein  prescribed  or  in  respect  of  anything 
covered  by  the  order  for  hearing  herein,  prior  to  the  expiration  of  said  period  of 
two  years. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  before  April  3,  1908,  said  Brooklyn  Heights 
Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District 
whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


Brooklyn    Heights    Railroad    Company. —  Defective    condition 
tracks  on  Tompkins  avenue  between  Broadway  and  Division 
avenue. 
Complaint  or  A.  J.  O'Neill  Case  No.  1026. 

against 
Bbookltn    Heights   Railboao    Company. 

Complaint  Order   (see  form,  note  1)    issued  December  31st. 


Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company. —  Defective 
switches  and  tracks  at  Main  and  Prospect  streets  and  at 
Main  and  Fulton  streets. 


ROBERT   B.   ANTHONY, 
against 


Complainant, 


CONEY  ISLAND  &   BROOKLYN   RAir.ROAD  COM- 
PANY, 

Defendant. 


ORDER  OF  DISMISSAL 
No.  219. 
January  28.  1908. 


Au  order.  No.  14.1.  having  boen  niado  h«rpiii  on  Dooombpr  9,  1907,  by  which  the 
Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  was  required  to  make  answer  to  the 
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complaint  herein  within  ten  days  from  the  sonMce  upon  it  of  said  order,  and  an 
answer  having  been  received  from  said  company  on  December  21,  1907.  by  which 
it  appears  that  said  Comoany  is  not  the  owner  of  the  frogs,  switches  and  curves 
mentioned  in  said  complaint, 

Orderedj  That  the  said  complaint  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  dismissed  and  that 
this  order  be  tiled  in  the  office  of  the  Commission. 


Coney    Island    and    Brooklyn    Railroad    Company.- 

tracks,  frogs  and  switches. 


Eepair   of 


Hearing   Order    No.    >92. 
Final  Order  No.  309. 


ROBERT   E.   ANTHONY, 


CONKY     ISLAND 


against 

AND     BROOKLYN 
COMI'ANy, 


Complainant, 

RAILROAD 
Defendant. 


BORDER   FOR  HKARING  BY 
COMMISSIONKU  BASSETT. 
ORDER  No.   192. 
January  6,  1008. 


Upon  the  complaint  herein  and  answer  of  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad 
Company,  under  Order  No.  131, 

Ordered,  That  upon  the  matters  therein  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  20th  day  of 
January,  1908,  at  2  :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which 
the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission  at  Number  154  Nassau 
street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York, 

To  the  end  that  (he  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  premises 
as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Robert  B.  Anthony,  of  No.  353  East  Seventeenth 
street,  borough  of  Brooklyn,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  and  said  Coney  Island 
and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company,  !:»€  given  at  least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing, 
bv  service  upon  each  of  them,  either  personally  or  by  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of 
this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  they  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for 
presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters 
aforesaid. 

(Signed)  E.  M.  BASSETT. 

Commissioner. 

Ordered,  this  6th  day  of  January,  1908,  that  the  foregoing  order  be  and  the 
same  hereby  is  approved  and  confirmed  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  tl^e 
First  District,  and  ordered  filed  in  Its  office.  ; 

Hearings  were  held  January  20th,  29th  and  February  5th. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued:  : 

ORDER  No.  309. 
March  3,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  complaint  of  Robert  E.  Anthony,  bearing  date 
the  30th  day  of  November,  1907,  and  the  answer  thereto  of  Coney  Island  &  Brooklyn 
Railroad  Company,  bearing  date  the  13th  day  of  December,  lOOT,  and  the  report 
of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  20th  day  of  January,  1908,  and  the  adjournments 
thereof;  and  It  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order 
of  the  Commission,  being  Order  No.  192,  made  and  entered  the  6th  day  of  January, 
1908,  and  returnable  on  said  20th  day  of  January,  1908,  and  that  said  order  for 
hearing  was  duly  served  upon  the  said  Coney  Island  &  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company 
and  that  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  said  Commission  on  the  matters  In 
said  complaint,  said  answer  and  said  order  specified,  on  the  2(Vth  day  of  January, 
1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  the  29th  dav  of  January,  1908,  and  by 
adjournment  duly  had  on  the  .^th  day  of  February,  1908.  Mr.  Commissioner  Baasett 
presiding  at  each  of  said  sessions,  and  Orosvenor  H.  Backus,  Esq..  Assistant  Counsel, 
appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  John  J.  Kuhn,  Esq.,  and  A.  B.  Britton,  Esq., 
Df  counsel  for  said  company,  appearing  for  said  company,  and  evidence  being  taken. 

Now.  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceeolngs  on  said  hearing  that  the 
regulations,  practices,  equipment,  apr>liance8  and  service  of  said  company.  In  respect 
to  the  transportation  of  persons  within  the  First  District,  are  unreasonable,  unsafe. 
Improper  and  inadequate,  and  it  appearing  that  the  changes  in  regulations,  practices, 
equipment,  appliances  and  service,  a«  are  hereinafter  specified,  would  be  just,  reaaon- 
able  and  proper  and  ought  rea8onaJ)ly  to  be  put  In  force,  observed  and  used  in  the 
transportation  of  persons,  and  It  appearing  that  the  repairs,  improvements  and 
changes  hereinafter  specified  in   the  motive  power  and  other  property  and  devices 
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used  by  said  Coney  Island  &  Brooklyn  Ilailroad  Company,  in  connection  with  the 
transportation  of  passengers,  ought  reasonably  to  be  made,  and  that  additions  should 
reasonably  be  made  thereto  In  the  manner  hereinafter  specified  in  order  to  promote 
the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public,  and  In  order  to  secure  adequate  service 
or  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  and  that  said  repairs,  improve- 
ments, changes  and  additions  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  within  the  tlmea 
hereinafter  specified; 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 

It  ui  ordered: 

1.  That  said  Coney  Island  &  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  immediately  tighten  up 
the  straight  rail  at  the  big  end  of  the  switch  at  Washington  and  Prospect  streetp. 

2.  That  said  company  Immediately  replace  the  two  loose  centers  in  the  east  track 
northbound  at  Sands  and  Jay  streets,  and  tighten  up  the  joint  plates. 

3.  That,  said  company  put  in  good  and  proper  repair  the  brancn-off  from  Washing- 
ton street  at  High  and  Washington  streets,  including  the  curve  to  return  cars  eaat 
on  Washington  street. 

4.  That  said  company  tighten  up  and  put  in  good  repair  the  loose  Joints  In  the 
crossing  at  Washington  and  Prospect  streets. 

5.  That  said  company  tighten  up  the  Joints  where  the  turnout  from  the  eastl>ouna 
track  meets  the  main  line  on  Washington  street  between  Nassau  street  and  High 
street,  and  that  said  company  tamp  up  the  ties  and  otherwise  put  said  turnout  In 
good  and  propw  repair. 

6.  That  said  company  tighten  up  the  Joints  at  the  end  connection  of  the  special 
work  in  the  main  track  at  Sands  and  Jay  streets,  and  tighten  up  the  loose  joints 
in  the  special  work  and  tighten  and  tajnp  up  the  loose  ties  In  said  special  work.    • 

Further  ordered,  That  tne  work  on  the  repairs  required  by  the  foregoing  para- 
graphs numbered  3,  4,  5  and  6  l>e  commenced  as  soon  as  the  frost  is  out  of  the 
ground,  and  be  completed  as  soon  as  possible  and  without  unnecessary  delay. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  immediately,  and  shall 
remain  in  force  until  niodined  by  the  further  order  of  this  Commission. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  within  five  days,  the  said  Coney  Island  &  Brooklyn 
Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Oommlssion  for  the  First  District 
whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company. —  Inadequate  service  and 
equipment  on  Fourth  and  Madison  avenue  line. 


In  the  Matter 

of   the 

Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  of  the  adequacy  of  the  service  and  equip- 
ment of  the  METROPOLITAN  STREET  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY  in  respect  to  the  present  service 
on  the  Madison  and  Fourth  Avenue  Line. 


REHEARING  ORDER  No.  836. 

November  1(5,  1908. 


An  order.  No.  52,  having  been  mnde  and  filed  herein  on  October  28,  1907,  nndbr 
and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  a  hearing  No.  10  made  August  29,  1907,  directing  the 
New  York  City  Railway  Company  to  increase  its  service  on  the  Madlaon  and  Fourth 
Avenue  IJne,  and  said  Order  No.  52  having  been  duly  served  upon  the  New  York 
City  Railway  Company  and  said  company  having  then  notified  the  Commission  that 
Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Dojiglas  Robinson  had  been  appointed  receivers  thereof,  and 
said  receivers  having  accepted  said  Order  No.  52  on  Octol)er  30,  1907,  and  the 
property  leased  by  said  company  having  beep  turned  over  to  the  Metropolitan  Street 
jflailway  Company,  and  Adrian  11.  Joline  and  Douglas  Robinson  having  been 
appointed  receivers  of  that  company,  and  said  receivers  having  subsequently,  on 
November  11,  1908,  applied  In  writing  to  this  Commission  for  a  rehearing  in 
respect  to  the  matter  contained  In  said  Order  No.  52,  and  sufficient  reason  for  said 
rehearing  having  been  made  to  appear,  It  Is 

Ordered.  That  said  request  for  a  rehearing  be  granted,  and  that  the  said  rehearing 
upon  the  matters  contained  In  said  Order  No.  52,  entered  and  filed  on  October  28, 
1907.  be  held  on  the  20th  day  of  November,  1908.  at  2  :30  o'clock  In  the  afternoon, 
or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the 
Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New 
Y'ork,  to  determine  after  such  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of  the  facts, 
including  those  arising  after  the  making  of  Order  No.  52,  whether  Order  No.  62 
or  any  part  thereof  Is  un.1u.st  or  unwise,  and  whether  the  said  Order  No.  52  should 
be  changed,  modified,  or  abrogated. 

And  If  any  such  abrogation,  changes,  or  modifications  are  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made,  then  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  changes  or  modifica- 
tions of  the  said  order,  and  to  determine  the  time  of  taking  effect  of  the  order  as 
changed  or  modified. 

To  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  premises 
as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 
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Further  ordered.  That  the  said  receivers  of  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Com- 
pany be  given  at  least  two  days'  notice  of  such  rehearing,  by  service  upon  them, 
either  personally  or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such 
rehearing  said  receivers  shall  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting 
evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

The  purpose  of  the  receivers  in  making  application  for  the  above  rehear- 
ing order  was  to  secure  such  modiiScation  of  Order  No.  52  as  would  enable 
them  to  expedite  the  work  of  renewing  the  rails'  between  Forty- second  and 
Eighty-sixth  streets.  On  November  10th,  the  receivers  informed  the  Com- 
mission that  the  police  department  stated  that  it  could  not  grant 'them  per- 
mission to  carry  on  the  work  of  rail  renewal  on  Madison  avenue,  and  that 
jander  the  circumstances,  nothing  could  be  gained  by  a  rehearing  at  the  pres- 
ent time. 


Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company. —  Repairing  of  track  on 
Bergen  street  —  Service  on  Bergen  street  line  and  St.  Johns 
Place  line. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  upon  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the  ques- 
tion of  improvements  in  and  additions  to  the 
service  and  equipment  of  the  NASSAU  ELBCTRIC 
RAILROAD  COMPANY  in  the  particulars  hereln- 
below  mentioned. 

"  Repairing  of  track  on  Bergen   street  —  Service  on 
Bergen   Street  line  and  St.   Johns   llace  line." 


^HEARING  ORDER  No.  331. 
^  March  10,  1908. 


It  i8  herehv  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  25th  dav  of  March,  1908,  at 
2:30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  ipame  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  boroagn  of 
Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regnlatloni, 
practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company, 
to  respect  to  transportation  of  persons  in  the  State  of  New  York,  are  unreasonable, 
improper  or  inadequate,  and  whether  changes,  improvements  and  additions  thereto 
ought  reasonably  to  be  made  In  the  manner  below  set  forth,  in  order  to  promote  the 
security  and  convenience  of  the  public,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and 
facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  and  If  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact, 
then  to  determine  whether  a  change,  addition  and  improvement  in  regulations, 
practices,  equipment,  appliances,  and  service  of  said  company,  as  hereinafter  set 
forth,  are  such  as  may  be  just  reasonable,  adequate  and  proper  and  ought  reason- 
ably to  be  made  to  accommodate  the  passenger  traffic  offered  to  them  and  to 
promote  the  convenience  of  the  public,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and 
facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  that  is  to  say: 

1.  Whether  the  following  repairs  of  track  should  be  made: 

A.  That  the  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  replace  the  broken  inner 
rail  of  the  eastbound  track  on  Bergen  street  about  160  feet  west  of  Revere  Place.    • 

B.  That  said  company  replace  the  broken  inner  rail  of  the  westbound  track  on 
Bergen  street  about  50  feet  east  of  Revere  Place. 

2.  Whether  the  service  of  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  Rhould  be 
increased  or  supplemented  at  the  points  and  times  and  In  the  particulars  followtog: 

A.     Beroen   Stuebt  Si'kface   Link. 
W€8thound,  Woodhaven  (Grant  avenue)  to  Now  York. 

1.  Leaving  Woodhaven  to  New  York  between  6:30  and  8  x.  m.  by  an  Increase  of 
five  (5)  cars  or  bv  an  Increase  from  sixteen  to  twenty-one  (16  to  21),  making  a 
total  .service  from  6  to  8  a.  m.  of  the  twenty-seven   (27)  cars. 

2  Leaving  Albany  Avenue  depot  to  New  York  between  6  and  7  A.  M.  by  an  increase 
of  two  (2)  cars  or  by  an  Increase  of  from  five  to  seven  (5  to  7)  cars,  maktog  the 
total  service  between  6  and  8:30  a.  m.  twenty  C20>   (ars 

;j.  Leaving  Rockaway  avenue  to  Borough  Hall  between  6:45  and  8:15  A.  m.  by 
the  operation  of  a  new  sei-vlce  of  fifteen  (13)  cars  from  RorouRh  Hall  over  the 
following  route : 
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From  Rockaway  avenue  over  the  regular  route  of  the  Bergen  street  line  to 
Boerum  place  and  Atlantic  avenue,  through  Atlantic  avenue  to  Court  street,  through 
Court  street  to  Joralemon  street,  through  Joralemon  street  to  Fulton  street,  through 
Fulton  street  to  Boerum  place,  and  thence  by  the  regular  route  returning  to 
Rockaway  avenue. 

Eastbound,  New  York  to  Depot  and  Woodhaven. 

4.  Between  2:15  and  7- p.  m.  to  continue  the  service  now  provided  from  New  York 
to  Woodhaven,  of  fifty- two  (52)  cars  passing  Livingston  street  and  Boerum  place, 
and  from  New  York  to  Albany  Avenue  depot  of  thirty -six  (36)  cars,  passing 
Livingston  street  and  Boerum  place,  except  that  between  2  :15  and  5  :15  p.  m^  all 
cars  now  running  only  to 'Albany  Avenue  depot  to  be  operated  at  least  as  far  as 
Rockaway  avenue. 

5.  Leaving  Borough  Hall  to  Rockaway  avenue  between  4:15  and  5:15  p.  m.,  to 

Srovide  a  new  service  of  six  (6)  cars  to  be  operated  upon  the  same  route  as  that 
escribed  in  **  3  "  above. 

6.  Between  5  :15  and  6 :45  p.  m.  from  Borough  Hall  to  provide  a  new  service  of 
fifteen  (15)  cars  to  Rockaway  avenue  to  be  operated  over  the  new  route  as  Indicated 
in  No.  3. 

B.     St.  Johns  Placb  Line. 
Westbound. 

1.  Leaving  Buffalo  avenue  between  6  :45  and  9 :15  a.  m.  by  an  increase  of  fifteen 
(15)  cars,  or  by  an  increase  from  23  to  38  cars  to  run  at  least  as  far  east  as 
Cl^  Hall. 

2.  Leaving  Buffalo  avenue  to  New  York,  between  9  :15  a.  m.  and  1  p.  m.,  by  an 
increase  of  t«n  (10)  cars,  or  by  aa  increase  from  20  to  30  cars. 

:  8.  Leaving  Buffalo  avenue  t<v  New  York,  between  1  p.  m.  and  3  p.  m.  by  an  increase 

I  of  five  (5)  cars,  or  by  an  increase  from  19  to  24  cars. 

!  4.  Leaving  Buffalo  avenue  between  7  :20  and  7  :50  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of  two 

(2)  cars,  or  by  an  Increase  from  6  to  8  cars. 

Eastbound. 

5.  Leaving  City  Hall  to  Buffalo  avenue,  between  2 :30  and  4  p.  m.,  by  an  increase 
of  three  cars,  or  by  an  increase  from  15  to  18  cars. 

6.  Leaving  City  Hall  to  Buffalo  avenue  between  4  and  6  p.  m.,  by  an  increase  of 
6  cars,  or  by  an  increase  from  10  to  16  cars. 

7.  Leaving  C^ty  Hall  to  Buffalo  avenue,  between  5  and  6  p.  ^.,  by  an  increase 
of  8  cars,  or  by  an  increase  from  16  to  24  cars. 

8.  Leaving  City  Hall  to  Buffalo  avenue,  between  6  and  6 :30  p.  m.,  by  an  increase 
of  4  cars,  or  by  an  increase  from  12  to  16  cars. 

0.  Leaving  C^ty  Hall  to  Buffalo  avenue,  between  6 :30  and  7  p.  m.,  by  an  increase 
of  2  cars,  or  by  an  increase  from  10  to  12  cars. 

10.  Leaving  City  Hall  to  Buffalo  avenue,  between  10  and  11  p.  m.,  by  an  increase 
of  two  (2)  cars,  or  by  an  increase  from  6  to  8  cars. 

11.  All  night  service  between  Rockaway  avenue  and  New  York.  Leaving  Rockaway 
avenue  to  New  York  and  return,  every  half  hour,  between  1 :30  and  4 :30  a.  m., 
a  total  of  7  cars. 

And  if  any  such  regulations,  changes,  improvements  and  additions  be  found  to  be 
such  aa  ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  details  of  such 
changes,  improvements,  and  additions  and  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a 
reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  and  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  ifiay  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  premises 
aa  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  be  given  at 
least  ten  (10)  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally  or 
by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company 
be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  were  held  March  25th,  April  8th,  16th,  22d  and  27th. 


New  York  and  Queens  County  Railway  Company. —  Condition 
of  road  bed  and  trolley  poles  on  Dutch  Kills  line. 

Complaint  Order  No.  671. 
Discontinuance   Order    No.    604. 
Complaint  of  J.  H.  F.  Boese, 

against 

New   Yobk   and  Queens   Coi^nty   Railway 
Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  571    (st»e  form,  note  1)    issued  June  12th. 
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The  matters  complained  of  were  satisfied  by  the  company  and  the  follow- 
ing discontinuance  order  issued: 


DISCONTINUANCE  ORDER 

No.  604. 

June  26,  1908. 


J.   H.   F.   BOESE, 

Complainanl, 
against 

NEW    YORK    AND    QUEENS    COUNTY    RAILWAY 
COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

"  Condition  of  roadbed   and  trolley  poles  on   Dutch 
Kills   Ldne." 

An  order,  No.  571,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  12th  day  of  June, 
1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  New  York  and  Queens  County  Railway  Company 
to  answer  the  complaint  herein  within  a  time  therein  specified,  and  the  said  New 
York  and  Queens  County  Railway  Company  having,  on  June  23,  1908,  made  answer 
thereto,  from  which  it  appears  that  the  matters  complained  of  in  the  said  complaint 
above  mentioned  have  been  Ratisfled,  and  the  complainant  herein  having,  on 
June  23,  1908,  notified  this  Conmiission  in  writing  of  such  satisfaction, 

Now,  upon  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  proceedings  herein  be,  and  the  same  hereby  are,  discontinued. 


New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company. —  Con- 
dition of  tracks  and  crossings  at  yards  at  30th  street  on  the 

west  side  of  Tenth  avenue. 

Complaint  Order  No.  284. 
Hearing  Order  No.  346. 
I     \  Dismissal  Order  No.  412. 

COJfPLAINT     OF     H.     B.     COBWIN 

against  ^ 

New    Yobk    Centbal    and    Hudson    Riteb 
Railboad  Compant. 

Complaint  Order  284  (see  form,  note  1),  issued  February  21st. 
Hearing  Order  No.  346   (see  form,  note  3),  issued  March  17th. 
Hearings  were  held  March  30th  and  April  7th. 
The  following  dismissal  order  was  issued: 


Complainant, 


H.  B.  COBWIN, 

against 
NEW    YORK    CENTRAL    AND_  HUDSON     RIVER 

Defendant. 


RAILROAD    COMPANY, 


"  Condition    of    tracks    and    crossings    at    yards    at 
Thirtieth  street,  on  the  west  side  of  Tenth  avenue." 


After  complaint  order  No.  284,  dated.  February  21, 
1908,  and  hearing  order  No.  346,  dated  March 
17,  1908. 


DISMISSAL  ORDER  No.  412. 
April   10,  1908. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  March  30, 
1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had,  on  April  7,  1908,  and  it  appearing  that  the 
said  hearing  was  held  pursuant  to  Order  Ko.  346  of  this  Commission,  made  on  the 
17th  day  of  March,  190S,  upon  the  complaint  and  answer  herein,  and  that  the  said 
order  was  duly  served  upon  said  II.  B.  Corwin,  complainant,  and  upon  said  New 
York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,  and  that  the  said  service  waa 
by  said  company  duly  acknowIe<lged  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and 
before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  complaint,  answer  and  order  specified 
on  March  30,  1908.  and  April  7,  1908,  at  which  hearing  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett 
presided,  and  H.  M.  Chamberlain,  Esq..  Assistant  Counsel,  appeared  for  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  and  B.  H.  Boles,  Esq,,  appeared  for  the 
New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,  and  there  being  no 
appearances  for  or  on  behalf  of  the  complainant,  and  testimony  having  been  taken 
upon  said  hearing, 

Now,  on  motion  of  R  H.  Boles,  Esq.,  attorney  for  the  New  York  Central  and 
Hudson  River  Railroad  Company, 
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It  is  ordered,  Tbat  the  said  complaint  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  dismissed  and 
that  this  order  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Commission,  ' 

And  it  i8  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  an  order 
for  further  or  additional  hearings  and  action  thereon  by  the  Commission,  upon  its 
own  motion  or  up<»n  complaint  duly  made,  in  respect  to  any  of  the  matters  covered 
by  said  complaint  and  answer  or  the  proceedings  thereon 


Union  Railway  Company. —  Condition  of  tracks  at  the  east  end 
of  McComb's  Dam  Bridge. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  th( 
question  of  the  serv'^ice  and  equipment  of  the 
UNION  RAILWAY  COMPANY  in  respect  to  the 
condition  of  its  track  at  the  east  end  of  MeComb's 
Dam  bridge. 


HEARING  ORDER  No.  240. 
February  4,  1908. 


It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  l»th  day  of  February,  1908, 
at  2  :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission  at  No.  154  Nassau  street,  in  the 
borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  service, 
equipment  and  appliances  of  the  Union  Railway  Company  in  respect  to  the  trans- 
portation of  persona  in  the  First  District  are  insufficient,  improper  or  inadequate 
and  whether  changes,  improvements  and  additions  thereto  ought  reasonably  to  be 
made  in  the  manner  below  set  forth,  in  order  to  promote  the  security  or  convenience 
of  the  public  or  employees,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and  facilities  for 
the  transportation  of  passengers  or  propertv,  and  if  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact, 
then  to  determine  whether  a  change,  addition  and  improvement  In  the  equipment 
appliances  and  service  of  said  company  as  hereinafter  set  forth.  Is  such  as  would 
be  Just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  to 
accommodate  the  passenger  traffic  offered  to  it  and  to  promote  the  security  and 
convenience  of  the  public  or  employees,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  serrice  for 
the  transportation  of  passengers. 

That  is  to  say,  that  the  curved  tracks  between  tangents  at  the  point  of  inter- 
section  of  the  viaduct  approach  and  the  steel  approach  .to  the  east  end  of  McComb'i 
Dam  bridge  be  resurfaced. 

And  if  such  changes,  improvements  and  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as  ought 
to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a  reasonable  tlma 
within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  prem- 
ises as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Union  Railway  Company  be  given  at  least  ten  (10) 
pays*  notice  of  such  hearing,  by  service  upon  it  either  personally  or  by  mail  of  a 
certified  copy  of  this  order  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company  be  afforded  all 
reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining 
witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  were  held  February  19th  and  March  lOth. 


EXTENSIONS  AND  RELOCATION  OF  TRACKS  BY 
ORDER  OF  THE  COMMISSION. 


Long  Island  Railroad  Company. —  Proposed  deflection  of  a  part 
of  Atlantic  avenue  and  relocation  of  the  westbound  platform 
at  East  New  York.  Case  No.  lOOO. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 

Hearing  on  motion  of  tlic  Commission  as  to  the 
regulations,  practices,  equipment  and  service  of 
the  LONG  ISLAND  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


•  Proposed  deflection  of  a  part  of  Atlantic  avenue 
and  relocation  of  the  westbound  platform  at  East 
New  York." 


^HEARING  ORDER. 

November  24,  1908. 


It  i$  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  3d  day  of  December,  1908,  at 
2:80  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,   or  at  any   time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
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be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  at  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough 
of  Manhattan,  city  and  i!$tatc  of  New  York,  to  inquire  into  the  plan  proposed  br 
the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  for  the  relocation  of  a  part  of  Atlantic  aTenue 
in  Brooklyn,  and  the  moving  of  the  westbound  platform  at  East  New  York. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  be  given  at  least 
five  days*  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally  or  by  mail, 
of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company  be  alTorded 
all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examin- 
Ing  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

3d  and   17th. 


Hearings  were  held  Decemljer 
Adjourned  to  January  12,  1009. 


Nassau  Ekctric  Railroad  Company. —  Extension  of  Fifth  avenue 
surface  line  in  Brooklyn  to  Bay  Ridge  avenue  and  86th  street 
—  Waiting  room  at  Bay  Ridge  and  Fifth  avenues. 


Hearir 
Final 


f  Order  No.  294. 
)rd€r  No.   427. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the  ques- 
tion  of   improvements   in    and    additions    to   the 
service   of   the    NASSAU    BLBGTRIC    RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 


'  Extension  of  Fifth  Avenue  Surface  line  in  Brooklyn 
to  Bay  Ridge  avenue  and  Eighty -sixth  street  — 
Waiting  room  at  Bay  Ridge  and  Fifth  avenues." 


HEARING  ORDER  No.  294. 
February  28,  1908. 


It  is  horehy  ordered.  That  a  hearing  1>e  had  on  the  12th  day  of  Mardi,  1908,  at 
two  thirty  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission.  No.  164  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  Bute  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations^ 
practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company 
-in  respect  to  the  transportation  of  passengers  in  the  First  District  are  unreasonable. 
Improper  or  inadequate,  and  whether  changes,  improvements  and  additions  thereto 
ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  the  manner  below  set  forth  In  order  to  promote 
the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and 
facilities  for  tlie  transportation  of  passengers,  and  if  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact» 
then   to  determine   whether  a   change,   addition   and   improvement  in   regulations, 

Jfractices,  equipment  appliances  and  service  of  said  company  as  hereinafter  set 
orth  are  such  as  will  be  .lust,  reasonable,  adequate  and  proper  and  ought  reasonably 
to  be  made  to  accommodate  the  passenger  traffic  offered  to  it  and  to  promote  the 
convenience  of  the  public,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  or  zacllitleB  for 
the  transportation  of  passengers,  that  is  to  say : 

Whether  the  following  changes,  additions  and  regulations  should  be  put  into 
effect : 

1.  Whether  nil  cars  now  oncrntMi  nn  the  Fifth  fivenn<»  surfao*^  line  of  the  Nassau 
Electric  Railroad  Company  in  Brooklyn  and  now  stopping  at  Sixtieth  street  should 
be  run  through  to  Bay  Ridge  avenue ;  and  whether  all  cars  on  said  line  now  stopping 
at  Bay  Ridge  avenue  should  be  run  through  to  Eighty-sixth  street 

2.  whether  a  waiting  room  should  be  provided  for  the  comfort  and  protection  of 
passengers  at  the  transfer  point  at  the  intersection  of  Bay  Ridge  and  Fifth  ayenues. 

3.  Whether  an  additional  cross-over  should  be  installed  at  the  Junction  of  Bay 
Ridge  and  Fifth  avenues  for  the  prompt  despatch  of  cars. 

And  if  any  Ruch  reGrulatlons.  changes.  Imnrovem^its  and  additions  be  found  to 
be  such  as  ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  details  of  such 
changes,  improvements  and  additions  and  to  determine  what  period  would  -be  a 
reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  and  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  premises 
as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  be  given  at 
least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally  or  by 
mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  com'oany  be 
afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  were  held  March  12th,  19th  and  26th. 
The  following  final  order  was  issued: 
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FINAL  OIIDER  No.  4,11. 
April   21,   190S. 

This  matter  ccmlng  on  upon  the  report  of  the  bearing  had  herein  on  the  12th 
4lay  of  March,  1908.  and  the  adjournments  thereof,  and  ft  appearing  that  the  said 
hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  hearing  No.  294,  made  the  28th 
4lay  of  Februarv,  1908,  and  returnable  on  the  12th  day  of  March,  1908.  and  that 
the  said  Order  No.  294  was  duly  served  on  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company 
and  that  the  said  service  was  by  it  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  said  hearing 
was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  order  specified 
on  the  12th  day  of  March,  1008,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  the  19th  day  of 
March,  1908,  and  by  adjournment  dulv  had  on  the  26th  day  of  March,  1908,  Mr. 
Commissioner  Bassett  presiding  at  eacn  of  said  sessions,  and  Grosvenor  H.  Backus, 
Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  Mr.  Arthur  N.  Dutton,  superintendent  of 
transportation  of  the  Nassau  Blectric  Railroad  Company,  appearing  for  the  company. 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear,  after  the  proceeding  upon  said  hearing,  that  it  is 
Just,  reasonable  and  proper  that  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  should  be 
directed  to  make  the  changes  In  its  regulations,  practices  and  service,  its  equipment, 
appliances  and  tracks,  which  are  hereinafter  specified,  in  order  to  promote  the 
convenience  of  the  public. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George   S.   Coleman,    Esq.,   Counsel   to  the   Commission, 

It  is  ordered: 

1.  That  on  and  after  the  1st  day  of  May,  1908,  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad 
Company  operate  through  to  Bay  Ridge  avenue  all  cars  on  its  Fifth  avenue  line, 
whicn  have  heretofore  terminated  their  southerly  run  at  Sixtieth  street, 

2.  That  on  or  before  the  1st  day  of  June.  1008,  said  company  place  an  additional 
cross-over  at  the  Junction  of  Bay  Ridge  avenue  and  Fifth  avenue. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  immediately,  and  shall 
remain  in  force  until  modified  by  the  further  order  of  this  Commission,  but  shall 
be  without  preludice  to  the  right  of  the  Commission  to  make  any  further  order  or 
orders  for  additional  hearings  upon  any  of  the  matters  specified  in  said  order  for 
hearing  No.  294,  made  on  the  28th  day  of  February.  1908. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  within  five  days  after  service  upon  it  of  this 
order,  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission 
for  the  First  District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be 
obeyed. 


New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company. —  Plan 
for  relieving  city  streets  from  freight  traffic  and  for  removing 
Eleventh  avenue  tracks  from  street  surface. 


In  the  Matter 

of   the 

Plan  submitted  by  the  AMSTERDAM  CORPORA- 
TION for  the  relieving  of  city  streets  from  freight 
traflAc  and  for  the  removal  of  the  Eleventh  avenue 
tracks  of  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company  from  the  surface  of  Eleventh 
avenue. 


►MEAKlXf;   OUHEK    No.  784. 
October  16,  1908. 


Resolved,  That  a  public  hearing  be  held  on  the  11th  day  of  November,  1908,  at 
B  :00  p.  Jf,  on  the  plans  submitted  by  William  J.  WUgus  for  the  Amsterdam  Corpo- 
ration, to  relieve  the  city  streets  from  freight  traffic  and  to  remove  the  west  side 
tracks. 

•  Hearings  were  held  November  11th,  13th  and  December  4th. 
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New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company. —  Failure  to 
construct  railroads  through  the  Borough  of  the  Bronx  for 
which  franchises  were  obtained  in  1903. 

Complaint  Order  No.  478. 
Extension  Order  No.  510. 
Hearing  Order  No.  588. 
Complaint  of  Robert  C.  Wood 

agauiat 

New    Yobk    City    Intebbobouoii    Railway 
Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  478   (see  form,  note  1),  issued  May  12th. 
Ebctension  Order  No.  510    (see  form,  note  2),  issued  May  22d. 
Hearing  Order  No.  588   (see  form,  note  3),  issued  June  19th. 
Hearings   heid  June   30th,  July   1st,   9th,  29th,  August   5ih,   October   Tth 
and  21st. 


Union  Railway  Company. —  Extension  of  Boscobel  avenue  line  to 
the  end  of  Washington  Bridge. 

Complaint    Order    No.   237. 
Extension  Order  No.   264. 
Hearing  Order  No.   407. 
Final  Order  No.  450. 

Complaint  of  Francis  P.  Kenney,  as  Presi- 
dent or  the  HlGHBRlDOE  TAXPAYERS'  AL- 
LIANCE 

against 

Union   Railway   Company   and    Frederick 
W.  Whitridoe,  its  Receiver. 

Complaint  Order  No.  237   (see  form,  note  1),  issued  February  4th. 
Extension  Order  No.  264   (see  form,  note  2),  issued  February  18th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  407    (see  form,  note  3),  issued  April  10th. 
Hearing  held  April  22d. 
The  following  final  order  was  issued: 


FRANCIS  P.  KENNY,  as  President  of  the  Highbrldge 
Taxpayers  Alliance,  Complainant, 

against 

UNION  RAILWAY  COMPANY  and  FREDERICK  W. 
WHITRIDGE,  as  Receiver  of  the  Union  Railway 
Company,  Defendants. 


'  Extension  of  Boscobel  Avenue  Line  to  the  end  of 
Washington  Bridge." 


Border  no.  450. 

May  1,  1908. 


Under  Order  for  Hearing  No.  407,  dated  April   10,  } 
1008.  I 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  April  22, 
1908,  and  it  appearing   that  said  honriiij?  wa.s  held  piii-simnt  to  Order  No.  407  or 
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this  Commissloo,  .made  upon  the  complaint  and  answer  herein,  dated  the  10th  day 
of  April,  1908,  and  returnable  on  the  22nd  day  of  April,  1908,  and  that  said  order 
was  duly  served  upon  said  Union  Hallway  Company  and  upon  said  Frederick  W. 
Whitridge,  as  receiver  of  said  company,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was 
had  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  embraced  in  the  complaint  and 
answer  herein  and  in  said  order  specified,  on  the  aforesaid  date,  before  Mr.  Com- 
missioner Eustis  presiding,  Harry  M.  Chamberlain,  Esq.,  assistant  counsel,  appearing 
-      '•     -         ■    •  -        --         —-.  "  .       -     .^  •  ilnant  and 


for  the  Commission,  and  B.  V.  R.  Ketchum,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  complainant 
M.  S.  Borland,  Esq.,  of  Messrs.  Bowers  and  Sands,  attorneys,  appearing  for  said 
Union  Railway  Company  and  for  Frederick  W.  Whitridge,  as  receiver  of  said  com- 
pany, and  proof  having  been  taken  upon  said  hearing  and  it  having  been  stipulated 
and  agreed  upon  said  hearing  by»ana  between  the  parties  thereto  that  an  order  of 
this  Cfommission  should  issue,  directing  and  requiring  the  said  Union  Railway  Com- 

8 any  and  said  Frederick  W.  Whitridge,  as  receiver  of  said  company,  to  extend  the 
loscobel  avenue  Ihie  operated  by  said  company  and  by  said  Frederick  W.  Whitridge, 
as  its  receiver,  within  the  city  of  New  York,  from  the  present  westerly  terminus 
of  said  line  to  the  easterly  line  of  Aqueduct  avenue,  and  it  having  been  agreed  by 
aad  between  the  said  parties  that  such  order  will  be  satisfactory  to  the  ccMnplainant 
herein  and  will  be  satisfactory  to  and  will  be  complied  with  by  said  Union  Railway 
Company  a^d  by  said  Frederick  W.  Whitridge.  as  its  receiver,  and  it  bavins  been 
made*  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  thirty  days  would  be  a 
reasonable  time  within  which  sucb  order  should  be  directed  to  be  executed, 
Now,  on  motion  of  Georse  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission, 
It  l«  ordered.  That  said  Union  Railway  Company  and  said  Frederick  W.  Whit- 
ridge, as  receiver  of  sdid  company,  be  and  they  hereby  are  directed  and  required  to 
extend  the  tracks  of  said  Boscobel  avenue  line  from  the  present  westerly  terminus 
of  said  line  to  the  eastern  boundary  of  Aqueduct  avenue  and  to  construct  such 
extension  within  thirty  days  from  the  date  of  the  service  of  this  order  upon  them. 
This  order  shall  continue  in  force  until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Commission 
for  the  First  District  shall  otherwise  order. 

It  Is  further  ordered.  That  said  Union  Railway  Company  and  said  Frederick  W. 
Whitridge,  as  its  receiver,  notify  the  l^ublic  Service  Commission  for  the  First  Dis- 
trict within  five  (5)  days  after  service  of  this  order  upon  them  whether  the  terms 
of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


STATIONS. 


Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. —  Additional  stair- 
way at  Marcy  avenue  station  on  Broadway  route. 

Complaint  of  Jabed  J.  Chambers 

against 

Bbookltn  Union  Elevated  Railboad  Coic- 

PANT. 

Complaint  Order  No.  358    (see  form,  note  1),  issued  March  30th. 


Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. —  Passageway  and 
transfer  from  Fulton  street  elevated  to  Fifth  avenue  elevated 
at  Flatbush  avenue. 

Complaint  of  Bbookltn  League 

against 

BB00KJ.YN  Union  Klevated  Railboad  Com- 

PANT. 

Complaint  Order  Xo.  413  (sre  form,  note  1),  issued  April  14th. 
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Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. —  Unprotected  con- 
dition of  Van  Sicklen  avenue  station  of  the  City  line. 
Complaint  of  A,  Ziegleb  and  I.  Baer 
against 

Bbooklyn  Umon  Elevated  Railboad  Com- 
pany. • 

Complaint  Order  No.  641    (seo  form,  note  1),  issued  May  29tli. 

The  company  answered  June  llth. 

The  complainants  did  not  furnish  their  addresses  and  notices  of  the  pr> 
ceedings  addressed  them  in  the  neighborhood  of  the  station  in  question  wre 
retur^ied  unclaimed.  Nothing  further  was  heard  concerning  the  subject  matter 
of  the  complaint. 


Brooklyn    Union    Elevated    Railroad    Company. —  Shelter    at 
Avenue  L  station  on  the  Canarsie  elevated  lines. 

Hearing  Order  No.  718. 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 

Final   Order  No.   782. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Comiuissfon  ns  to  th?  regu- 
lations,  practices,   equipment,   and   service  of  the 

brooklyn    union    elevated    railroad 
company. 


'  8  lelter  at  Avenue  *  L '  station  on  the  Canarsie 
Elevated  Lines." 


HEAUINr;  ORDER   No.    718. 
Septeml)er  11,  1908. 


Tt  is  hereby  ordered,  That  a  hearing  l)e  had  on  the  23rd  day  of  September,  1908, 
at  2  :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Co-nmission.  No.  154  Nassau  street,  boroiig^  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  Yorlc.  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations,  prac- 
ticep,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  said  company,  upon  and  near  Its  Canarsie 
Elevated  line,  at  its  Avenue  **  L "  station  on  the  said  line,  in  respect  to  the  trans- 
portation of  persons,  freight  or  property  with  the  State,  are  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unsafe,  Improper  or  inadequate,  and  If  it  be  so  found,  then  to  determine  whether 
changes  In  said  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  in  the  par- 
ticulars following,  at  the  place  or  places  herein  mentioned,  would  be  just,  reasonable, 
safe,  adequate  and  proper,  and  whether  such  changes  shall  be  put  in  force,  observed 
and  used  on  the  line  of  siild  company,  and  also  to  Inquire  and  determine  whether 
repairs,  Improvements,  changes  or  additions  to  or  in  the  tracks,  switches,  terminals, 
terminal  facilltUs  or  other  property  or  dpvlces  used  bv  said  company  In  the  nnr- 
ticulars  following,  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  order  to  promote"  the  security 
or  convenience  of  the  public  or  emplovees  or  In  order  to  secure  adequate  facilities 
for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  freight  or  property,  namely: 

1.  Whether  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  should  be  directed 
to  equip  the  station  at  Avenue  "L"  on  its  Canar.Me  Elevated  line  with  a  waiting 
room  and  station  canopy  of  approximately  the  same  dimensions  as  the  one  at 
Flatlands  avenue. 

2.  Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  provide  a  cinder  walk  to  tho 
height  of  the  rails,  for  the  entire  width  of  the  private  right  of  way,  adjoining  the 
platform  at  the  west  end  of  the  station  abovp  mentioned. 

And  if  such  changes.  Improvements  and  additions  le  such  ss  ought  to  be  made  as 
aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  extent  thereof  and  what  period  would  be  a  reason- 
able time  within  which  the  same  should  l>o  dtrectod  to  be  exe'-nted. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commlfl«»ion  may  mike  su 'b  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 
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Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  fUevated  Railroad  Company  be 
given  at  least  ten  (10)  days'  notice  of  such  hearing^  by  service  upon  it.  either  per- 
sonally or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said 
company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  ex- 
amining and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  hereinbefore  set  forth. 

Hearings  were  held  September  23d  and  30th. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  "October  13,  1908.) 

COMMISSIONKB  BASSETT  .' 

The  southerly  p$irt  of  the  Canarsie  branch  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Rail- 
road is  built  upon  the  railroad's  private  right  of  way.  At  Avenue  L  station  there 
is  no  waiting  room  or  shelter  excepting  a  small  booth  to  accommodate  the  ticket 
agent.  Trains  are  operated  upon  a  10  and  15  minute  headway.  A  large  number 
of  people  use  this  station  and  Its  use  is  constantly  growing.  Passengers  waiting 
for  trains  must  either  stand  on  the  unprotected  station  or  else  cross  the  tracks  to 
the  station  when  they  see  the  train  approach.  There  are  three  other  island  sta- 
tions on  this  part  of  the  railroad,  two  of  which  have  comfortable  waiting  rooms 
and  canopies  extending  over  part  of  the  platforms.  I  believe  that  the  evidence 
ahows  that  the  erection  of  a  waiting  room  and  canopy  similar  to  that  now  in  use 
at  the  Flatlands  avenue  station  is  reasonably  requisite.  Let  a  final  order  be  pre- 
pared requiring  such  a  waiting  room  and  canopy. 

Thereupon  the  followmg  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDER  No.   782. 
October  13,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  23d 
day  of  September,  1908,  and  the  adjournments  thereof,  and  it  appearing  that  the 
•aid  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commisfrion  No.  718, 
made  on  the  11th  day  of  September,  1908,  and  returnable  on  the  23d  day  of  Bep- 
tember,  1908,  and  that  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated 
Railroad  Company,  and  that  said  service  was  by  said  company  duly,  acknowledged, 
and  that  the  saia  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters 
in  said  order  specified  on  the  23d  day  of  September.  1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly 
had  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1908,  at  each  of  which  sessions  Mr.  Com- 
missioner Bassett  presided,  Grosvenor  H.  Backus,  Esq.,  assistant  counRel,  appearing 
for  the  Commission  and  Mr.  Arthur  N.  Dutton,  Superintendent  of  Transportation 
Of  the  Brooklyn  Elevated  Railroad  Cbmpany,  appearing  for  said  company,  and 
testimony  being  taken,  and  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said 
hearing  that  the  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  said 
company  upon  Ita  Canarsie  Elevated  line  at  its  Avenue  L  station  on  said  line  in 
respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  within  the  First  District  are  unreasonable, 
unsafe.  Improper  and  inadequate,  and  that  changes  in  the  practices,  equipment, 
appliances  and  services  in  the  particulars  following  at  the  place-  herein  mentioned 
would  be  Just,  reasonable  and  proper,  and  that  the  repairs,  improvements,  changes 
or  additions  to  or  in  the  particulars  following  ought  reasonablv  to  be  made  in 
order  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public  and  In  order  to  secure 
adequate  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  persons. 

Now,  therefore,  on  motion  duly  made  and  seconded,  it  is  hereby 

Ordered,  That  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  by  or  before  the 
14th  day  of  December,  1908,  erect  and  instal  at  its  Avenue  L  station  on  Its  Onarsie 
Elevated  line  a  waiting-room  and  canopy  similar  in  size,  character  and  equipment 
in  all  respects  to  the  waiting-room  and  canopy  now  in  use  at  the  Flatlands  avenue 
station  on  said  Canarsie  line  of  said  company,  and  at  all  times  maintain  said  waiting- 
room  and  canopy  in  good  order  and  repair. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  Immediately  and  shall 
remain  in  force  until  modified  by  the  further  order  of  the  CommiRsfon. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  on  or  before  the  24th  day  of  October,  1908,  said 
Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  notify  thl8  rommission  in  writing 
whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 
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In  the  Matter 

of  the  ^ 

KegulationB.    praoticos  and   service  of   the   BROOK- 
LYN UNION  KlyEVATEl)  RAILROAD  COMl»ANY. 


ORDER  FOR  KXTENSION 

OF  TIME  No.  236. 

February  4,  1008. 


An  order.  No.  Ifi6,  having  been  made  on  or  about  the  16th  day  of  December,  1907. 
In  the  above  entitled  proceeding  ordering  and  directing  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated 
Railroad  Company  to  procure  and  place  additional  station  signs  at  stations  within 
the  time  therein  specified,  and  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company 
having  applii>d  for  an  extension  of  such  time. 

Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  within 
which  to  procure  additional  station  signs  al)ove  mentioned  and  to  place  said  signs 
at  their  stations  at  the  points  mentioned  In  said  Order  No.  156  be,  and  the  same 
hereby  Is,  extended  to  and  including  the  1st  day  of  April,  1908. 

EXTENSION   ORDER   No.   307. 
March    3,    1908. 

An  order,  No.  156,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  16th  day  of  De- 
cember, 1907,  ordering  and  directing  the  Brooklyn  irnlon  Elevated  Railroad  Com- 
pany to  remove  the  platform  and  station,  including  stairways,  from  the  structure 
of  said  Company  at  tho  intersection  of  P^ilton  and  TlUary  streets,  in  the  borough 
of  Brooklyn  by  or  before  March  2,  1908,  and  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated 
Railroad  Company,  having,  on  March  2,  1908.  applied  In  writing  for  an  extension 
of  such  time. 

Now,  on  motion,  It  Is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  Brooklyn  T'nlon  Elevated  Railroad  Company  within 
which  to  remove  the  station  stairways  alwvc  mentioned  be,  and  the  same  hereby 
is,  extended  to  an^  including  the  14  th  day  of  March,  1908. 

EXTENSION  OBDER  No.   345. 
March   17,   1908. 

An  order,  No.  156.  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  16th  day  of  De- 
cember, 1907,  ordering  and  directing  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Com- 
pany to  construct  an  additional  stairway  at  the  Gates  avenue  station  and  at  the 
Halsey  strpet  station  upon  its  Broadway  line,  on  or  before  the  10th  day  of  April, 
1908,  and  the  said  Brooklyn  T'nion  Elevated  Hallroad  Company  having,  on  the  11th 
day  of  March,  1908,  applied  In  writing  for  an  extension  of  guch  time, 

Now.  on  motion  mane  and  duly  seconded.  It  Is 

Ordered.  That  the  time  within  which  the  Brooklyn  TTnlon  Elevated  Railroad  Com- 

ftany  shall  make  the  additions  to  stations  above  mentioned  be,  and  the  same  hereby 
s,  extended  to  and  including  the  10th  day  of  May,  1908. 


EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  398. 
April  7,  1908. 

An  order,  No.  150.  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  16th  dav  of  De- 
cember, 1907,  ordering  and  directing  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Com- 
pany to  procure  and  place  additional  station  signs  at  stations  within  a  time  therein 
specified,  and  said  time  within  which  to  place  Bald  signs  having  been  extended  to 
and  Including   the  1st  day  of  April,   1908,  by   the   terms  of  Orter  No.   236,  made 
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herein  on  the  4th  day  of  February,  11)08,  and  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevate* 
Railroad  Company  having  on  April  flrat  applied  in  writing,  for  a  further  extension 
«f  such  time. 

Now.  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded.  It  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  within 
which  to  procure  additional  station  signs  above  mentioned,  and  to  place  said  signs 
at  their  stations  at  the  points  mentioned  in  said  Order  No.  156  be,  and  the  same 
hereby  is,  extended  to  and  including  the  15th  day  of , May,  1908. 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  470. 
May  8,  1908. 

An  order  of  the  Commission,  No.  156,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the 
16th  day  of  December,  1907,  ordering  and  directing  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated 
Railroad  Company  to  construct  an  additional  stairway  at  the  Gates  avenue  station 
and  at  the  Halsey  street  station  upon  its  Broadway  line,  on  or  before  the  10th  day 
of  April,  1908,  and  the  said  time  to  complete  the  above  mentioned  improvements 
having  been  extended  to  and  Including  the  10th  day  of  Mav,  1908,  by  the  terms  of 
Order  No.  345,  made  herein  on  the  17th  day  of  March,  1908,  and  the  said  Brooklyn- 
Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  having  on  May  1,  1908,  applied  In  writing  for 
a  further  extension  of  such  time. 

Now,  upon  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  within 
which  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  said  Order  No.  156,  be  and  the  same  hereby  la 
extended  to  and  including  the  19th  day  of  July,  1908. 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  528. 
Biay  26,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  156,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  16th  day  of  December, 

1907,  ordering  and  directing  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Companv  to 
procure  and  place  additional  station  signs  at  stations  within  a  time  therein  specmed, 
and  said  time  within  which  to  place  said  signs  having  been  extended  to  and  in- 
cluding the  1st  day  of  April,  1908,  by  the  terms  of  Order  No.  236,  made  herein  on 
the  4th  day  of  February,  1908,  and  the  said  time  having  been  further  extended  to 
the  15th  day  of  May,  1908,  by  the  terms  of  Order  No.  398,  made  herein  on  the  7th 
day  of  April,  1908,  and  the  said  Brooklyn  l^nion  p:ievated  Railroad  Company  having 
on  May  ISth  applied  in  writing  for  a  further  extension  of  such  time. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  within 
which  to  procure  additional  station  signs  above  mentioned  and  to  place  said  signs 
at  their  stations  at  the  points  mentioned  In  said  Order  No.  156  be,  and  the  same 
hereby  is,  extended  to  and  including  the  15th  day  of  June,  1908. 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  582. 
June  16,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  156,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  16th  day  of  De- 
cember, 1907,  ordering  and  directing  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Com- 
pany to  procure  and  place  additional  station  signs  at  stations  within  a  time  therein 
specified,  and  said  time  within  which  to  place  said  signs  having  been  extended  to  and 
including  the  1st  dav  of  April,  1908,  by  the  terms  of  Order  No.  236,  made  herein 
on  the  4th  day  of  Februan?,  1908,  and  the  said  time  having  been  further  extended 
to  the  15th  day  of  May,  lvK)8,  by  the  terms  of  Order  No.  398,  made  herein  on  the 
7th  day  of  April,  1908,  and  the  said  time  having  been  again  extended  to  the  15th 
day  of  June,  1908,  by  the  terms  of  Order  No.  528,  made  herein  on -the  26th  day  of 
May,  1908,  and  the  said  Brooklyn  TTnion  Elevated  Railroad  Company  having  on 
June  15th  applied  In  writing  for  a  further  extension  of  such  time  In  the  case  of 
the  placing  of  additional  signs  at  the  Kings  Highway  and  Shore  Road  station  on 
the  Brighton  Beach  line. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  It  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  Brooklyn  I'nlon  Elevated  Railroad  Company  within 
which  to  place  additional  station  signs  at  the  Kings  Illghway  and  Shore  Road 
station  on  the  Brighton  Beach  line,  provided  for  by  Order  No.  156  be,  and  the 
same  hereby  is  extended  to  and  including  the  1st  day  of  July,  1908. 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  645. 
July  21,  1908. 

An  order  of  the  Commission,  No.  156,  having  l>oen  made  herein  on  or  about  the 
16th  day  of  Dooeraber,  1907,  onlerlng  and  directing.  In  paragraphs  (2)  and  (3), 
the  Brooklyn  I'nlon  Elevated  Railroad  Company  to  conptruct  an  additional  stairway 
at  the  Gates  avenue  station  and  at  the  llnlscy  .Ktroot  station  upon  its  Broadway  line, 
on  or  before  the  loth  day  of  April.  11)()*<.  and  the  sMid  timo  to  complete  the  above 
mentioned  improvements  having  been  extended  to  and  including  the  10th  day  of 
May,  1908,  by  the  terms  of  Order  No.  34.*».  made  heroin  on  the  17th  day  of  March, 

1908,  and  the  said  time  to  complete  the  above  mentioned  improvements  having  been 
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further  extended  to  and  including  the  19th  day  of  July.  1908,  by  the  terms  of 
Order  No.  470,  made  herein  on  the  8th  day  of  May,  1908,  and  the  said  Brookl/n 
Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  having,  on  July  20,  1008,  applied  in  writing  for 
a  further  extension  of  such  time, 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  It  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  within 
which  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  paragraphs  (2)  and  (3)  of  said  order,  No.  156^ 
be  and  the  same  hereby  is  extended  to  and  including  the  1st  day  of  October,  1906w 

REHEARING  ORDER  No.  660. 
August  8,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  166,  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  December  16,  1907, 
under  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  a  hearing  No.  80,  made  November  13,  1907. 
and  thereafter  having  been  duly  served  upon  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad 
Company,  directing  In  paragraph  6  thereof  said  company  before  February  10,  1908, 
to  repair  the  station  and  stairways  on  the  Pulton  street  line  of  the  said  company  at 
Lafayette  avenue,  and  thereafter  to  keep  the  same  in  first-class  order,  whether  used 
or  not,  and  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  having,  on  July  20, 
1908,  applied  in  writing  to  this  Commission  for  a  rehearing  in  respect  to  the 
matter  contained  in  paragraph  6  of  said  order  No.  156,  and  sufficient  reason  for 
said  rehearing  having  been  made  to  appear. 

Ordered,  T%at  said  request  for  rehearing  be  granted,  and  that  the  said  rehearing 
upon  the  said  matter  contained  in  said  Order  No.  156,  entered  and  filed  on  De- 
cember 16,  1907,  be  held  on  the  13th  day  of  August,  1908,  at  2:30  o'clock  in  the 
afteihnoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the 
rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and 
State  of  New  York,  to  determine  after  such  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of 
the  facts,  including  those  arising  after  the  making  of  the  Order  No.  156,  whether 
the  original  Order  No.  156,  or  any  part  thereof,  as  to  matter  in  said  paragraph  6, 
Is  in  any  respect  unjust  or  unwise,  and  whether  the  said  Order  No.  156  sftiould,  as 
to  said  matters,  be  abrogated,  changed,  or  modified. 

And  if  any  such  abrogation,  changes,  or  modifications  are  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made,  then  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  such  changes  or 
modifications  of  the  said  order,  and  to  determine  the  time  of  taking  effect  of  the 
order  so  changed  or  modified. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the  pr«nises 
as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered,  That  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  be  given 
at  least  seven  (7)  days'  notice  of  such  rehearing  by  s&rvice  upon  it,  either  per- 
sonally or  by  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  snoh  rrhewrln^  said 
company  shall  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and 
examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matter  aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  August  I3th. 

REHEARING  ORDER  No.   754. 
October  2,   1908. 

An  order  of  the  Commission,  No.  156,  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  the 
16th  day  of  December,  1907,  ordering  and  directing  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated 
Railroad  Company,  in  paragraphs  (2)  and  (3)  thereof,  to  construct  an  additional 
stairway  from  the  gallery  landing  to  the  northerly  side  of  Broadway  at  the  Gates 
avenue  stiitlon  and  at  the  Ilalsey  street  station,  and  to  widen  the  stairway  now 
leading  from  the  gallery  to  the  station  platforms  at  said  stations  as  much  as  the 
side  stringers  will  allow,  this  work  to  be  completed  by  or  before  April  10,  1906» 
and  said  time  for  completion  of  said  work  having  been  extended  successfully  by  the 
terms  of  Orders  Noa  345,  470  and  645,  made  herein  on  March  17th,  May  8th  and 
July  21.  1908,  respectively,  to  and  including  the  1st  day  of  October,  1908 ;  and  the 
said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  having  subsequently,  on  September 
80,  1908,  applied  in  writing  to  this  Commission  for  a  rehearing  In  respect  to  the 
matters  contained  in  paragraphs  (2)  and  (3)  of  the  Final  Order  No.  156  above  men- 
tioned, and  suflaclent  reason  for  said  rehearing  having  been  made  to  appear. 

Ordrrrd,  that  said  request  for  a  rehearing  be  granted,  and  that  the  said  rehearing 
upon  the  matters  contained  In  paragraphs  (2)  and  (3)  of  said  Order  No.  156.  entered 
and  filed  on  December  16,  1907,  be  held  on  the  9th  day  of  October,  1906,  at  2:30 
o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borougn  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  determine  after  such  rehearing  and 
after  consideration  of  the  fact^i.  Including  those  arising  after  the  making  of  Order 
No.  156,  whether  Order  No.  156  or  any  part  thereof,  is  unjust,  or  unwise,  and 
whether  the  said  Order  No.  150  should  be  abrogated,  changed,  or  modified. 

And  If  any  such  abrogation,  changes  or  modifications  are  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  mado.  then  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  changes  or  modi* 
fications  of  the  snid  order,  and  to  determine  the  time  of  taking  effect  of  the  orde^ 
as  changed  or  modified. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commls^tton  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  rensonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  be 
given   at  least   five  dnys'   notico  of  such   rehoaring.   by   Fi-rvlce   upon    It,   ettuer  per- 
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sonally  or  by  mall,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  rehearing 
said  company  shall  be  afford*Ml  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence 
and  examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Further  ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  said  Brooklyn  In  ion  Elevated  Railroad 
Company  within  which  to  comply  with  tlje  terms  of  paragraphs  (2)  and  (3)  of 
Order  No.  ir)6  be,  and  the  same  herebv  Is,  extended  until  such  time  as  the  Commis- 
sion shall  enter  an  order  upon  the  rehearing  herein  provided  for. 

Hearing  held  October  9th. 
Adjourned   to  January  5,   1009. 

Ori.MON  OF  Commission. 
(Adopted  October  6.   1008.) 

Commissioner  Bassett  : — 

By  Order  No.  156  the  Brooklyn  I'nlon  Elevated  Railroad  (\>mpiny  was  required 
to  repair  In  a  certain  manner  their  I^fayette  Avenue  station  by  L'ebruary  10,  1908. 
The  company  accepted  this  order  and  stated  that  it  would  comply.  After  the 
said  date  passed  an  inspection  showed  that  the  company  had  not  complied  with  the 
order,  and  on  July  14,  1908,  a  resolution  was  passed  by  the  Commission,  directing 
the  counsel  to  begin  an  action  for  the  penalty  in  accordance  with  the  law.  There- 
upon the  company  asked  for  a  rehearing.  It  will  not  be  the  practice  of  the 
Commission  when  a  company  has  seen  fit  to  disobey  an  order  and  steps  are  Initiated 
to  enforce  the  penalty  according  to  law,  to  allow  the  company  to  excuse  itself  by 
proposing  a  modification. 

Inasmuch,  however,  as  some  confusion  has  occurred  in  this  case,  1  recommend 
that  the  default  of  the  company  be  excused  and  that  the  time  to  comply  with  the 
order  he  extended  to  November  13,  1908,  but  without  any  modification  of  the 
order  Itself.  If  the  company  decides  that  it  wants  to  remove  the  station  it  must 
make  an  application  for  a  modification  of  this  order  before  such  time,  and  such 
application  will  lie  heard  on  its  merits.     Let  an  order  b?  prepared  accordingly. 

Thereupon  the  following  extension  order  was  issued: 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  761. 
October  6.   1908. 

An  order.  No.  156,  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  the  16th  day  of  De- 
cember, 1907,  under  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  a  hearing.  No,  89,  made  November 
13,  1907,  and  said  Order  No.  156  having  been  duly  ser\-ed  on  the  Brooklyn  Cnlon 
Elevated  Railroad  Company,  which  said  company  was  directed  by  paragraph  num- 
bered (6)  of  said  Order  No.  156,  to  repair  the  station  and  stairways  on  the  Pulton 
■treot  line  of  said  company,  at  Lafayette  avenue,  by  or  before  February  10,  1908, 
and  thereafter  to  keep  the  same  in  first-class  order,  whether  used  or  not,  and  the 
said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  having,  on  the  20th  day  of  July, 
1908,  applied  In  wrlthig  to  this  Commission  for  a  modification  of  the  terms  of  para- 
graph numbered  (6)  of  said  Order  No.  156,  and  having  to  that  end  requested  a  re- 
hearing in  regard  to  some  of  the  matters  contained  In  said  paragraph  (6)  of  said 
Order  No.  156.  and  the  Commission  having  ordered  a  rehearing  In  regard  -to  such 
matters,  and  said  rehearing  haying  come  on  or  before  the  Commission  on  the  13th 
day  of  August,  1908,  Mr.  Commissioner  McCarroll  presiding,  and  Harry  M.  Chamber- 
lain,  Esq.,  assistant  counsel  to  the  Commission,  attending,  and  Mr.  Arthur  N. 
IHitton,  Superintendent  of  Transportation  of  the  Brooklyn  Tjnion  Elevated  Railroad 
Company,  appearing  for  said  Company,  and  the  Commission  being  of  the  opinion 
after  such  rehearing  and  the  consideration  of  the  fpcts,  including  those  arising 
since  the  making  of  Order  No.  156,  that  the  time  within  which  said  Brooklyn 
Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  should  comply  with  the  terms  of  said  paragraph 
numbered  (6)  of  said  Order  No.  156,  should  be  extended  to  the  13th  day  of  Novem- 
ber, 1908. 

Now,  on  motion  duly  made  and  seconded.  It  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Rillroad  Com- 
pany must  comply  with  the  terms  of  paragraph  numberer  (6)  of  said  Order  No. 
156  be,  and  the  same  hereby  Is,  extended  to  and  Including  the  13th  day  of  November, 
1908. 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  829. 
November  10,  1908. 

An  order,  No.  156,  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  the  16th  day  of  De- 
cember, 1907,  nnder  and  pursuant  to  an  Order  for  Hearing  No.  89,  made  November 
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15,  1907,  and  aaid  Order  No.  156  having  been  duly  served  on  the  Brooklyn  Unioa 
Elevated  Hailroad  Company,  which  said  company  was  directed  by  paragraph  num- 
bered (6)  of  said  Order  No.  156,  to  repair  the  station  and  stairways  on  the  Fulton 
street  line  of  said  company  at  Lafayette  avenue,  by  or  before  February  10,  1906» 
and  thereafter  to  keep  the  same  In  nr8^clas8  order,  whether  used  or  not,  and  the 
said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  having,  on  the  20th  day  of  July. 
1008,  applied  in  writing  to  this  Commission  for  a  modification  of  the  terms  of 
paragrapo  numbered  (6j  of  said  Order  No.  156.  and  having  to  that  end  requested  a 
rehearing  In  regard  to  some  of  the  matters  contained  In  said  paragraph  (6)  of  said 
Order  No.  156;  and  the  Commission  having  ordered  a  rehearing  in  regard  to  such 
matters  and  having,  as  a  result  of  such  rehearing,  made  and  served  Extension 
Order  No.  761,  whereby  the  time  within  which  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated 
Railroad  Company  should  comply  with  the  terms  of  said  paragraph  numbered  (6> 
of  said  Order  No.  156  was  extended  to  the  IHth  day  of  November,  1908 :  and  said 
company  having,  under  date  of  October  30,  1906,  requested  that  the  Commission 
take  the  matter  under  advisement  and  notify  said  companv  of  Its  decision;  and 
the  Commission,  being  of  the  opinion  that  under  the  clrcumsiauoes  the  time  within 
which  said  company  should  be  remiired  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  said  para- 

Sraph  numbered  (6)  of  said  Order  No.  156  should  be  further  extended  to  the  13th 
ay  of  January,  1909. 

Now,  on  motion  duly  mndc  and  seconded.  It  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad 
Company  must  comply  with  the  terms  of  paragraph  numbered  (6)  of  said  Order  No. 
156  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to  and  including  the  i:uh  day  of  January, 
1009. 


Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  —  Nassau  Electric 
Railroad  Company. —  Lack  of  shelter  at  39th  street  and 
Church  avenue. 

Complaint  or  Louis   Ruprecht 

agaifist 

Bbooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railboad  Com- 
pany, Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Complaint  Order  No.  837  (.«?eo  form,  note  I),  issued  November  1 7th. 
On  December  2l8t  the  bureau  of  transit  inspection  reported  that  a  waiting 
room  had  been  erected  at  Thirtj'- ninth  street  and  Church  avenue. 


\ 
Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. —  Re-opeuing   of 
.  station  at  Lafayette  avenue  and  Fort  Greene  place. 

Complaint  Order   No.   846. 
Hearing  Order,  Case  846. 
Complaint  of  Brooklyn  Institute  of  Arts 
AND  Sciences 

against 

Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Complaint  Order  No.  846   (see  form,  note  1),  issued  November  20th. 
Hearing  Order  Case  846  (see  form,  note  3),  issued  December  8th. 
Hearings  were  held  December  15th,  22d  and  Slat. 


Oedees  of  the  Commission  Issued  in  1908. 


Brookl3m   Union    Elevated    Railroad    Company. —  Terminal    at 
Cypress  Hills  station. 


Final  Order  No.  256. 

Extension   Order  No.  269. 

Extension  Order  No.  457. 

Extension   Order  No.  620. 

Extension  Order  No.  854. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  of  an  improvement  and  addition  to 
terminal  facilities  of  the  BROOKLYN  UNION 
ELEVATED  RAILROAD  COMPANY  at  Cypress 
Hills  Station. 


Under  Order  for  Hearing  No.  66,   Issued   November 
4,    1907. 


OllDER   No.   250. 
WITH     RESOLUTION     AN- 
NEXED. 
February  11,  ICOS. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  10th 
day  of  November,  1907,  and  various  adjournments  thereof,  and  it  appearing  that 
the  said  hdarlng  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission  made 
November  4,  1907,  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Brooklyn 
Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company,  and  that  the  said  service  was  by  the  said  com- 
pany duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the 
Commission  on  the  matters  in  wld  order  specified  on  the  16th  day  of  November, 
1907,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  the  23d  day  of  November,  1907,  and  by 
adjournment  duly  had  on  the  2d  day  of  December,  1907,  and  by  adjournment  duly 
had  on  the  9th  day  of  December,  1907,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  the  18th 
day  of  January,  1908,  and  at  each  of  said  sessions  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett  pre- 
siding, and  Arthur  N.  Dutton,  Elsq.,  Assistant  General  Manager  of  the  Brooklyn 
Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company,  appearing  for  said  railroad  company,  and 
William  S.  Menden,  Esq.,  appearing  for  said  company  at  said  session  of  January 
13,  1908,  and  It  appearing  that  saldi  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  on 
the  13th  day  of  January,  1908,  submitted  to  the  Commission  a  plan  marked  *'A" 
for  the  enlargement 
Hills  station,  which  s 
that  on  the  23d  dav  ... 

General  Manager  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company,  Brooklyn 
Heights  Railroad  Companv  and  the  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad 
Company,  submitted  to  tne  Commission  a  stipulation  for  and  on  behalf  of  each  of 
said  companies,  providing  for  an  exchange  oi  transfers  between  said  companies  at 
Tarlous  points  pending  the  completion  of  the  enlargement  and  improvement  of  said 
terminal  at  said  Cypress  Hills  station,  a  copy  of  which  stipulation  is  attached  to 
this  order; 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  the  said  hearing  that  the 
following  requirements  are  just,  reasonable  and  proper  and  such  as  ought  reasonably 
to  be  made  In  order  to  secure  adequate  service  or  facilities  for  the  transportation 
of  passengers  and  to  promote  the  convenience  of  the  public : 

Therefore,  On  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 

It  U  ordered. 

1.  That  pending  the  completion  of  the  enlargement  and  improvement  of  said 
terminal  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  at  Cypress  Hill  Station, 
in  accordance  with  said  plan  "A"  submitted  by  said  company  as  Exhibit  "  I  "  In 
this  proceeding  on  the  13th  day  of  January.  1908,  said  company  carry  out  the 
exchange  of  transfers  with  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  and  said 
Brooklyn.  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad  Company,  at  the  points  and  in 
the  manner  specified  in  said  stipulation  of  J.  F.  Calderwood,  Vice-President  and 
General  Manager,  hereto  attached. 

2.  That  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  on  or  before  the  1st  day  of  May,  1908, 
when  the  proposed  enlargement  and  improvement  of  said  terminal  at  said  Cypress 
Hills  Station.  In  accordance  with  said  plan  "A"  submitted  on  January  13,  1908, 
will  be  completed. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  the  15th  day  of 
February,  1908,  and  shall  remain  in  force  until  modified  by  the  further  order  of 
this  Commission,  without  prejudice  to  the  making  and  issuing  of  any  further  order 
or  orders  for  hearing  upon  any  of  the  matters  involved  in  this  proceeding. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  within  five  da\'s  from  and  after  the  service  of 
this  order  the  said  Brooklyn  TTnlon  Elevated  Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public 
I  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are 
accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 
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Whereas,  proceedings  have  been  pending  before  the  Commission  under  Order  No, 
66,  made  November  4,  1907,  for  improvements  in  the  Cypress  Hills  terminal  of  the 
Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  ;  and 

Whereas,  in  said  proceedings  said  company  submitted  to  the  Commission  on  the 
13th  day  of  January,  1908,  a  plan  marked  Plan  "A"  for  the  extensive  enlargement 
and  improvement  of  said  terminal,  which  plan  "A"  was  marked  H«xhlbit  "  I  "  la 
said  proceedings ;  and 

Whereas,  in  said  proceedings  J.  F.  Calderwood,  as  Vice-President  and  General 
Manager  of  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company,  and  as  Vice-Preaident 
and  General  Manager  of  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  and  as  Vice- 
President  and  General  Manager  of  the  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban 
Railroad  Company,  submitted  to  the  Commission  a  stipulation  for  and  on  behalf 
of  each  of  said  companies  for  an  exchange  of  transfers  between  said  companies  at 
various  points,  which  stipulation  is  as  follows: 

"BROOKLYN  RAPID  TRANSIT  CO., 

-85  Clinton  Street,  U-PHC. 

Brooklyn.  N.  Y. 


OfBce  of  Vice-President  and  January  23d,  1908. 

General  Manager. 

Mr.  E.  M.   Bassett,   Commisaioner,  Public  Service  Commission,  154  Nassau  Street, 
New  York  City: 

Dbar  Sib. —  Referring  to  the  question  of  transfers  between  the  Myrtle  Avenue- 
Richmond  Hill  line,  operated  bv  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  and  the 
Jamaica  Avenue  line,  operated  by  the  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Rail- 
road Company,  at  the  Intersection  of  these  two  lines.  Myrtle  and  Jamaica  avenues, 
Richmond  Hill,  which  was  discussed  at  hearing  on  the  13th  inst.  before  the  Com- 
mission in  connection  with  the  proposed  enlargement  of  the  Cypress  Hills  Station 
of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company,  I  beg  herewith  on  behalf  of 
the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  the  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban 
Railroad  Company  and  the  Brooklyn  union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  to  submit 
the  following  proposition  : 

Leaving  aside  all  question  of  legality  and  without  prejudice  to  any  of  the  rights 
of  the  companies  involved,  but  treating  the  question  solelv  with  reference  to  the 
exigency  of  the  situation  and  with  the  intention  of  diverting  from  Cypress  HIU  a 
percentage  of  the  traffic  tribistary  to  the  Jamaica  avenue  line  east  of  Richmond 
Hill,  the  Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad  Company  and  the  Brook- 
lyn Heights  Railroad  Company  will  concede  the  transfer  privilege  in  question  until 
the  completion  of  the  enlarged  terminal  by  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad 
Company  at  Cypress  Hill  and  provide  an  exchange  of  transfers  at  Richmond  Hill 
for  westbound  passengers  of  the  Jamaica  avenue  line  to  westbound  cars  of  the 
Myrtle  avenue-Richmond  Hill  line,  and  for  eastbound  passengers  of  the  Myrtle 
avenue-Richmond  Hill  line  to  eastbound  cars  of  the  Jamaica  avenue  line. 

At  Rldgewood,  the  westerly  terminus  of  the  Myrtle  avenue-Richmond  Hill  line, 
transfers  will  be  exchanged  between  that  line  and  cars  of  the  Brooklyn  Union 
Elevated  Railroad  Company  and  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  thus 
affording  through  passage  between  New  York  and  Jamaica  via  Rldgewood  for  a 
single  fare. 

The  arrangement  above  outliaed,  if  approved  by  the  Commission,  will  become 
effective  February  15th  proximo. 

Yours  truly, 
(Signed)  J.  P.  CALDERWOOD. 

Vice-President  and  General  Manager." 

Now  therefore,  be  it  resolved,  That  the  Commission  approve  of  the  proposed  plan 
for  an  exchange  of  transfers  at  said  points,  and  accept  the  proposition  of  said 
companies  to  maintain  said  exchange  or  transfers  at  said  points  until  the  comple- 
tion of  the  said  enlargement  and  Improvement  of  said  terminal  at  the  Cypress 
Hills  station  of  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  in  accordance 
with  said  plan  "A"  which  was  marked  Exhibit  "  I  "  in  said  proceedings  under 
Order  No.  66  of  this  Commission  on  the  13th  day  of  January,  1908. 

And  be  it  further  resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be  transmitted  to 
each  of  said  companies. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  extension  orders  were  issued : 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  269. 
February   18,   1908. 

An  order  of  the  Commission.  No.  250,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the 
11th  dav  of  February,  1908,  accepting  the  offer  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevate4l 
Railroad  Company,  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  and  the  Brooklyn, 
Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad  Company  to  exchange  transfers  at  Rich- 
mond mil  nnd  at  Rklpewood  ft«c  a  measure  for  diverting  some  traffic  from  the 
Cypress  Hills  terminal  station  until  the  completion  of  a  new  station  at  said  point; 
and  said  Ord^r  No,  2.'>6.  diroctlnsr  that  its  terms  are  to  take  effect  within  a  time 
specified  therein,  and  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  having  cm 
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or  about  the  15th  day  of  February,  19Q8,  applied  In  writing  for  an  extension  of 
such  time, 

Now,  on  motion,  it  is 

OnU'ivii,  That  the  time  of  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company 
within  which  to  lUHtitiite  the  transter  privileges  above  mentioned  be,  and  the  same 
hereby  Is,  extended  to  and  Including  the  22d  day  of  February,  1008. 

I^XTENSION  ORDER  No.  457. 
May  5,   1908. 

•  An  order.  No.  250,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  11th  day  of  Febru- 
ary, lOOvS.  ordering  and  directing  that  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Com- 
pJiny  notify  the  i'ubllc  Service  rommlsslon  for  the  First  District,  before  the  1st 
day  of  May,  lOOS,  when  the  enlargement  and  Improvement  of  the  terminal  at  said 
i\vpress  HI11.S  station  will  Ir-  completed,  and  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated 
Railroad  C't-mpany  having,  on  the  21)ih  day  of  April,  11)08,  applied  in  writing  for 
an  extension  of  yuch  time. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad 
Company  shall  notify  the  I»ubllc  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  when 
the  enlargement  and  Improvement  of  the  terminal  at  said  Cypress  Hills  station 
will  be  completed  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to  and  including  the  Ist 
day  of  July.  Iu08. 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  020. 
July  7,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  256,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  11th  day  of  Febru- 
ary, 100b,  ordering  and  directing  that  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Com- 
pany notify  the  Tublic  Service  Commission  for  tha  First  District,  by  the  first  of 
May,  1008,  when  the  enlarperacnt  and  Improvement  of  the  terminal  at  Its  Cypress 
Hilis  station  will  be  completed,  and  said  time  within  which  to  notify  having  been 
extended  to  and  including  the  first  day  of  July,  1908,  by  the  terms  of  Order  No. 
457  made  herein  on  the  5th  day  ot  May,  1008  ;  and  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Ele- 
vated Railroad  Company  having  on  July  1,  1008,  applied  in  writing  for  a  further 
extension  of  said  time. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad 
Company  shall  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  when 
the  enlargement  and  Improvement  of  the  terminal  at  the  said  Cypress  Hills  station 
will  be  completed  be.  and  the  same  hereby  Is,  extended  to  and  Including  the  first 
day  of  November,  1008. 

EXTENSION   ORDER  No.   854. 
Novemljer  24,   1008. 

An  order.  No.  tl'tit.  having  been  duly  made  and  filed  herein  on  or  about  the  11th 
dnv  of  Fel)ruary,  1008,  which  order  required  and  directed  that  the  Brooklyn  Union 
Elevated  Railroad  Company  should  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District,  on  or  ijefore  the  first  day  of  May,  1008,  when  the  enlargement  and 
Improvement  of  the  terminal  at  Its  Cypress  Hills  station  would  be  completed ;  and 
the  time  within  Avhlch  said  company  shall  notify  the  Commission  as  aforesaid  hav- 
ing been  extended  to  and  including  the  first  day  of  November,  1008.  by  succe-nive 
orders  of  the  Comml.ssion,  Nos.  407  and  020;  and  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated 
Railroad  Company  having  applied  to  this  Commission  for  a  rehearing  of  the  said 
Order  No.  250, 

Now,  on  motion  duly  made  and  seconded,  it  is 

Ordtrcd,  That  said  application  for  a  rehearing  be,  and  the  same  hereby  Is,  denied; 
and  it  is 

t'urthtr  ordrnd,  Tliat  the  time  in  which  the  Brcwklyn  I'nion  Ele-ited  TM'l-opd 
Company  shall  notify  the  I'uMlc  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  when 
the  enlargement  and  improvement  of  the  terminal  at  the  said  Cypress  Hills  sta- 
tion will  be  completed  In  accordance  with  plan  marked  "A"  heretofore  submitted 
to  thl!«i  Commission  bv  said  company,  be,  and  the  same  hereby  Is,  extended  to  and 
Including  the  first  day  of  April,  1000. 


Interborough   Rapid  Transit   Company. —  Proposed   Station  on 
Colinnbiis  ave^inie  at  the  intersection  of  J)J)th  street. 


OUDKR  P'OR   HEARING 
No.   254 
February  11,  1008. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  as  to  t!ie 
regulations,  equipment  and  service  of  the  INTEK- 
BOROTTOH   RAIMD  TRANSIT   COMI'ANY,   In   tlu' 
.  respects  hereinafter  mentioned. 

It  <«  hcrehjf  ordrrcd.  That  a  hearlnir  be  had  on  the  251  h  day  of  February,  1908, 
at  2  :;iO  o'clock  In   the  afternoon,  or  at   any   time  or   jlnu's  to  which   the  same  mny 
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be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  CommlssioD,  Number  154  Nassau  street,  borough 
of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations, 
practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  said  company  upon  its  elevated  lines 
operating  on  Columbus  avenue,  in  the  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  of  New  York, 
with  respect  to  the  transpoitation  of  persons,  are  unjust,  unreasonable,  unsaie, 
improper  or  inadequate,  and  if  it  be  so  found,  then  to  determine  whether  changes  in 
said  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service,  in  the  particulars  fol- 
lowing, at  the  place  herein  mentioned,  would  be  Just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate 
and  proper,  and  whether  such  changes  shall  be  put  in  force,  observed  and  used  on 
the  line  of  said  company,  and  also  to  inquire  and  determine  whether  repairs,, 
improvements,  changes  or  additions  to  or  in  the  tracks,  switches,  terminals,  termi- 
nal facilities  or  other  property  or  device  used  by  said  company,  in  the  particulars 
following,  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  order  to  promote  the  security  or  con- 
venience of  the  public  or  employees,  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  or 
facilities  for  the  tr&nsportation  of  passengers,  namely : 

Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  construct  and  maintain  a  station 
or  stations  on  its  elevated  structure  on  Columbus  avenue  at  or  near  the  intersec- 
tion of  Nlnotj'-ninth  street ;  and  to  equip  said  station  or  stations  with  one  or  more 
elevators  or  escalators  for  the  conveyance  of  passengers  to  and  fro  between  the 
station  platform  and  the  surface  of  the  street ;  and  to  equip  said  station  or  sta- 
tions aaequately  and  complotoly  in  every  respect  for  the  accommodation  of  seven- 
car  trains  In  each  direction  and  for  the  receiving  and  discharging  of  passengers 
for  said  trains. 

And  if  such  change,  improvement  and  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as  ought 
to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a  reasonable  time 
within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  given 
at  least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing,  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally  or 
by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company 
be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  to  present  evidence  and  examine  and  cross- 
examine  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  hereinabove  set  forth. 

Hearings  were  held  Februaiy  25tli,  March  3d,  17th,  31st  and  April  20th. 
Adjourned  subject  to  call. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Failure  to  run  elevators 
at  station  at  Mott  avenue  and  149th  street  after  1  a.  m. 


Complaint  of  William  H.  Ten  Eyok 

against 

Inteeborough  Rapid  Than  sit  Company. 


Complaint   Order   No.   293. 
Discontinuance  Order  No.  329. 


Complaint  Order  No.  293   (see  form,  note  1),  issued  February  28th. 
The  matters  complained  of  were  satisfied  by  the  company. 
The  following  discontinuance  order  was  issued: 


INTERBOROUGH 


WILLIAM  n.  TEN   EYCK, 

against 
RAPID     TRANSIT 


Complainant, 

COMPANY. 
Defendant. 


'Failure  to  run  elevators  at  station  at  Mott 
avenue  and  One  Hundred  and  Forty-ninth  street 
after  1  a.  m." 


^DISCONTINUANCE  ORDER 
^  No.    329. 

March   10,  1908. 


An  order,  No.  293,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  29th  day  of  Febru- 
ary, 1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  Intorborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  to 
answer  complaint  herein,  within  time  therein  specified,  and  the  said  Interborough 
Rapid  Transit  Company  having,  on  March  6,  lOOS.  madp  answer  thereto,  from  which 
it  appears  that  the  matters  complained  of  in  the  said  complaint  above  mentioned 
have  been  satisfied. 

"Now,  upon  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  Is 

Resolved,  That  the  proceedings  herein  be,  and  the  same  hereby  are,  discon- 
tinued. . 
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Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Escalator  at  station  at 
125th  street  and  Eighth  avenue. 


Complaint  of  Boajio  of  Aldermen 

against 

Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. 


Complaint  Order  No.  288. 
Hearing  Order  No.  391. 


Complaint  Order  No.  288   (see  form,  note  1),  issued  February  26th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  391    (see  form,  note  3),  issued  April  3d. 
Hearings  were  held  April  15th,  May  6th,  and  20th,  October  26th,  November 
10th,  17th,  December  1st,  8th,  22d,  and  29th. 
Adjourned  to  January  12,  1909. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Signs  and  additional 
platform  at  the  City  Hall  station  of  the  Third  avenue  ele- 
vated road. 


In   the   Matter 
of  the 
HcariDfp  oo  motion  of  the  Commission  as  to  regula- 
tions,   practices,    equipment    and    service    of    the 
INTERBOROUGH    RAPID    TRANSIT    COMPANY 
In  the  respects  hereinafter  mentioned. 


Hearing    Order   No.   373. 
Final  Order  No.  466. 


IIKARING  ORDER  No.  373. 
March  27,  1908. 


'  Signs    and    additional    platform    at    the    City    Ilall 
station    of   the   Third   Avenue    Elevated    Road." 


It  18  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  13th  day  of  April,  1908,  at 
2  :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  'street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  Yoric,  to  Inquire  whether  the  regulations,  prac- 
tices, equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
pany at  the  City  Hall  Station  upon  Its  Third  Avenue  Elevated  Road  in  respect  to 
the  transportation  of  persons,  freight,  or  property  within  the  State,  are  unjust, 
unreasonable,  unsafe,  improper  or  inadequate,  and  if  it  be  so  found,  then  to 
determine  whether  changes  In  said  regulations,  practices,  equipment  and  appliances 
of  service  in  the  particulars  following,  at  the  place  or  places  herein  mentioned, 
would  be  Just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper,  and  whether  such  changes 
shall  be  put  in  force,  observed  and  used  on  the  line  of  said  company,  and  also  to 
Inquire  and  determine  whether  repairs,  improvements,  changes  or  additions  to  or 
in  the  tracks,  switches,  terminal  facilities  or  other  property  or  device  used  by  said 
company  In  the  particulars  following,  oucht  rensonably  to  be  made  In  order  to 
promote  the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public  or  employees  or  in  order  to 
secure  adequate  facillticR  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  freight  or  property, 
namely : 

Whether  said  companv  should  be  directed  to  erect  and  maintain  an  additional 
platform  at  said  City  itall  station  on  the  Third  Avenue  Elevated  Railroad,  such 
platform  to  be  constructed  west  of  the  tracks,  similar  to  the  existing  platform 
east  of  the  tracks ;  and 

Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  display  conspicuously  signs  at  the 
said  station,  informing  passengers  that  none  other  than  Third  avenue  trains  leave 
that  station,  and  thnt  In  order  to  take  Second  avenue  trains  they  must  change 
cars  at   Chatham   Square,   the  next  station. 

And  if  such  changes.  Improvements  and  additions,  or  any  of  them,  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  extent  thereof  and  what 
period  would  be  a  reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  ought  to  be  directed  to 
be  executed. 
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All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  bo  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered,  That  the  said  Intorborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  given 
at  least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  It.  either  personally  or 
by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company 
be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunltv  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  antl 
cross-examining  witnesses  as   to  the  matters  hereinbefore  set  forth. 

Hearings  were   held   April    13th   and  27t)i. 

The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDKR   No.   450. 
May    1,    1U08. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  13th 
day  of  April,  1008,  and  on  the  27th  day  of  April,  1008,  and  it  appearing  that  said 
hearing  was  had  pursuant  to  Order  No.  373  of  this  Commission,  made  on  the  27th 
day  of  March,  1008,  and  returnable  on  the  13th  day  of  April,  1008,  and  that  saJd 
hearing  was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  order  speci- 
fied on  the  13th  day  of  April,  1008,  and  on  the  27th  day  of  April,  1008,  before 
Mr.  Commissioner  Eustis,  presiding,  Harry  M.  Chamberlain,  Rsq.,  Assistant  Counsel, 
appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  J.  Osgood  Nichols,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the 
Interborough  Rapid  Transmit  Company  and  proof  having  been  taken  upon  said 
hearing  and  it  having  been  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing 
that  Improvements,  changes  and  additions  to  and  In  the  Cltv  Hall  station  of  the 
Third  Avenue  Elevated  Road  in  the  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New 
York,  ought  rea.sonably  to  be  made  in  order  to  promote  the  security  and  conven- 
ience of  the  public  and  in  order  to  secure  adequate  facilities  for  the  transporta- 
tion of  passengers,  namely, 

1.  That  an  additional  platform  should  be  constructed  at  said  City  Hall  station 
west  of  the  tracks  at  said  station  and  similar  to  the  existing  platform  east  of  the 
tracks  at  said  station. 

2.  That  two  (2)  or  more  signs  should  be  conspicuously  displayed  at  said  station 
informing  passengers  that  none  other  than  Third  avenue  trains  leave  that  station 
and  that  in  order  to  take  {Second  avenue  trains  passengers  must  change  cars  at 
Chatham  Square,  the  next  station. 

And  It  having  been  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that 
an  order  of  this  Commission  should  Issue,  directing  and  requiring  that  the  im- 
provements, changes  and  'additions  hereinl)efore  mentioned  should  be  made  and 
that  thirty  (30)  days  would  be  a  reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should 
be  dlrecteci  to  be  executed; 

Now,  therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Com- 
mission, 

It  in  ordered,  1.  That  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  and  It  hereby 
Is  directed  and  required  to  const  met  and  maintain  on  the  westerly  side  of  the 
tracks  at  the  City  Hall  station  rf  the  Third  Avenue  Elevated  Line  in  *he  borough 
of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  a  platform  similar  in  design  to  the 
platform  on  the  easterly  side  of  said  tracks  at  said  station,  which  new  platform 
shall  be  substantially  a  counterpart  of  the  platform  on  the  easterly  side  of  said 
tracks  and  shall  be  of  tlie  location  and  dimensions  shown  In  green  on  Drawing 
No.  7044  of  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company,  offered  In  evidence  by  said 
InterborouRh  Rapid  Transit  on  the  hearing  herein  and  received  in  evidence  upon 
said   hearln;:. 

2.  That  said  Int^M-borouKh  Rapl'.l  Trarsit  Company  be  and  It  hereby  Is  directed 
flnd  required  to  pr<»p:iro  and  consi)Icu('usl.v  display  at  said  City  Hall  station  of  the 
Third  Avenue  EI«»vatrd  Road  two  (2)  or  more  siffns  Informing  passengers  that 
none  other  than  Third  avenue  trains  leave  that  station  and  that  In  order  to  take 
Second  avenue  trains  thny  must  clmnge  cars  at  Chatham  Square,  the  next  station, 
and  uslncr  appropriate  lanpuaere  for  that  purpose,  said  signs  to  be  substantially 
constnu'led  and  yjJatod  In  such  positions  at  such  station  as  to  be  most  easily  vis- 
ible and   to  be   most   likelv   to  convoy   to  passengers  the  Information   mentioned. 

3.  ft  ifi  further  ordered.  That  said  platform  be  constructed  and  said  signs  be 
prepared  and  dlsnlfiv»»d  within  thirty  (30)  days  from  and  after  the  service  on  said 
coniDanv  of  a  eortined   copy  of  this  order. 

This  order  shall  eonllnue  In  force  until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  First   District   sliall   otherwise  order. 

4.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  said  Intprhorousrh  Ripld  Transit  Company  notify 
the  Public  Service  Comnilssion  for  tlie  First  District  within  five  (r>)  days  after 
service  of  this  order  upon  It  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and 
will  be  obeyed. 
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Interborough   Rapid   Transit    Company. —  Escalators   at    155th 
'  street  elevated  station. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 
Complaint  Order  No.  386. 
Extension  Order  No.  414. 
Hearing  Order  No.  469. 

Complaint    of    the    Republican    District 
Committee 

against  , 

Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

March  6.  1908. 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District: 

SiKs : —  KefprrinK  to  your  Secretary's  letters  of  Fel»ruary  11th  and  March  .^d, 
asking  whether  the  Commission  has  power  to  order  the  installation  of  an  elevator 
or  escalator  at  the  15r>th  street  elevated  railroad  station,  I  beg  to  advise  you  as 
follows : 

['nder  sections  49  and  50  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  l-#aw.  your  Commis- 
sion, whenever  existing  conditions  warrant  your  action,  may  determine  the  reason- 
able, adequate  and  proper  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  service, 
or  your  Commission  may  direct  imrovements,  changes  or  additions  in  tracks, 
terminals  or  in  any  other  property  or  device  in  use. 

It  Is  a  well  settled  rule  of  law 'that  common  carriers  are  obliged  to  equip  their 
roads  with  all  improvements  which  are  recognized  by  railroad  engineers  as  neces- 
sary to  keep  the  road  up  to  the  modern  standard  of  safety  and  efHclency.  ITie 
mere  fact  that  escalators  and  elevators  used  in  connection  with  the  operation  of 
elevated  railroads  are  comparatively  new  and  were  not  contemplated  at  the  time 
the  elevated  railroad  franchises  were  granted  is  not  a  sufficient  ground  for  the  - 
conclusion  that  your  Commission  cannot  order  thoir  Installation. 

The  question  Is  one  of  reasonableness  and  while  the  fact  that  escalators  are  now 
In  use  at  23d  street.  34th  street.  r»Oth  street,  110th  street  and  other  stations  on 
the  elevated  roads  and  in  the  subway  does  not  prove  that  an  order  for  construction 
of  an  escalator  or  elevator  at  l.'>5th  street  Is  necessary  or  would  be  reasonable,  yet 
in  my  opinion  the  fact  that  escalators  or  elevators  are  used  on  similar  lines  where 
the  tracks  are  considerable  distance  above  or  below  the  street  level,  is  evidence 
that  escalators  and  elevators  are  recognlzo<l  features  of  modern  passenger  trans- 
portation in  New  York  Citv  and  1  believe  that  your  Commission  has  power  to  order 
their  Installation  and  operation. 

An  order  issued  by  your  Commission,  compelling  the  erection  of  additional 
structures  In  or  over  the  public  street?,  is  not  permission  or  authority  for  their 
erection.  If  additional  burdens  are  to  »»o  placed  on  the  street  the  company  must 
secure  the  necessary  consents  and  your  Commission's  order  should  contain  a  clause 
requiring  the  company  to  make  and  diligently  prosecute  applications  for  the 
proper  consents  to  the  additional  burden,  unless  you  are  satisfied  that  the  company 
now  has  the  necessary  local  consents. 

Respectfully  yours. 
(Signed)  GEO.   S.  <X)LKMAN. 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 

Complaint  Order  No.  386   (see  form,  note  1),  issued  March  Slst. 
Extension  Order  No.' 414   (see  form,  note  2),  issued  April  14th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  4.'59   (see  form,  note  3),  issued  May  5th. 
Hearings  were  held  May  IStli.  June  3d,  July  28th,  September  28th,  October 
6th,  November  10th  and  17th. 

Adjourned  to  January  12,  1909. 
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Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Inadequate  stairways 

on  Second  avenue  elevated  road  at  80th  street. 

Complaint   Order   No.    369. 
Extension   Order  No.  399. 
Dismissal    Order  No.   467. 
Complaint  op  Patbick  J.  McGbath 
against 
Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  309   (soe  form,  note  1),  issued  March  27th. 
Extension  Order  No.  399   (se«  form,  note  2)   issued  April  7th. 
After  investigation,   the   following  dismissal   order   was   issued: 


PATRICK  J.  McGRATII. 

Complainant, 
against 

IXTF:RB0R0U0II  rapid  transit  COMPANY,     l^^®^^^^;f^"^^?SS  ^^-  ^^^"* 


Defendant. 


'  Inadequate    stairwayg   on    the    SECOND    AVENUE 
ELEVATED  ROAD  at  Eightieth  street." 


May  8,  1908. 


An  order  of  the  Commlssilon,  No.  369,  having  been  made  herein  on  the  27th  day 
of  March.  1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  to 
answer  or  satisfy  the  charges  set  forth  In  the  complaint  herein,  and  the  said  Inter- 
borough Rapid  Transit  Company  having  made  answer  thereto  on  or  about  the  16th 
day  of  April,  190S.  and  it  appearing  after  Investigation  that'  sufficient  reason  does 
not  exist  for  directing  the  construction  of  an  additional  stairway  or  stairways  as 
requested  in  the  said  complaint.  It  is 

Ordered,  That  said  complaint  be.  and  the  same  hereby  is,  dismissed,  and  that  this 
order  be  filed  In  the  office  of  the  Commission  ;  and  it  is  further 

Ordered.  That  this  order  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  such  other  action  as  tlie 
Commission  may  wish  to  take  In  thi?  proceeding,  or  upon  a  new  complaint  in  respect 
to  any  of  the  matters  covered  by  the  order  No.  309  above  mentioned. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Additional  stairway  at 

86th  street  on  the  Second  avenue  elevated  road. 

Complaint  Order  No.  370. 
Kxtension  Order  No.  400. 
Dismissal   Order  No.   468. 
Complaint  of  Raij>h  Folks 
against 
Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  370  (see  form,  note  1),  issued  March  27th. 
Extension  Order  No.  400  (see  form,  note  2),  issued  April  7th. 
Company  answered  May  9th. 
After  investigation,  the  followinor  dismissal  order  was  issued: 


RALPH  FOLKS, 

Complainant, 
against 

lNTKRnOROTT(;iI  RAPID  TRANSIT  COMPANY, 

Defendant. 


"Additional   Rtalrway   nt   Eighty-sixth   street   on   the 
Second   Avenue  Elov«'ited  Road." 


DISMISSAL  ORDER  No.  468. 
May  8,  1908. 


An  order  of  the  Commission,  No.  370,  having  been  made  herein  on  the  27th  day 
of  March,  1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  to 
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answer  or  satisfy  the  charges  set  forth  In  the  complaint  herein,  and  the  said 
Interborough  Kapid  Transit  Company  having  made  answer  thereto  on  or  about  the 
9th  day  of  April,  1908,  and  it  appearing  after  investigation  that  sufficient  reason 
does  not  exist  for  directing  the  construction  of  an  additional  stairway  or  stairways 
as  requested  in  the  complaint,  it  is 

Ordired,  That  said  complaint  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  dismissed,  and  that  this 
order  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Commission;  and  It  is  further 

Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  such  other  action  as  the 
Commission  may  wish  to  talce  in  this  proceeding,  or  upon  a  new  complaint  in 
respect  to  any  of  the  matters  covered  by  the  Order  No.  370  above  mentioned. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Eemoval  of  station  on 
Second  avenue  elevated  from  Allen  and  Rivington  streets 
to  Allen  and  Delancey  streets. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 
Hearing  Order  No.  36G. 
Discontinuance  Order  No.  499. 

•[Recommendation  of  the  late  Railroad  Commission  under  Railroad  Law,  section 
161,  for  the  establishment  of  a  new  station,  Second  Avenue  Elevated,  at  Delancey 
street,  in  place  of  the  Allen  street  station,  cannot  be  enforced  by  the  Public  Service 
CommiR«ion  under  section  .57  of  the  Public  Service  Act. 

The  Public  Service  Commission,  under  section  50.  may  direct  the  location  of  a 
new  station  if  authorized  by  the  company's  franchise  or  may  direct  the  company 
to  apply  for  the  proper  consents  and  establish  a  new  station.] 

The  Commission  received  a  request  to  direct  the  removal  of  the  Rivington 
street  station  of  the  Second  avenue  elevated  line  to  Delancey  street  as  recom- 
mended by  the  Railroad  Commission.  The  matter  was  referred  to  the  counsel 
of  the  Commission  for  its  opinion  as  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission 
and  as  to  the  procedure  to  be  followed.  The  counsel  rendered  the  following 
opinion: 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

January  16,  1908. 
Travis   H,   WniTNer,  Esq.,  Secretary. 

Sir, —  I  nra  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  January  11th,  transmitting  some  papers 
in  connection  with  a  proceeding  before  the  late  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners 
in  regard  to  a  petition  of  the  Board  of  Aldermen  of  the  city  of  New  York  for  the 
location  of  new  stations  on  the  line  of  the  Second  Avenue  Elevated  Railroad  at 
r)elancey  street.  In  place  of  the  present  stations  at  the  corner  of  Allen  and 
Rlvlnf^ton  streets. 

It  appears  that  the  Railroad  Commission  on  June  25,  1907,  made  Its  recom- 
mendation to  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company,  under  section  101  of  the 
Railroad  I>aw,  that  it  construct  new  stations  on  the  Second  avenue  line,  uptown 
and  down-town,  at  Allen  and  Delancey  streets,  and  added  that  when  the  new 
stations  were  constructed  the  Board  would  consent,  under  section  34  of  the  Railroad 
Law,  to  the  discontinuance  of  the  present  stations  at  Allen  and  Rivington  streets. 

Your  question  is  as  to  the  procedure,  whether  the  Public  Service  Commission  for 
the  First  District  should  undertake-  to  enforce  this  recommendation  of  the  Railroad 
Commission  or  should  Institute  an  entirely  new  proceeding,  either  on  a  complaint  or 
upon  Its  own  motion. 

I.  It  was  provided  by  sections  101  and  102  of  the  Railroad  I^w  that  it  should 
be  the  duty  of  a  railroad  to  comply  with  such  decisions  and  recommendations  of 
the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  as  are  just  and  reasonable,  and  if  it  failed 
to  do  so  that  the  Board  should  present  the  facts  to  the  Attorney-General  and  that 
the  Supreme  Court  should  have  power  In  its  discretion.  In  all  cases  of  decLslons 
and  recommendations  by  the  Board  which  are  just  and  reasonable,  to  compel  com- 
pliance therewith  by  mandamus,  sublect  to  apneal  to  the  General  Term  and  the 
Court  of  Appeals,  and  that  upon  such  appeal  the  General  Term  and  the  Court  of 
Appeals  might  review  and  reverse  upon   the  facts,  as  well  as  the  law. 

These  so^ctlons  have  now  been  repealed  by  the  Public  Service  Act  and  the  Public 
Service  Commission  Is  authorized,  in  substance,  whenever  In  Its  opinion  a  railroad 
corporation  Is  faliing  or  omitting  to  do  anything  required  of  It  by  law  or  bv  order 
of  the  Commission,  or  is  doing  or  permitting  anything  contrary  'to  or  m  violation 
of  law  or  an  order  of  the  Commission,  to  commence  an  action  or  proceeding  In  tne 
Supreme  Court  to  stop  or  prevent  the  same,  elthor  by  mandamus  or  iniunctlon. 

The  recommendation  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  In  my  opinion,  Is 
neither  a  law  or  an  order  of  the  Commission  and  I  doubt  If  the  Public  Service 
Commission  could  enforce  the  same  by  an  application  to  the   Supreme  Court  for 

•  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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a  mandamus,  especially  inasmuch  as  the  sections  of  the  law  as  to  enforcement  of 
such  recommenaatluns  of  the  liailroad  Commission,  now  repealed,  provided  for  a 
quite  diuerent  procedure  and  review.  I  have  not  overlooked  section  85  of  the 
I'ubllc  Service  Commissious  haw,  which  in  eifect  provides  that  the  act  shall  not 
all'ect  pending  actions  or  proceedings,  civil  or  criminal,  brought  by  or  against  the 
Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  but  the  same  may  be  prosecuted  or  defended  in 
the  name  of  the  rul»llc  ^Ser\k•e  I'ommisslon,  and  tiiat  any  investigation,  examina- 
tion or  proceeding  undertaken  or  Instituted  by  the  Railroad  Commission  prior  to 
the  taking  effect  of  the  act  may  be  conducted  to  a  flnal  determination  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  in  the  same  manner  and  under  the  same  terms  and 
conditions  and  with  the  same  ehcct  as  though  the  Railroad  Commission  had  not 
been  abolished. 

1  think  this  section  85  does  not  affect  the  present  transaction,  inasmuch  as  the 
action  or  proceeding,  civil  or  criminal,  referred  to  in  the  section  undonbtedly 
applies  to  such  as  are  pending  in  court  and  that  the  Investigation  as  to  the  sta- 
tion at  Delancey  and  Allen  streets  was  not  pending  but  was  ended  June  25,  1907, 
by  the  recommendation  now  under  consideration. 

1  am  of  the  opinion,  therefore,  that  the  Public  Service  Commission  cannot  under- 
take the  enforcement  of  the  recommendation  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commis- 
sioners. 

II.  I  think,  however,  a  new  proceeding,  either  on  complaint  or  on  a  motion  of 
tlie  Commission,  may  be  Instituted  in  regard  to  this  matter  under  section  50  of 
the  Public  Service  Act,  relating  to  the  power  of  Commissions  to  order  repairs. 
Improvements  or  additions  to  or  changes  in  tracks,  terminals,  terminal  faculties 
or  any  other  property  used  by  a  street  railroad  corporation,  to  promote  the  secur- 
ity or  convenience  of  the  public  or  employees  or  to  secure  adequate  service  or 
fa'cilities  for  transportation  of  passengers  or  property.  It  is  to  be  understood, 
however,  that  the  order  of  the  Commission  for  any  such  improvement  Is  not  a 
permission  or  an  aulhcuity  for  the  erection  of  a  new  station.  This  matter  was 
referred  to  in  the  matter"  of  the  new  Borough  Hall  station  in  Brooklyn,  about 
which  Mr.  Blackmar  wrote  you  under  date  of  November  22d,  1907.  Any  order 
issued  by  the  Commission  upon  this  matter  assumes  that  there  is  a  franchise  of 
the  companv  sufliclent  to  allow  compliance  with  the  order,  and  In  case  such  fran- 
chise has  not  been  obtained,  the  order  should  Include  a  clause  requiring  the  com- 
pany to  make  and  diligently  prosecute  an  application  or  applications  for  such 
consents  of  proper  authorities  or  others  as  are  necessary  for  location  of  the  new 
stations  and  occupation  of  the  public  streets  for  the  same. 

I  return  to  you  herewith  papers  transmitted  by  you. 

,  Respectfully  yours, 
(Signed)  GEORGE  S.  COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  of  improvements  in  and  additions  to  the 
service  and  equipment  of  the  INTl^RBOItOUGlI 
RAPID  TRANSIT  COMPANY  in  the  particulars 
hereinbelow  mentioned. 


ORDER  FOR  HEARING 
No.  366. 
March  27,  1908. 


rt  ia  htrcbif  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  13th  day  of  April.  lOOS,  at 
3  :30  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  lo  inquire  whether  the  regulations,  equip- 
ment, appliances  and  service  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  In  respect 
to  the  transportation  of  persons  on  Its  Second  Avenue  elevated  line,  within  the 
First  District,  are  unjust,  uureaKonable.  Improper  or  Inadequate,  and  If  It  be  so 
found,  then  to  determine  whether  changes  in  said  regulations,  practices,  equipment, 
appliances  or  service  In  the  i)articulnrs  following  will  be  just,  reasonable,  safe 
and  proper,  and  whether  such  changes  shall  be  put  In  force,  observed  and  used 
on  the  Second  Avenue  elevated  liTie  of  said  C()mj>any,  and  also  to  Innuire  and 
determine  whether  repairs.  Improvements,  changes  or  additions  to  or  In  the  tracks 
or  other  property  or  devices  used  by  said  company  ought  reasonably  to  be  made 
in  the  particulars  following  in  order  to  promote  the  security  or  convenience  of  the 
public  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  .service  or  facilities  for  the  transportation  of 
passengers,  namely,  whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  construct  and 
mblnlain  a  station  or  stations,  completely  equipjied  for  the  accommodation  of 
passengers  In  both  directions,  at  fh"  intersection  of  Delancey  and  Allen  streets  on 
the  Second  Avenue  elevated  line  of  said  company,  and  whether  said  company  should 
be  directed  to  remove  the  present  stations  at  tlie  intersection  of  Allen  and  Rlvlng- 
ton  streets  as  soon  as  said  station  or  stations  at  the  Intersection  of  Allen  and 
Delancey  streets  can   l)e  completed. 

And  If  such  changes,  improvements  and  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as  ought 
to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a  reasonable  time 
within   which   the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

To  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  premises 
as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  lntorl>orough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  given 
at  least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally  or 
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by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company 
be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaia. 


Hearings  held  April  13th,  27th,  30th  and  May  7th. 

The   following  dismissal   order  was  issued: 

DISMISSAL  ORDER  No.   499. 
May  15,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  13th 
day  of  April,  lOOH,  and  the  ndjournr;ont8  thereof,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hear- 
ing was  held  pursuant  to  Order  No.  8(i(3  of  this  Commission,  dated  the  27th  day 
of  March,  1008,  and  returnable  on  the  13th  day  of  April,  1908,  for  the  purpose 
of  bringing  on  for  hearing  certain  matters  suggested  by  the  complaint  of  p:ust  Side 
Property  Owners'  Association  as  to  the  advisability  of  removing  the  station  on 
the  Second  avenue  line  of  said  company  from  the  intersection  of  Allen  and  Riv- 
lagtrn  streets  to  the  intersection  of  Allen  and  Delancey  streets;  and  It  appearing 
that  said  hearing  was  had  bv  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  embraced 
In  said  complaint  and  In  said  order  specified  on  the  13th  day  of  April,  1908,  and 
ly  artlournment  duly  had  on  the  27th  day  of  April,  1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly 
had  on  the  30th  day  of  April,  liM>8,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  the  7th  day 
of  May.  1908,  Mr.  Commissioner  Piustls  presiding,  (ircsvenor  H.  Backus,  Esq., 
assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission  and  Alfred  A.  Gardner,  Esq., 
appearing  for  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  and  Jacob  Katz, 
Esq.,  chairman  of  the  executive  committee  of  said  East  Side  Property  Owners 
Association,  appearing  for  said  complainant,  and  proof  having  been  taken;  and  it 
not  nppe.irlnc:  to  the  Commission  that  the  present  equipment,  appliances  and  service 
of  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  in  respect  to  Its  station  at  Allen  and 
lUvlnKton  streets  are  unjust,  unreasonable,  Improper  or  inadequate;  and  It  not 
appearing  to  the  Commission  that  said  station  ought  reasonably  to  be  removed 
from  .Rivlnpton  street  to  Delancey  street  In  order  to  promote  the  security  and 
convenience  of  the  public  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  or  facilities  for 
the  transportation  of  passengers. 

Now,  ihorolcre,  on  motion  of  (iecrge  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Com- 
mission, 

/*  is  ordered.  That  said  complaint  be  and  the  same  hereby  Is  dismissed,  and  that 
this  order  be  filed  In  the  office  of  the  Commission. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  an  order 
for  further  or  additional  hearings  or  action  thereon  by  the  Commission  In  respect 
to  any  of  the  matters  covered  by  said  complaint  or  said  order  for  hearing  or  the 
proceedings  thereon. 

Later  the  question  of  the  power  of  the  Commission  to  require  the  construc- 
tion of  a  new  passenger  station  at  Ralph  avenue  on  the  Long  Island  Railroad 
was  referred   to  the  counsel   to  the  rommi«sion,  who   rendered  the  following 

opinion : 

STATIONS. 

•[Commission  has  power  to  require  the  construction  of  a  new  passenger  station 
at  Ralph  avenue  on  the  Ix)ng  Island  road  notwithstanding  proceedings  under  the 
Atlantic  Avenue  Improvement  Act.     I«aws  of  1897,  chapter  499.] 

Opinion  of.  Counsel. 

May  8,  1908. 
Public  Service  CommieHion  for  the  First  District : 

Sirs. —  Under  date  of  February  11,  1908,  I  received  from  the  secretary  copy  of 
a  bill  Introduced  In  Assembly  by  Mr.  Sargent  (No.  186,  Int.  184)  to  require  the 
Liong  Island  Railroad  Company  to  construct  a  pa.ssengi'r  station  on  its  line  at  the 
intersection  of  Atlantic  avenue  and  Ralph  avenue  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn, 
together  with  a  letter  stating  that  the  Stuyvesant  Heights  Board  of  Trade  had 
Inquired  whether  the  (Commission  has  tihe  power,  without  an  act  of  the  I^eglslature, 
to  establish  a  station  at  the  point  speclfltxl  In  the  hill. 

From  the  report  of  "The  Board  for  tin*  Atlantic  Avenue  Improvement,"  January 
8,  1^1)7,  it  appears  that  from  the  Nostrand  avenue  station  the  tracks  are  carried 
eight  thousand  feet  east  on  an  elevated  structure  to  R'llph  avenue.  At  Ralph  avenue 
a  transition  Is  made  to  a  subway.  A  station  platform  at  Ralph  avenue  would 
therefore  be  on  or  near  the  surfn<i»  of  the  street.  From  Ralph  avenue  the  trucks 
run  three  thousand  feet  east  tlirouifh  a  subway  to  Stone  avenuo.  The  Vesta  avenue 
station  Is  a  few  hundred  feet  fartluT  east.  There  Is  now  no  station  between 
Nostrand  avenue  and  Vesta  av<»nue.  a  distance  of  about  twelve  thousand  feet,  and 
from  the  report  of  the  Atlantic  Avenue  Improvement  Board  It  appears  that  the 
Intention  was  to  have  a  few  stations  and  to  provide  a  rapid  hmg  distance  haul' on 
the  Ijonz  Island  Railroad,  leaving  to  stre<»t  railroad  the  local  business. 

Mr.  Walter  II.  Meserole,  who  Is  a  member  and  general  superintendent  of  the 
Atlantic  Avenue  Improvement  Board,  informs  me  that  his  board  has  several  tlme«i 
considered  the  application  for  a  station  at  or  near  Ralph  avenue,  and  Is  strongly 
opposed  to  any  station  at  that  point. 

•  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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In  my  opinion  your  Commission  has  authority  to  direct  the  Long  Island  Railroad 
Company  to  establish  stations  on  Atlantic  avenue,  and  the  following  portion  of  the 
communication  addressed  to  the  CommLssion  under  date  of  January  16,  in  the 
matter  of  a  proposed  establishment  of  stations  on  the  Second  Avenue  Elevated 
Railroad  at  Allen  and  Delancoy  streets,  applies  equally  to  the  Long  Island  Railroad 
on  Atlantic  avenue : 

"  I  think  a  new  proceeding,  either  on  complaint  or  on  motion  of  the  Com- 
mission, may  be  instituted  in  regard  to  this  matter  under  Section  50  of  the 
Public  Service  Act,  relating  to  the  power  of  commissions  to  order  repairs, 
improvements  or  additions  to  or  changes  in  tracks,  terminals,  terminal  facilities 
or  any  other  property  used  by  a  street  railroad  corporation  to  promote  security 
or  convenience  of  the  public  or  employees,  or  to  secure  adequate  service  or 
facilities  for  transportation  of  passengers  or  property.  It  is  to  be  understood, 
however,  that  the  order  of  the  Commission  for  any  such  improvement  is  not 
a  permission  or  an  authority  for  the  erection  of  a  new  station.  •  •  •  Any 
order  issued  by  the  Commission  upon  this  matter  assumes  that  there  Is  a 
franchise  of  the  company  sufllc  lent  to  allow  compliance  with  the  order  and  in 
case  such  franchise  has  not  boon  obtained,  the  order  should  include  a  clause 
requiring  the  company  to  make  and  diligently  prosecute  an  application  or 
applications  for  such  consents  of  proper  authorities  or  others  as  are  necessary 
for  location  of  the  new  stations  and  occupation  of  the  public  streets  for  the 
same." 

I  have  not  overlooked  the  peculiar  conditions  that  exist  under  chaptei*  499  of  the 
Laws  of  1897.  The  main  purpose  rA  that  act  was  to  remove  from  the  surface  of 
Atlantic  avenue  the  tracks  on  which  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  operated 
and  a  board  was  created  to  carry  out  the  Improvement.  The  Long  Island  Railroad 
Company  (and  its  lessor,  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company),  claimed  that  by 
virtue  of  the  Act  of  1897,  and  of  chapter  497  of  the  Laws  of  1899.  and  of  a  certain 
agreement  with  the  city  of  Brooklyn,  the  railroad  company  acquired  the  fee  of  a 
strip  thirty  feet  wide  in  the  middle  of  Atlantic  avenue.  The  Court  of  Appeals, 
however,  in  December.  1907,  decided  that  the  railroads  acquired  only  a  perpetual 
easement  or  right  of  way  over  such  strip  for  railroad  purposes.  (Matter  of  Long 
Island  Railroad  Company,  189  N.   V.  428). 

There  Is  nothing  In  the  character  and  extent  of  the  railroad  company's  interest 
in  this  strip  to  prevent  your  Commission  exercising  Its  authority  to  order  a  station 
at  Ralph  avenue. 

Section  2  of  the  Atlantic  Avenue  Improvement  Act  (chapter  499,  Laws  of  1897) 
reads  as  follows : 

"Section  2. —  The  Atlantic  Avenue  Railroad  Company  of  Brooklyn,  or  its 
lessee,  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  is  hereby  authorized  and  permitted, 
at  its  election,  to  erect  st'itlons  and  platforms  on*  either  side  of  the  railroad 
at  any  points  along  said  depressed  tracks  to  take  the  place  of  those  existing 
on  its  through  line  of  rallroid  between  Brooklyn  and  points  on  Long  Island, 
and  sidings  for  the  passage  of  trains,  proridcti  such  stations  and  sidings  shall 
be  below  the  surface  of  Atlantic  avenue,  and  for  the  support  of  the  girders  to 
sustain  the  said  avenue  over  said  depressed  tracks  and  over  said  stations  and 
sidings,  proper  structures  may  be  extended  over  said  right  of  way  for  such 
distance  as  shall  he  necessary  for  affording  necessary  support  to  the  surface  of 
the  street.  Stations  and  platforms  along  the  depressed  line  shall  be  reached 
by  stairs  not  less  than  five  feet  in  width  which  shall  terminate  on  the  sidewalk 
on  either  side  of  Atlantic  avenue.  Said  railroad  companies  are  also  authorized 
to  erect  and  maintain  a  station  or  stations  to  take  the  place  of  such  existing 
stations  on  either  side  of  the  elevated  structure  hereinbefore  provided  for.  The 
use  of  stations,  platforms  and  sidings,  when  constructed,  shall  In  no  way  Inter- 
fere with  the  grade  of  Atlantic  avenue,  or  the  free  use  of  said  avenue* by  the 
public  save  so  far  as  the  same  may  be  affected  by  the  supports  for  stations 
along  the  elevated  structures  hereinbefore  provided  for.  All  of  which,  however, 
shall  be  done  under  the  approval,  direction  and  sanction  of  the  board  herein- 
after provided  for." 

The  effect  of  this  section  of  the  act.  as  I  understand  it.  was  to  pive  the  power 
to  the  railroad  company  to  replace  such  old  stations  as  were  rendered  useless  by 
the  elevation  or  depression  of  the  tracks  with  new  elevated  or  depressed  stations  to 
be  located  wherever  the  railroad  might  elect,  provided  the  Atlantic  Avenue  Improve- 
ment Board  should  sanction,  approve  and  diiM'Ct   the  work. 

The  peculiar  situniion  on  Atlantic  aveniie  iiiay  make  It  easier  for  the  railroads  to 
comply  with  an  order  from  the  Commission  for  a  new  station.  Their  exclusive  right 
to  use  the  thirty-foot  strip  for  raiirond  iiurx)o.s('s  would  probably  enable  them  to 
use  that  portion  of  the  stn-ot  for  a  station.  Should  more  room  be  needed  the 
railroads  could  apply  for  the  necessnry  niunlcii^al  and  local  consent.  The  fact  that 
before  the  Atlantic  Avenue  Improvoment  stntlons  were  maintained  at  or  near 
Ralph  av<'nue.  when  considered  in  relation  to  the  vertions  of  the  act  providing  for 
replacing  old  stations  with  new  ones,  might  render  it  easier  for  the  companies  to 
obtain  such  consent. 

I  perceive  no  reason  why  your  authority  to  order  the  station  would  be  in  anv 
way  affected  by  the  provision  In  chapter  490  of  Laws  of  1897  that  the  building 
of  new  stations  should  be  done  under  the  approval,  direction  and  sanction  of  the 
Atlantic  Avenue  Improvement  Board. 

Respectfully  yours. 
(Signed)  GEO.    S.   COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Commis9ion, 
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Interborough  Rapid  Trsuisit  Company. —  Enlargement  of  south- 
bound platform  at  116th  street  station  on  the  Third  avenue 
elevated  road. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commission  as  to  regula- 
tions,   practices,    equipment,    and    service    of    the 
INTKRB()ROU(jTl  RAPID  TRANSIT  (^OMPANY. 


'  Enlargement  of  southbound  platform  at  One  Hun- 
dred and  Sixteenth  Street  station  on  the  Third 
Avenue  Elevated  Iload," 


^HEARING  ORDER  No.  r)52. 
^  June  5,  1908. 


It  is  hereby  ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  15th  day  of  June,  1008,  at 
3  :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  whether  the  regulations,  practices, 
equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  upon 
and  near  its  line  on  and  along  Third  avenue  in  the  borough  of  Manhattan  at  its 
One  Hundred  and  Sixteenth  street  station  on  said  line,  in  respect  to  the  transporta- 
tion of  persons,  freight  or  property  within  the  State,  are  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unsafe,  inadequate  or  improper,  and  if  it  be  so  found,  then  to  determine  whether 
changes  in  said  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances,  or  service  in  the 
particulars  following,  at  the  place  or  places  herein  mentioned,  would  be  Just,  reason- 
able, safe,  adequate  and  proper,  and  whether  such  changes  shall  be  put  in  force, 
observed  and  used  on  the  line  of  said  company,  and  also  to  inquire  and  determine 
whether  repairs,  improvements,  changes  or  additions  to  or  in  the  tracks,  switches, 
terminals,  terminal  facilities  or  other  property  or  device  used  by  said  company  in 
the  particulars  following,  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  order  to  promote  the 
security  or  convenience  of  the  public  or  employees  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate 
facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  freight,  or  property,  namely  : 

Whether  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  should  be  directed  -to  widen 
the  southbound  station  platform  at  its  One  Hundred  and  Sixteenth  street  station  on 
the  Third  Avenue  Elevated  Line  so  that  the  portions  now  but  five  feet  ten  inches 
wide  and  three  feet  no  Inches  wide  shall  be  not  less  than  eight  feet,  and  to  place 
the  supports  for  the  roof  canopy  at  the  edge  furthest  from  the  track  so  as  not  to 
present  any  obstruction   to  entering  and  disembarking  passengers. 

Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  make  other  changes  in  its  property, 
equipment  or  appliances,  or  in  its  regulations,  practices  and  service  upon  said  line 
at  One  Hundred  and  Sixteenth  street  station. 

And  if  such  changes.  Improvements,  and  additions,  be  such  as  ought  to  be  made 
as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  extent  thereof  and  what  period  would  be  a 
reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  given  at 
least  eight  (8)  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally  or 
by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company 
be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  hereinbefore  set  forth. 

Hearings  were  held  June  15th  And  29th. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Enlargement  of  men's 
toilet  room  at  89th  street  station  of  the  Third  avenue 
elevated  road.  ' 

Hearing  Order  No.  593. 
Opinion  of  Com'r  Eustis. 
Final  Order  No.  624. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing   on    motion    of    the   Commission    as    to    the 
regulations,    prncticos,    equipment    and    stTvlce    of 
the    INTERBOROUGH    RAPID    TRANSIT    COM- 
PANY.   

"  Rnlargement  of  men's  toilet  room  at  Elghtv-nlnth 
street  station  on  the  Third  Avenue  Elevated 
Road." 

It  i9  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  2d  day  of  July,  1908,  at  2  ;30 
o*clock  in   the  afternoon,   or  at  any   time  or  times   to  which   the  same   may  be 


HEARING   ORDER 
No.  593. 

June  23,  1908. 
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adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  th^  regulations,  prac- 
tices, equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  said  company  on  its  Third  avenue  line 
at  the  Eighty-ninth  street  station,  in  the  borough  of  Alanhattan,  in  respect  to  the 
transportation  of  persons,  freight  or  property  within  the  State,  are  unjust,  unrea- 
sonable, unsafe.  Improper  or  inadequate,  and  if  it  be  so  found,  then  to  determine 
whether  changes  in  said  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  in 
the  particulars  following,  at  the  place  or  places  herein  mentioned,  would  be  Just, 
rea.sonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper,  and  whether  such  changes  shall  be  put  In 
force,  observed  and  used  on  the  line  of  said  company,  and  also  to  inquire  and 
determine  whether  ropalrs,  improvements,  changes  or  additions  to  or  in  the  tracks, 
switches,  terminals,  terminal  facilities  or  other  property  or  device  used  by  said 
company  in  the  particulars  following  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  order  to 
promote  the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public  or  employees  or  in  order  to 
secure  adequate  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  freight  or  prop-* 
erty,  namely : 

Whether  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  should  be  directed  to  enlarge 
the  men's  toilet  room  at  the  f^Ighty-ninth  street  station  on  Its  Third  avenue  ele- 
vated road  by  removing  to  the  south  about  two  feet  six  Inches  the  partition 
dividing  said  toilet  room  from  the  waiting  room  at  said  station,  and  to  relocate 
the  door  leading  from  the  station  platform  into  said  toilet  room  bo  as  to  open 
into  the  added  space  secured  by   the  above  addition  to  the  said  toilet  room; 

Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  make  other  changes  in  its  property, 
equipment,  appliances,  or  in  its  regulations,  practices  and  service  upon  said  line 
at  Eighty-ninth  street  station. 

And  if  such  changes.  Improvements  and  additions,  or  any  of  them,  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  extent  thereof  and  what 
period  would  be  a  reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to 
be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the  prem- 
ises as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Interborough  Rapid  Ti-anslt  Comnany  be  given 
at  least  ten  (10)  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it.  either  personally 
or  by  mall,  of  a  certllled  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  com- 
pany be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining 
and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  hereinbefore  set  forth. 

Hearing  held  July  2d. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 

(Adopted  July  7,  1908.) 
Commissioner  Eustis  : — 

It  appears  that  the  Commls.sIon  has  heretofore  ordered  the  construction  of  an 
additional  stairway  from  the  street  to  the  northbound  elevated  station.  The  effect 
of  this  additional  stairway  will  be  to  relieve  the  congestion  at  the  exit  immediately 
adjoining  the  toilet-room,  and  since  the  complainant  expressed  his  opinion  at  the 
hearing  that  when  this  stairway  is  constructed  the  conditions  complained  of  will 
be  removed,  I  therefore  recommend  that  an  order  be  entered  discontinuing  the 
proceedings. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDER  No.  624. 
July   7,  1908. 

Upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  liad  herein  July  2,  1908,  it  appearing  that  said 
hearing  was  held  pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission,  No.  593,  made  June 
23,  1908,  and  returnnble  July  2,  15508,  and  It  appearing  that  said  order  was  Issued 
on  motion  of  the  Commission  after  complaint  made  by  Julius  Goldburg.  Esq.,  in 
regard  to  enlargement  of  men's  toilet  room  at  Eighty-ninth  street  station  of  Third 
avenue  elevated  road,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  order  was  duly  served 
upon  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Compnny  and  that  the  said  service  was  bj 
said  company  duly  ncknowlcflgod.  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  had  on 
J\ily  2,  1908,  before  Mr.  ('omraissloner  Eustis  presiding.  Arthur  DuDols,  Esq., 
appearing  for  the  Commission  and  A.  J.  Kendall,  Esq..  appearing  for  the  Inter- 
borough Rapid  Transit  Company,  and  It  nppoarin.c:  after  the  proceedings  on  said 
hearing  that  certain  structural  chanses  in  the  Eighty-ninth  street  station  have 
been  ordered  by  the  Commission  and  are  about  to  be  made  by  the  Interborough 
Rapid  Transit  Company,  and  it  appearing  that  these  proposed  changes  are  likely 
to  result  in  the  improvement  of  conditions  on  the  i:i?hty-nlnth  street  station  and 
that  It  Is  not  at  present  advisablo  for  the  Conunissicm  to  order  changes  in  the 
Eighty-ninth  street  station  until  after  the  completion  of  changes  heretofore  ordered 
by  the  Commission, 

Now,  therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Com- 
mission. 

It  is  ordered.  That  this  proceeding  be  and  the  same  hereby  Is  discontinued  with- 
out prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearings  and  action  thereon  by 
the  Commission  In  respect  to  any  of  the  matters  covered  by  said  order  for  hearing 
or  the  proceedings  thereon. 
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Interbordugh  Rapid  Transit  Company.— Additions  to  platforms 
and  stairways  at  Christopher  street  station  on  Xinth  avenue 
elevated  road. 


In    the   Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commission  as  to  the  reg- 
ulations,    practices,     equipmont,     anpllances     and 
service   of   the    INTERBOROrOII    RAPID   TRAN- 
SIT COMrANY. 


"Additions  to  platforms  and  stairways  at  Chris- 
topher street  station  on  Ninth  Avenue  Elevated 
Road." 


HEARING  ORDER 
No.  626. 

July  10,  1910. 


It  is  herehif  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  26th  day  of  July,  1908,  at 
3  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adiourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission  at  No.  1.54  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  whether  the  said  regulations, 
practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  f^ervlce  of  said  company  upon  and  near  Its  line 
at  Christopher  street  station,  on  the  Ninth  avenue  elevated  road  In  the  borough 
of  Manhattan,  in  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons,  freight  or  property 
within  the  State,  are  unjust,  unreasonable,  unsafe,  Improper  or  Inadequate,  and  If 
It  be  so  found,  then  to  determine  whether  changes  In  said  regulations,  practices, 
equipment,  appliances  or  services  In  the  particulars  following,  at  the  place  or 
places  herein  mentioned,  would  be  Just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper,  and 
whether  such  changes  shall  be  put  in  force,  observed  and  used  on  the  line  of  said 
company,  and  also  to  inquire  and  determine  whether  repairs,  Improvements,  changes 
or  additions  to  or  In  the  tracks,  switches,  terminals,  terminal  facilities  or  other 
property  or  device  used  by  said  company  In  the  particulars  following  ought  rea- 
sonably to  bo  made  In  order  to  promote  the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public 
or  employees  or  In  order  to  secure  adequate  facilities  for  the  transportation  of 
passenjrers,  freight  or  property,  namely : 

Whether  the  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  should  be  directed  to 
enlarge  the  station  platforms,  both  northbeund  and  southbound,  at  the  Christopher 
street  station  on  Its  Ninth  avenne  elevated  road  and  provide  additional  stairway 
facilities  as  means  of  approach  thereto. 

Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  make  other  changes  in  Its  property, 
equipment  or  appliances,  or  In  its  regulations,  practices  or  service  upon  said  line 
at  Christopher  street  station. 

And  if  such  chanires.  invprnvements  and  additions,  or  any  of  them  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  extent  thereof  and  what 
period  would  be  a  reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  ought  to  be  directed  to  be 
executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  lust  and  reasonable. 

FurtJirr  ordered.  That  the  .«^ald  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  given  at 
least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it.  either  personally  or  by 
mall,  of  a  c^rtined  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company  be 
afforded  all  reasonable  "^opportunity  to  present  evidence  and  to  examine  and  cross- 
examine  wltnes.ses  as  to  the  matters  hereinbefore  set  forth. 

Hearings  were  held  July  28th  and  August  18th. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. — ^Additional  station  signs 
on  all  elevated  roads. 

Hearingr  Ordor  No.  495. 
Final  Order  No.  .5i>l. 
Extension  Order  No.  675. 


In    the   Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  motion  of  the  Commission  as  to  the  reg- 
ulations,   practices,    equipment    and    appliances    of 
the    TNTKRHOROrtJH     RAPID    TRANSIT    COM- 
PANY. 


"Additional    station    signs    on    all    elevated    road.s." 


HEARING  ORDER 
No.  495. 

May  15,  1008. 


It  i8  henhu  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  25th  day  of  May,   1908,  at 
8  :30  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
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adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No,  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  and  determine  whether  repairs, 
improvements,  changes  or  additions  to  or  in  the  terminals,  terminal  facilities  or' 
other  property  or  device  used  by  the  Interborough  Uapld  Transit  Company  upon 
its  elevated  roads  Jn  the  transportation  of  persons,  freight  or  property  witnin  the 
State  ought  reasont^hiy  to  be  made  In  the  particulars  following  in  order  to  pro- 
mote the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public  or  employees  or  In  order  to  secure 
adequate  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  persons,  freight  or  property,  that  Is 
to  say  : 

Whether  the  said  company  should  be  directed  to  erect  two  additional  station 
signs  at  each  station  upon  the  elevated  roadb  operated  by  it  to  indicate  the  streets 
where  said  stations  are  located ; 

Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  make  other  changes  in  its  property, 
equipment  or  appliances,  or  in  its  regulations  and  practices,  upon  said  elevated 
roads  within  the  First  District 

And  if  such  changes,  Improvements  and  additions,  or  any  of  them,  be  such  as 
ought  tu  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  extent  thereof  and  what 
period  would  be  a  reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  ought  to  be  directed  to 
be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  prem- 
ises as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  given  at 
least  eight  days*  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally  or  by 
mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  company  be 
afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  croas- 
oxaminlng  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  were  held  May  25th,  June  8th  and  June  16th. 
The  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDER  No.  591. 
June  19,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  25th 
day  of  May,  1908.  the  8th  day  of  June.  1908,  and  the  16th  day  of  June,  1908; 
and  It  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  had  pursuant  to  Order  No.  495  of  this 
Commission,  dattd  the  15th  day  of  May,  1908.  and  returnable  on  the  25th  day  of 
May,  1908;  and  it  appp.^iing  that  said  order  was  Issued  upon  motion  of  the  Com- 
mission after  complaint  duly  filed  with  the  CommlsKion  by  Richard  IT.  Eggleston, 
Esq.,  and  the  answer  of  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  thereto;  and 
it  appearing  that  said  order  was  duly  servod  upon  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit 
Company  and  that  said  service  was  by  it  duly  acknowledged ;  and  it  appearing  that 
said  hearing  was  had  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  order 
specified  on  the  aforesaid  dates  b:»foro  Mr.  Commissioner  Eustis,  presiding,  Rich- 
ard H.  Eggleston,  Esq.,  complainant,  appearing  in  person,  Harry  M.  Chamberlain, 
Esq.,  Assistant  Counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission  and  Alfred  A.  Gardner,  Esq., 
general  solicitor  for  the  interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company,  appearing  for  the 
said  company ;  and  proof  having  been  taken  upon  said  hearing ;  and  it  having 
been  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  additions  to  the 
station  signs  erected  and  maintained  by  said  company  upon  the  station  platforms 
of  stations  upon  tliR  eicvatod  lines  of  sMd  company  in  the  city  and  State  of  New 
York  in  the  particulars  heroinafter  set  forth  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  order 
to  promote  the  ronvonience  of  the  public,  and  that  it  would  be  reasonable  to  require 
that  such  additions  be  made  and  completed  by  or  before  the  15th  day  of  August, 
1008, 

Now,  on  motion  of  Ceorge  S.  Coleman.  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 

It  is  ordered:  (1)  That  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  and  It 
hereby  is  directed  and  renuired  to  erect,  post  and  maintain  upon  the  station  plat- 
forms' at  all  of  the  stations  upon  its  elevated  lines  south  of  One  Hundred  and 
Twenty-fifth  street  and  including  stations  at  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-flfth  street, 
additional  station  signs  as  fallows  :  At  least  one  additional  station  sign  giving  in 
plain  tvpe  the  name  of  tiie  station,  to  bo  placed  at  or  near  each  end  of  each  station 
platform  at  each  of  said  st  at  Jons,  the  letters  and  figures  iised  to  l)e  at  least  as 
large  as  the  letters  and  fijruros  used  upo!i  signs  already  posted  upon  said  plat- 
forms, the  Kigns  to  be  prepared  and  constructed  and  posted  upon  said  platforms 
in  the  same  manner  as  the  siirus  jili-eady  posted  thereon  and  at  the  same  height 
above  the  floor  of  the  platform. 

In  case  of  the  platform  of  the  center  island  typo  for  both  uptown  and  down- 
town trains,  the  platform  shall  ho  treated  under  tiiis  order  as  two  platforms  and 
at  least  two  additional  s!«.;ns  shall  hv  posted  on  each  side  thereof,  at  least  two 
facing  the  uptown  tracks-  and  at  hast  two  facing  the  downtown  tracks,  said  signs 
to  be  erected  nrd  posted  at  or  near  the  ends  of  the  platform  in  the  manner  here- 
inbefore provided. 

(2)  That  said  additional  siiins  be  prepared  and  erected  and  posted  upon  said 
platforms  by  or  before  the  15th  day  of  August,  1908.  and  thereafter  maintained 
thereon. 

C^)  That  this  order  shall  take  elTect  as  hereinbefore  provided  and  shall  con- 
tinue in  force  until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District  shall  otherwise  order. 
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(4)  That  said  iDtorborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  notify  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  First  District  within  five  days  after  service  of  this  order 
upon  it  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  application  of  t)ie  company  tJie  following  extension  order  was  issued: 

EXTENSION   ORDER  No.  675. 
August  14,  1908. 

An  order  of  the  Commission,  No.  591,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the 
19th  day  of  June,  1908,  ordering  and  directing  tlio  Interborough  Rapid  Transit 
Company  to  place  additional  station  signs  on  all  of  its  platforms  south  of  One 
Hundred  and  Twenty-fifth  street  on  or  before  the  15th  day  of  August,  1908,  and 
the  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  having,  on  August  13th,  1908,  applied 
In  writing  for  an  extension  of  such  time. 

Now,  upon  motion  made  and  duly  Foconded,  it  Is 

Ordirid,  That  the  time  of  the  IiiterLoi-ough  Rapid  Transit  Company  within  which 
to  comply  with  the  terms  of  said  Order  No.  591  be,  and  the  siime  hereby  Is,  extended 
to  and  Including  the  151h  day  of  September,  1908. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Additional  stairway  at 

the  89th  street  station  of  the  Third  avenue  elevated  road.  ' 

Complaint  Order  No.  362. 
Hearing  Order  No.  409. 
Final  Order  No.  498. 
Extension  Order  No.  682. 
Extension  Order  No.  753. 
Co^rpL.iiXT  OF  thp:  Board  of  Aldermex 

against 

Intkrdorough  R.vpid  Tr.vnsit  Company. 

Complaint  Order  'So.  362    (see  form,  note   1)    issued  March  24th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  409   (see  form,  note  2)    issued  April   lOth, 
Hearing  held  April  20th. 
The  following  final  order  was  issued: 


BOARD  OF  AT.DERMEN. 

Complainants, 
against 

INTERBOROrOn     RAPID     TRANSIT     COMPANY. 

Defendant. 


"Additional  stairway  at  KlRhty  ninth   Street  station 
of  the  Third  Avenue  Elevated  Railroad." 

After  Complaint  Order   No.   302  and   Hearing  Order 
No.    400. 


FINAL  ORDER  No.  408. 
^  May   15,    1008. 


This  mattor  comlnp  on  upon  oomulalnt  of  tho  Board  of  Aldormen  of  the  city  of 
New  York  boarlnp  dnt,'  March  10.  ItM)S.  and  tlio  answer  ihrn-to  of  the  IntorbonHnrr 
Rapid  TranKit  Company.  «lJito<l  Mnnh  ru.  IUOh.  and  tlw  roport  of  tin;  ;»♦':»'*  "'^  "'/i 
horoin  on  the  l>Oth  ihiv  of  Ai)rll.  1!H)S.  and  It  niipoarlnt;  thMt  the  said  hfM^hl^'  was 
hold  l»v  and  i»ursii:int  to  an  onl.T  u(  tln«  Cunmls-^io'i  uirKlc  ami  •;'''•;'•''"  '*",»". 
mth  dav   of   April.    |!hi>,   and   r«'tnrnM'.!.-  (.:i    Iho  IMJth   diy   of   Anrll.    1;'»^-  /»":*  /„:  1 

Companv  and  thni  Hm'  ^mj.I  iH'arin-  \\a«,  h-M  l.y  :in.l  l..;r..>..  il..-  smcI  4  .riiMii  Muti  «  i 
tho  mntt.rs   in  sai.l  c.Mni.lnint.  ii—vi-  md  unir-  s;..-  r  .-.l  on   H;-  L»nH.  i'ax    ot   ;  .•   i 

ComK.'l,  a'.p.ar'.n-  for  tlw  r,  nuni<^i-.ii.  Air-v.l  A.  (I.nlnr-.  K^q..  and  A  Iv  M '«W;^ 
IN.|..  aptunriji-  for  the  Intorbon  ti-li  Rapid  Truisit  (  «Mni»:iMy,  and  ovid.'nr  >  In-ln;; 
tak<*n  at'  said  IwarliiK.  ,  ,.  ..   ^,,,, 

Nj.'.v.  It  l«'inL'  mad.'  to  ai)p<'nr  hv  the  complaint,  answ-'r  and  nrf>'.MM.(lin«-  on  wi  a 
h.MilM-  tint  th..  .M,nip'n.«Mt,  npplian..-<  and  s'-rxii.'  <.f  ''r,  .^"V.''*''''.1m'"V  tuHV.lJ^ 
Transit  Conipanv  In  rosp^rt  to  transportation  of  pprson^  within  Iho  P^st  'Mstilrt 
are    unreasonahle,    unsaf"-,    improper    and    inadeiiuato,    and    It    appoarlnK    in.it    tne 
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changes  In  the  equipment,  appliances  and  service  as  hereinafter  specified  would  be 
just,  reasonable  and  proper  and  ought  resisonably  to  be  made  and  used  In  the 
transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District,  and  that  the  improvements  and 
changes  in  property  and  devices  used  by  the  Interlx>rough  Rapid  Transit  Company 
ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  the  manner  specified  in  order  to  promote  the  security 
and  convenience  of  the  public  and  in  order  to  sivure  adequate  service  and  facilities 
for  the  transportation  of  passengers  and  that  f*aid  Improvements,  changes  and  addi- 
tions ought  reasonably  to  be  made  within  the  times  hereinafter  specified. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 

It  i8  ordertd: 

1.  That  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  construct  an  additional  stair- 
way leading  from  Kighty-ninth  street  to  the  ICighty-ninth  street,  uptown  Elevated 
railroad  station  and  the  plans  and  specifications  of  such  additional  stairway  be 
submitted  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  approval. 

2.  That  the  construction  of  said  additional  stairway  be  completed  not  later  than 
August  18,  1008. 

And  it  18  further  ordered.  That  within  five  days  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit 
Company  notify  the  l*ublic  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  whether  the 
terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  application  of  the  compuny  the  following  c.xten.sion  orders  were 
issued : 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  682. 

August  18,  1908. 

An  order  of  the  Commission,  No.  41)8.  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the 
15th  day  of  May,  lOOS,  directing  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  to  con- 
struct an  additional  stairway  at  the  Eighty-ninth  street  station  of  the  Third 
Avenue  Elevated  Railroad,  said  stainvay  to  be  completed  not  later  than  August  IStli, 
and  the  said  Interl>orough  Rapid  Transit  Company  having,  on  August  15,  1008, 
applied  in  writing  for  an  extension  of  such  time. 

Now.  on  motion,  it  Is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  within  which 
to  comply  with  the  terms  of  Order  No.  41)8  ho,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to 
and  ineiiidlng  the  1st  day  of  October,  11)08.  • 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  753. 
October  2,  1908. 

An  order  of  the  Commission,  No.  408,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the 
15th  day  of  MJiy,  1008,  directing  the  lntorlK>rough  Rapid  Transit  Company  to 
construct  au  additional  stainvay  at  the  Eighty-ninth  street  station  of  the  Third 
Avenue  Elevated  Railroad,  said  stairway  to  be  completed  not  later  than  August  18th. 
1008.  and  said  time  for  the  completion  of  said  stairway  having  been  extended  to 
and  Including  the  1st  day  of  Oclob(n-.  1008,  by  the  terms  of  Order  No.  GS2  entered 
on  August  18,  1008,  and  the  said  Interborough  jUi)id  Tranalt  (\>mpany  having,  on 
September  30,  1008,  applied  in  writing  for  a  further  extension  of  such  time. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Companv 
shall  comply  with  the  terms  of  Order  No.  408  directing  the  erection  of  an  additional 
stairway  at  the  Eiglijy-nlnth  street  station  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad,  be.  and 
the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to  and  including  the  15th  day  of  October,  1908. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Additions  to  92d  street 

station,  Second  avenue  elevated. 

Ilearinpf  Order  No.  226. 
Final  Order  No.  494. 
Extension  Order  No.  529. 
Rehearing   Order   No.    545. 
Final  Order  No.  795. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the  • 
Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commisjjion  as  to  the 
regulations,    practices,    equipmont    and    s(m'v1<  c    of 
the    INTERBOROTTJII     RAPID    TRANSIT    COM- 
PANY, in  the  respects  horolnafter  mcntloru'd. 


ORDER   FOR   HEARING 
-    No.  226. 

January  31,  1008. 


It  iff  hrrehu  ordered.  Tliat  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  12th  day  of  February,  1908. 
at   3   o'clock   in   the  aftenioon,   or  at  any    time  or  times   to  which   the  same   may 
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be  adjournod,  at  the  rooms  of  tho  Commission,  at  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Maiiliattan,  city  and  State  of  Now  York,  to  iiKiuire  whether  the  regulations,  practices, 
equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  siiid  company,  upon  and  near  Us  line  on  and 
along  Second  avenue,  li)  the  boronph  of  Mnnhiittan,  at  its  Ninety-second  street 
station  on  said  line,  in  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons,  freight  or  property 
within  the  State,  arc  unjust,  unreasonable,  un:;.ife.  improper  or  inadwiuate,  and  if 
it  be  so  found,  then  to  detennln**  wliether  changes  In  said  regulations,  practices, 
equipment,  appliances  or  services  in  the  i)articulni*s  following,  at  the  place  or  places 
herein  mentioned,  would  Iw  Just,  reasonable,  s:vfe,  adequate  and  proper,  and  whether 
such  changes  shall  be  put  in  force,  observed  and  used  on  the  line  of  said  company, 
and  also  to  inquire  and  determine  whether  repairs,  improvements,  changes  or 
additions  to  or  in  the  tracks,  switches,  tennlnals.  terminal  facilities  or  other 
property  or  device  used  by  said  company  in  the  particulars  following,  ought  reason- 
ably to  be  made  in  order  to.  promote  the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public  or 
employees  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  pas- 
sengers, freight  or  property,  namely  : 

Wh<*ther  said  company  should  be  directed  to  erect  and  maintain  a  larger  ticket 
office  than  is  now  kent  and  maintained  by  It  at  tho  Ninety-second  street  station  of 
its  Second  avenue  elevated  line,  and  if  so,  tlien  to  determine  what  addition  or 
additions,  extension  or  extensions  of  the  present  ticket  oilice  at  said  station  ought 
reasonably  to  bo  made,  and  particularly  wnether  said  ticket  office  sliould  he  extended 
farther  to  the  west. 

Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  make  clianges  in,  additions  to  or 
extensions  of  the  main  stairway  at  said  station  leading  from  the  train  platform  to 
the  underhanging  gjillery  or  transverse  passageway  at  the  foot  thereof,  and  if  so, 
then  to  determine  what  changes,  additions  or  extensions  thereof  outjht  reasonably 
to  be  made  and  particularly  whether  a  wider  stairway  than  the  one  at  present  in 
use  at  said  station  ought  properly  to  be  constructed  and  mihintained. 

Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  construct  and  maintain  additions  to 
or  extensions  of  the  unaerhanging  gallery  or  transverse  passageway  at  the  said  sta- 
tion, so  that  the  same  will  extend  further  to  the  east  than  at  present,  and  If  so, 
then  to  determine  the  extent  of  such  additions  or  extensions. 

Whetlier  said  company  should  be  directed  to  construct  a  new  stairway  from  the 
easterly  end  of  said  underhanging  gatlery  or  tranverse  passageway  at  said  station 
to  the  easterly  side  of  Second  avenue. 

Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  make  other  changes  In  lis  property, 
equipment  or  appliances  or  in  its  regulations,  practices  and  s:u*vice  upon  said  line 
at  Ninety-second  street  station. 

And  if  such  changes,  improvements  and  addition.s,  or  any  of  them,  l)e  such  as 
ought  to  Ik?  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  extent  tiiereof  and  ^'hat 
period  would  be  a  i-easonnble  time  within  which  the  same  ought  to  bo  directed  to 
be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  th«*  Commission  nuiy  make  such  order  or  order?  in  th:* 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Further  orrlrrrd.  That  the  siiid  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  Ik*  given  at 
least  ten  daysi'  notice  of  such  liearing  by  .service  upon  it.  either  personally  or  by 
mall,  of  a  certified  c*opy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  comj)any  be 
afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  to  presj'nt  evidence  and  to  examine  and  cross- 
examine  witnesses  as  to  tlie  matters  hc^relnbefore  set  forth. 

Hearings  Avere  held  February  12tli.  20tli.  March  12th  and    17th. 
The  following  final   order  was   issued: 

FINAL  ORDER   No.  494. 
May  15,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  her**ln  on  the  12th 
day  of  February,  19(»s.  20th  day  of  Keltruary.  T.*<>*<.  12th  day  of  March,  1908.  and 
17th  day  of  March,  19u8,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  had  pursuant  to 
Order  No.  220  of  this  (*(>mmIssion  dated  the  Hist  day  of  .lanuary.  190S,  and  re- 
turnable on  the  12lh  day  of  IVbnuiry,  190S.  and  it  ap|)c»aring  that  the  said  order 
was  duly  wrvcd  on  the  InterlK)r<JUgli  Rapid  Transit  Company  on  the  1st  day  of 
Fc^bruary,  1908.  and  that  such  service  was  by  It  duly  acknowledged,  and  it  appear- 
ing that  said  hearing  was  Imd  by  and  b«'fore  the  Commission  on  the  matters 
specified  In  said  order  No.  220  on  tlie  afonsaid  datt^s  before  Mr.  CommissUmer 
Rustis,  presiding.  Harry  M.  ChamlMMlaln,  llsci,,  assistant  counsel,  and  Arthur 
DuBois.  Esrj.,  assistant  counsel  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  Alfred  A. 
Gardner,  Esq..  attorney,  appearing  for  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Conqjany. 
and  prcwf  having  iM'en' taken  upcm  said  In-arlng.  and  It  having  been  made  to  api>«"ar 
after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  changes  in  and  lnq)r<»vem('nts  nnd  addi- 
tlon.H  to  the  Nlnoty-seccmd  str<M»t  station  of  said  company  uptm  its  Si-co'iil  Av.'.iue 
Klevated  lin^  in  the  city  and  State  of  N<'W  York,  and  the  i)assjg«'W«ys  and  stair- 
ways appurtenant  thereto  in  the  particulars  following  ought  reasonably  to  be  made 
in  order  to  i>roinot<»  the  scu'urlty  and  convenience  of  the  i>ubllc  and  in  order  to 
secure  adequate   facilities  for   th  '  transportaibm    of  pnssen^irrs.   nanu-ly  : 

1.  That  the  underhanging  galb'ry  or  transverse  passag«'way  at  said  station  should 
be  extended  farther  to  the  east  than  at  present  to  such  an  extent  and  in  such 
manner  as  to  form  a  countein>art  of  the  underhanginir  gallery  or  transverse  passage 
way  now  existing  at  said  station,  and  to  permit  the  construction  c»f  a  stairway 
therefrom  to  the  walk  on  the  easterly  side  of  Sectmd  avenue,  which  stairway  shall 
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be  at  least  as  wide  as  the  stairway  now  existing  on  the  westerly  side  of  said 
avenue  and  in  such  manner  that  said  underhanijing  gallery  or  transverse  i>assage- 
way  will  afford  access  to  and  an  exit  from  the  main  stairway  at  said  station  ex- 
tending from  said  underhnnging  gallery  or  transverse  passageway  to  the  train 
platform. 

2.  That  a  stairway  should  be  constructed  from  the  easterly  end  of  said  under- 
hanging  gallery  or  transverse  passagewaj',  when  tlie  same  shall  have  been  extended 
as  aforesaid,  to  the  sidewallc  on  the  easterly  side  of  Second  avenue  In  such  manner 
that  such  stairway  will  be  at  least  as  wide  as  the  stairway  now  existing  on  the 
westerly  side  of  said  avenue. 

3.  That  the  width  of  the  main  stairway  leading  from  said  underhanging  gallery 
or  transverse  passageway  to  the  train  platform  at  said  station  should  be  increased 
so  that  the  same  shall  be  not  less  than  seven  feet  in  width ; 

And  It  appearing  to  the  Commission  after  the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that 
the  time  intervening  between  the  date  of  this  order  and  the  1st  day  of  September, 
1908,  would  be  a  reasonable  time  within  which  the  changes,  Improvements  and 
additions  hereinbefore  spccKied  should  be  directed  to  be  made ; 

Now,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq..  counsel  to  the  Commission, 
It  is  ordcrtd,  (1)  That  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  and  it  hereby 
Is  directed  and  required  to  extend  the  underhanging  gallery  or  transverse  passage- 
way now  existing  at  said  station  farther  to  the  east  than  at  present  to  such  an 
extent  and  in  such  manner  that  the  portion  so  extended  shall  form  a  counterpart 
of  the  passageway  now  existing  at  said  station,  and  shall  permit  the  construction 
of  a  stairway  therefrom  to  the  wait:  on  the  easterly  side  or  Second  avenue,  which 
stairway  shall  be  at  least  as  wide  as  the  stairway  now  existing  on  the  westerly 
side  of  Second  avenue,  and  in  such  manner  that  said  underhanging  gallery  or  trans- 
verse passageway  will  afford  access  to  and  an  exit  from  the  main  stairway  at  said 
station  extending  from  said  underhanging  gallery  or  transverse  passageway  to  the 
train  platform  at  said  station. 

2.  That  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  and  it  hereby  is  directed 
and  required  to  construct  a  stairway  from  the  easterly  end  of  said  underhanging 
gallery  or  transverse  passageway  when  the  same  shall  have  been  extended  as  afore- 
said, to  the  sidewalk  on  the  easterly  side  of  Second  avenue  in  such  manner  that 
such  stairway  will  be  at  least  as  wide  as  the^stairway  now  existing  on  the  westerly 
side  of  said  avenue. 

3.  That  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  and  It  hereby  Is  directed 
and  required  to  increase  the  width  of  the  main  stairway  extending  from  said  under- 
hanging gallery  or  transverse  passageway  to  the  train  platform  at  said  station  so 
that  the  said  stairway  shall  be  not  less  than  seven  feet  in  w^idth. 

4.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  changes,  improvements  and  additions  herein- 
before speciflod  be  made  by  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  and  com- 
pleted by  said  company  not  later  than  the  1st  day  of  September.  1908. 

5.  It  is  further  ordered ^  That  the  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company 
notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  within  five  days  after 
the  service  of  this  order  upon  it  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accep'ted  and 
win  be  obeyed. 

0.  This  order  shall  continue  in  force  until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  the  First  District  shall  otherwise  order. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  extension  order  was  issued: 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  529. 
May  26,   1908. 

An  order.  No.  404,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  15th  day  of  May, 
190Si.  ordering  and  directing  the  Interborough  Rnpid  Transit  Company  to  inform 
the  I'ublic  Service  Commi«5slon  for  the  First  District,  within  five  (5)  days  after 
service  of  said  order,  whether  the  terms  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed ;  and  the 
said  Interboronph  Hnpld  Transit  Company  having  on  the  23d  day  of  May  applied 
in  writing  for  an   extension  of  such  time, 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company 
shall  make  answer  to  said  Order  No.  404  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  tcr 
and  including  the  1st  day  of  June,  1908. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  rehearing  order  was  issued: 

REHEARING  ORDER  No.   545. 
.Tune  2,   1908. 

An  order.  No.  404,  havin^i  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  May  15.  1908,  under 
and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  a  hcmiup,  No.  220,  made  January  31,  1908,  and 
thereafter  havinu^  bo<'n  duly  served  upon  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company, 
the  sn.me  to  tnUe  eftoct  by  or  before  the  1st  day  of  September,  1908.  and  in  and 
by  paid  order  the  sju'd  Interl»oroiij;h  Rapid  Transil  Company  having  been  I'equired 
to  notify  this  Connnlssicn  on  or  before  the  22d  day  of  May,  1908.  whether  the 
terms  of  «;:jid  order.  No.  104.  are  aeropted  and  will  be  obeyed,  and  the  said  Inter- 
borontrh  Rapid  Transit  Company  having,  on  Juno  1,  1908,  applied  in  writing  to 
this  Commis^^lon  for  a  rohearinpr  in  respect  to  the  matter  contained  In  said  order 
No.  404.  and  sufficient  reaKon  for  said  rehearing  having  been  made  to  appear. 

Ordered,  That  «airt  request  for  rehearing  be  granted,  and  that  the  said  rehearing 
upon  the  matters  contained  in  said  Order  No.   494,  entered  and  filed  on   May    15, 
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1908,  be  held  on  the  8th  day  of  June,  1908,  at  3  :30  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or 
at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the 
Commission,  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New 
York,  to  determine  after  such  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of  the  facts, 
including  those  arising  after  the  making  of  the  Order  No.  494,  whether  the  original 
order,  No.  494,  or  any  part  thereof  is  in  any  respect  unjust  or  unwise,  and  whether 
the  said  Order  No.  494   should  be  abrogated,   changed  or  modified. 

And  if  any  such  abrogation,  changes  or  modifications  are  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made,  then  to  determine  tlie  nature  and  extent  of  changes  or  modifica- 
tions of  the  said  order,  and  to  determine  the  time  of  taking  effect  of  the  order  as 
changed  or  modified. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  be  given  at 
least  five  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  cither  personally  or  by 
mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  rehearing  said  company 
shall  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining 
and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  time  of  the  said  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company 
within  which  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  said  Order  No.  494  be,  and  the  same 
hereby  is,  extended  until  such  time  as  the  Commission  shall  enter  an  order  upon 
the  rehearing  herein  provided  for.  • 

Hearing  held   June  8th. 

Tlie  following  final  order  was  issued: 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Application  of  the  INTERBOROUGH  RAPID 
TRANSIT  COMrANY  for  approval  by  the  Com- 
mission of  a  plan  for  the  construction  of  an 
additional  stairway  at  the  Ninety-second  Street 
Station  upon  the  Second  Avenue  Elevated  Road, 


ORDER  No.  795 

October  23,  1908. 


-J 

Whercafi,  The  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company  has  applied  in  writing, 
under  date  of  October  17.  1908,  for  approval  by  the  Commission  of  a  plan  here- 
inafter referred  to,  for  the  construction  of  an  additional  stairway  at  the  Ninety- 
second  street  station  under  the  Second  Avenue  F]levated  Road  of  said  Company, 
said  plan  modifying  a  former  plan,  marked  Kxhibit  No.  1,  June  8,  1908,  offered  In 
evidence  at  a  hearing  before  the  Commissioner  under  Hearing  Order  No.  545  held 
on  June  8,  1908. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  Is 

Resolved,  That  the  plan  marked  Drawing  No.  8468,  and  dated  October  8,  1908, 
be,   and  the  same  hereby  Is,  approved. 


Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Inadequate  transporta- 
tion facilities  at  stations  of  the  Third  avenue  elevated  road 

in  the  Borough  of  the  Bronx. 

Complaint  Order  No.  701. 
Extension  Order  No.  810. 

COMPLVIXT  OF   THE   TAXPAYERS*    ALLIA^'CE   OF 

THE  Bronx 
against 

liNTEimOKOLGH    RAPID   TRANSIT   ComPaNV. 

runiplaint  Order  No.  791    («ee  form,  nolo   1),   issued  October  20th. 

Extension  Order  No.  810   (see  form,  note  2).  issued  October  30th. 

The  company  ausw<'if(l  Novcm])cr  ItJili  denyii]*;  the  .'illooratiiiiis  «<'t  fortli 
in   the  comjilaint. 

An  inquiry  into  tlm  matters  jMC-cnlod  in  tins  proceeding  was  conducted 
under  Order  No.  015   (see  pajre  001). 

IlearinjT^  were   held   Derombcr   1,   lotli   and  22(1. 

Adjourned  to  January  5,   1009. 
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Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Additional  stairway  at 

10 1st  street  station  on  the  Third  avenue  elevated  road.  • 

Hearing  Order  No.  4*10. 
Final  Order  No.  8o2. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing   on    motlcn    of    the    Commission    as    to    the 
regulations,     practices,      equipment      and      sirvice 
of      the      IXTEKBOKOrGll      UAPJi)      TRANSIT 
COMPANY. 


"Additional  stairway  at  One  Hundred  and  SIxt.v-flrst 
street  station  on  the  Third  Avenue  Elevated 
Road." 


JIEARINO   ORDER   No.   410. 
^  April   10,   lliG8. 


I 


II  is  luivhy  ordcrctl.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  2Hd  day  of  Aorll,  1908,  at 
'2  ::i(»  ockck  in  the  atrernoon.  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  mav  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  cf  the  Commission,  at  No.  I.'i4  Nagsau  street,  borouga  of 
Manhattan,  <*ity  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regulations, 
practices.  cJiuIpment,  appliances  or  services  of  said  company,  upon  and  near  its 
Hue  (HI  and  along  Third  avenue,  in  the  borough  of  the  Bronx,  at  Its  One  Hundred 
and  Sixty-first  Street  station  on  «ald  line,  in  respect  to  the  transportation  of 
)ersr.ns,  freight  or  i)roperiy  within  the  State,  are  unjust,  unreasonable,  unsafe, 
mpr<q)er  or  inadequate,  and  if  it  be  so  found,  then  to  determine  whether  changes 
in  Slid  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  in  the  particulars 
following,  at  the  place  or  places  herein  mentioned,  would  be  ju^t.  reasonable,  safe. 
adequate  and  proper,  and  whether  such  changes  shall  be  put  in  force,  observed  and 
I'sed  on  the  line  of  said  (*ompany.  and  also  to  inquire  and  determine  whether 
repairs,  improvements,  changes  or  additions  to  or  in  the  tracks,  switches,  terminals, 
teruMnal  facilities  or  other  property  or  device  used  by  said  company  in  the  par- 
titulars  following,  ought  roascnably  to  be  made  in  order  to  promote  tlie  security 
cr  convenienc*'  of  the  public  or  eniployfes  or  in  order  to  secure  adequate  facilities 
fir   the    transportation   of   passengers,    freight   or  property,   namely: 

NVhether  said  InterU»rough  Kapid  Transit  Company  should  be  directed  to  extend 
to  the  <ast  the  mezzanine  at  the  south  end  of  the  One  Hundred  and  Sixty-first 
street  statlisii  (.n  its  Third  Avenue  Elevated  Line,  and  construct  and  maintain  two 
stairways  l-ading  from  said  mezzanine  to  the  street  surface, —  one  running  south 
and   the  other  north. 

Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  make  other  changes  In  its  property. 
equli)ment  or  appliances,  or  in  its  regulations,  practices  and  service  upon  said  line 
at   One    Himdred   and    Sixty-first   street   station. 

And  if  such  changes.  Imprcvements  and  additions  be  such  as  ought  to  be  made 
as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  extent  thereof  and  what  period  would  be 
a   reasonable  time  within  which   the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  J>e  just  and   reasonalile. 

Furthn-  onlerrd.  That  the  said  Interborough  Rapid  Ti'ansit  Company  be  given  at 
least  ten  (  H>)  days'  notice  of  sucli  liearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  personally 
or  by  mail,  of  a  c<'rtltled  eopy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  com- 
panv  l>e  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining 
and*  cross-examining  witnesses  as   to  the   matters  hereinbefore  set  forth. 


TTeariii^s  held  Ai)ril  23d  and  May  Otli. 
The  followiuj'  final  order  was  issued: 


FINAL  OUDEIt  No.  802. 
November   20,   1908. 

This  nialter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  April  23, 
1!M»S.  and  it  appearing  thai  sai<l  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order 
of  this  Commission  No.  41(>.  made  Aiuil  10.  1008,  and  returnable  on  April  23,  1908. 
and  that  said  order  was  dniv  served  upon  tlie  interborough  Rapid  Transit  Com- 
I);!:iy.  and  that  said  ser\i-e  was  b\  it  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  said  hearing 
was*  h»'ld  bv  and  bejoie  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  order  specified  on 
April  :i'A.  15J0S,  and  l)V  adj<)urnm«>nt  duiv  had  on  May  0,  1008.  l>efore  Mr.  Commis- 
sioner Kustis  |)resldlng,  Arthur  DiiHois.  Esq..  appearing  for  the  Commission.  Alfrt»d 
A.  (Jardner.  E^q.,  and  A.  E.  Mudge.  Esq..  apijnaring  for  the  Interborough  Rapid 
Transit   Company.  ^^  ^.  . ,    ,,       . 

Now.  It  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  the  said  hiring 
that  the  n'gnbUions.  i)ractices.  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  Inter- 
borough Rapid  Transit  Company,  in  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  in  the 
l^'irst  District,  has  been  and  is  in  certain  respects  unreasonable.  Improper  and 
Inadequate,    and   it   appearing  that   changes  and    improvements   in   the   regulations. 
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equipment  and  service  of  the  said  company,  as  below  set  forth,  are  such  as  arc 
just,  reasonable,  adequate  and  proper,  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made,  in  order 
to  promote  the  convenience  and  safety  of  the  public : 

Thtrefore,  on  motion   of  (foorge   S.   Coleraan,   Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 

It  in  onhred.  That  the  Interborough  Rapid  Transit  ('onip)iny,  at  its  One  Hundred 
and  SIxty-flrst  street  station  on  its  Third  Av»»nue  Kievated  Line,  extend  tt)  the  east 
the  mezzanine  at  the  south  end  of  the  said  station  and  construct  and  maintain 
one  stairway  from  the  end  of  such  mezzanine  to  the  street  surface,  this  stairway 
to  run  north,  the  width  of  this  additional  stairway  to  be  not  less  than  four  {4) 
feet. 

And  it  is  fui-iher  ordnrd.  That  this  additional  construction  shall  be  completed 
not  later  than  Februarv   2,   19(H>. 

And  it  iti  further  ordered.  That  before  bejrinning  construction  of  those  additional 
stairways  plans  of  the  same  may  bp  prepared  and  submitted  to  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  First  District  for  approval. 

Ordered.  That  before   November  25.    11M)8.   the   InterborouRh   Rapid  Transit  Com- 


pany   notify    the    I'ublic    Service    (  <  mmisslon    for    the 
terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


First    District    whether    the 


Nassau   Electric   Railroad   Company. —  Station    at   Twenty-fifth 
avenue  on  the  West  End  line. 

Complaint  Order  No.  253. 
Hearing  Order  No.  Xi-i. 
Dismissal  Order  No.  ,371). 
Complaint  of  Margaret  Magkr 

against 

Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company. 

Complain't  Order  No.  253   (see  form,  note  1),  issued  February  11th. 

The  following  hearing  order  '*  on  motion  of  tiio  Commission  "  was  issued 
to  include  the  matters  complained  of  and  certain  other  matters  relating 
thereto : 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearing  upon  motion  of  the  Commission  upon  the 
question  of  Improvements  in  and  additions  to 
the  service  and  transportation  facilities  of  the 
NASSAU   KLPX'TUIC   HAILROAI)  COMI'ANY. 

"  Station  at  T>\'enty-flfth   avenue  on   the  West   E]nd 
Line.- 


^IIKAUIXC;   OKDKU   No. 
March   13,  li;0«. 


3:u. 


It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearlnp  be  had  on  the  25th  day  of  March,  1908,  'at 
2  :30  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Msnhattan.  city  of  New  York,  State  of  New  York,  to  Intptlre  whether  the  reg\i- 
lations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  the  Nassau  Fllectric  Railroad 
Coroimny.  in  n^spect  to  transportation  of  persons  in  th«'  borough  of  Brooklyn.  State 
of  New'  York,  are  unreasonable,  imjjroppr  or  inadeqijate,  and  whether  chnnges, 
improvements  and  additions  thereto  out^ht  reasonably  to  be  made  In  the  manner 
below  set  forth.  In  order  to  promote  the  security  and  conv<»nience  of  the  public, 
or  In  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  transjiortation  of  pas- 
sengers, and  if  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact,  tlien  to  determine  whether  a  change, 
addition  or  improvement  in  reguhitions,  prjictlces,  equi|)ment,  appliances  and  ser- 
vice of  the  said  company,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  are  such  as  may  be  just,  reason- 
able, adequate  and  nrrper  and  ouijht  rensonnblv  to  be  made  to  a'^eoninu'dnte  the 
passenger  traffic  offered  to  it  and  to  promote  the  convenience  of  the  public,  or  in 
order  to  secure  adecjuate  s<'rvice  and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers, 
that   is  to  say  : 

Whether  the  following  changes,  additions  and  regulations  shouid  be  put  into 
effect ! 

1>  TJiat  the  said  Nassau  Klectric  Railroad  Company  cause  all  trains  from 
Coney  Island  bound  for  New  York  to  make  a  regular  stop  for  taking  on  North- 
bound passengers,   immediately   north   of  Twenty-fifth  avenue; 

2.  That  said  company  discontinue  the  use  of  the  pres^'nt  station  directly  south 
of  Twenty-fifth  avenue  upon  the  east  side  of  the  tracks. 
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3.  That  said  Company  construct  a  suitable  shelter  and  inclosed  waiting-room 
on  the  northwest  corner  made  by  the  intersection  of  the  company's  private  right 
of  way  and  Twenty-fifth  avenue,  to  be  situated  so  as  not  to  interfere  with  the 
view  of  trains  approaching  from  the  north  or  the  soutl;, 

4.  That  said  company  build  a  plank  crossing  of  the  usual  type  for  the  use  of 
passengers  crossing  from  the  proposed  shelter  to  the  platform  on  the  northerly 
side  of  the  tracks,  said  planking  to  be  about  twenty  feet  wide  ,* 

5.  That  said  company  Install  a  suitable  system  whereby  to  inform  passengers  as 
to  whether  the  next  New  York  bound  train  will  leave  from  the  yard  north  and 
west  from  the  proposed  shelter  station,  or  from  the  platform  on  the  northerly  side 
of  the  private  right  of  way. 

And  if  any  such  changes,  regulations,  improvements  and  additions  be  found  to 
be  such  as  ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  the  details  of  such 
changes,  improvements  and  additions  and  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a 
reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  and  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the  prem- 
ises as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered,  That  the  said  Nassau  Eloctrlc  Railroad  Company  be  given  at 
least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it.  either  personally  or  by 
mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  nearlng  said  company  be 
afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and 
cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  March  25th.  • 

The  following  dismissal  order  was  issued: 

DISMISSAL  ORDER  No.  379. 
March    27,    1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  March  25. 
1908,  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  pursuant  to  an  order  of 
this  Commission  No.  334,  made  on  March  13,  1908,  Issued  upon  motion  of  the 
Commission  after  the  complaint  and  answer  herein  and  that  said  order  was  duly 
served  upon  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  and  that  the  said  service  was 
by  said  company  duly  acknowledged  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and 
before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  in  said  complaint,  answer  and  order  specified 
on  March  25,  1908,  at  which  hearing  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett  presided,  Harry  M. 
Chamberlain,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission  and  Arthur  N.  Dutton,  Esq., 
appearing  for  the  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company,  and  there  being  no 
appearances  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  complainant. 

Now,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,   ^:sq..  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  said  complaint  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  dismissed  and 
that  this  order  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Commission. 

And  it  is  further  ordered,  That  this  order  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  an  order 
for  further  or  additional  hearings  and  action  thereon  by  the  Comml«sion  in  respect 
to  any  of  the  matters  covered  in  said  complaint,  answer  and  order  or  the  pro- 
ceedings  thereon. 


Nassau  Electric   Railroad  Company. —  Turnstile  at  16th  street 

I        station,  Fifth  avenue  elevated  line. 

Complaint  Order  No.  328. 
Extension  Order  No.  380. 
Complaint  of  Jeremiah   J.   Coughlan 

agahist 

Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  328    (see  form,  note  1),  issued  March   10th. 

Extension  Order  No.  3S0   (see  form,  note  2),  issued  March  27th. 

The  company  answered  March  31st  statinp^  that  arrangements  had  been 
made  to  move  tho  ticket  booth  to  the  center  of  the  room  Avhich  would  permit 
passengers  on  botli  sides  of  the  ticket  ofTiee  instead  of  on  one  side  only. 
It  was  thought  this  would  relieve  the  congestion  complained  of. 
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New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company. —  Lack  of  shel- 
ter on  Aqueduct  avenue  line.  ' 

Extension  Order  No.  204. 
Rehearing  Order  No.  214. 
Final   Order  No.  251. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  extension  order  was  issued: 


JOHN   n.   MACCRACKEN, 

Oomplainant, 
against 

NEW    YORK    CITY    INTERBOROUGH    RAILWAY 
COMPANY,  . 

Defendant. 


ORDER  FOR  EXTENSION 
OF  TIME,   No.  204. 
January  14,  1908. 


An  order  having  been  made  on  or  about  the  Slst  day  of  December,  1907,  In 
the  above  entitled  proceeding,  ordering  and  directing  the  New  York  City  Inter- 
borough Railway  Company  to  remedy  the  cause  of  complaint  herein,  within  a  time 
therein  specified,  and  the  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company  having 
applie<i  for  an  extension  of  such  time, 

Now,  on  motion,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company 
within  which  to  elect  which  of  the  two  courses  as  set  forth  in  such  order  it  shall 
adopt  and  the  time  within  which  It  shall  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for 
the  First  District  whether  the  terras  of  the  said  order  are  accepted  and  will  be 
obeyed  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  extended  to  and  including  the  20th  day  of 
January,  1908. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  rehearing  order  was  issued: 

ORDER  FOR  REHEA^RING,  No.  214. 
January   21,   1908. 

An  order,-  No.  183,  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  on  December  31,  1907, 
under  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  a  hearing  No.  101,  made  November  20,  1907, 
ana  thereafter  said  order  No.  183  having  been  duly  served  upon  the  New  York 
City  Interborough  Railway  Company  ;  and  in  and  by  the  terms  of  said  order  the 
said  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company  having  been  required  on  or 
liefore  January  10.  1908.  to  elect  which  of  the  two  courses  as  set  forth  In  said 
order  it  would  adopt;  and  said  tlmp  within  which  to  elect  having  been  extended 
to  and  including  the  20th  day  of  January,  1908,  by  an  order,  Np.  204,  made 
January  14,  1008 ;  and  the  said  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Company 
having  on  January  20,  1908,  signified  In  writing  Its  election  under  order  183. 
coupled,  however,  with  a  request  that  the  terms  of  said  order  be  modified ;  and 
sutHclent  reason  being  made  to  appear  I 

Ordered,  That  a  rehearing  upon  the  matters  contained  in  said  order  183  be 
held  on  the  29th  day  of  January,  1908,  at  2  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any 
time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commis- 
sion, 154  Nassau  street,  borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to 
determine  after  such  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of  the  facts.  Including  facta 
arising  since  the  making  of  the  order  No.  183,  whether  the  original  order  No.  183 
or  any  part  thereof  is  in  any  reason  unjust  or  unwarranted,  and  whether  the  said 
order  No.  183  should  be  abrogated,  changed  or  modified. 

And  If  any'  such  abrogation,  changes  or  modification  are  found  to  be  sueh  as 
ought  to  be  made,  then  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  changes  or  modifica- 
tion of  the  said  order,  and  to  determine  the  time  of  the  taking  effect  of  the  order 
as  changed  and  modified. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the  prem- 
ises as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Interborough  Railway  be  given  at  least  five  days' 
notiee  of  sueh  rehearing  by  service  upon  it.  either  personally  or  by  mail,  of  a  cer- 
tified eopy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  sueh  hearlnif  said  comonnv  shall  1k»  offered  a'l 
reasonable  opportunity  for  presentine  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-examining 
witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid: 

Further  ordered.  That  the  time  of  the  said  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway 
Company  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  said  order  No.  1S3  in  so  far  as  thev  reotiire 
said  company  to  keep  and  maintain  a  standing  car  on  its  tracks  at  the  One  Hun- 
dred and  Eighty-first  street  terminal  between  the  hours  of  1  a.  m.  and  6  a.  m.,  for 
the  use  of  passonpers  transferring  from  the  Subway  to  its  lines  at  One  Hundred 
and  Eighty-first  street,  be  and  the  same  hereby  Is  extended  until  such  time  as 
the  Commission  sliall  enter  an  order  upon  the  rehearing  herein  provided  for. 

Hearing  held  January  29th. 
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The  following  final  order  was  issued; 

FINAL  ORDER   No.   251. 
February  11,  1008. 

An  order,  No.  183,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  tlie  31st  day  of  De- 
ceml)er,  1007.  after  a  hearing  duly  had,  ordeiing  tlie  defendant  either  to  construct 
u  proper,  suhstantial  and  adequate  waiting-room  or  shelter  for  passengers  traiiB- 
forring  from  the  i^ubway  to  Its  lines  at  One  Hundred  and  Eighty-first  street  and 
bt.  Nicliola.s  avenue,  at  a  point  on  a  level  with  such  street  railway  tracks,  and 
uut  moie  than  lifty  (;"iU)  feet  distant  therefrom,  or  at  Its  election,  at  all  times 
during  the  da3'  and  night  to  hold  at  such  point  a  car  for  the  use  of  waiting  passen- 
gers until  the  arrival  of  the  next  or  succtvdlng  car  either  of  the  same  or  different 
lilies  and  further  trdeilng  the  said  company  within  ten  (10)  days  after  the  service 
of  such  order  to  advise  the  Commission  whi(h  of  said  courses  it  elected  to  ])arsue. 
and  an  order.  No.  '204,  extending  the  time  in  which  so  to  elect  having  been  made 
en  or  about  the  14th  day  of  January,  11)08,  and  the  defendant  having  on  or  abont 
the  20th  day  cf  January,  1008,  notified  the  Commission  that  It  would  keep  and 
maintain  a  standing  car  on  Its  tracks  at  the  said  point  throughout  the  entire  day, 
excepting  lietneen  the  hours  of  1  a.  m.  and  6  a.  m.,  for  the  use  of  passengers 
transferring  from  the  Kuh^^ay  to  Its  lines  on  One  Hundred  and  Eighty-first  street, 
and  further  stating  Its  belief  that  such  a  standing  car  would  render  more  satis- 
factory accommodations  to  the  traveling  public  and  would  cause  less  interruption 
In  the  service  than  the  practice  of  holding  every  car  until  the  arrival  of  the  next 
or  succeeding  car  as  ordered  by  the  Commission,  and  requesting  that  the  said 
order.  No.  183,  be  modified  so  that  the  maintenance  of  the  standing  car  in  the 
manner  above  described  would  l>e  a  compliance  therewith,  and  an  order  for  a 
rehearing,  No.  214,  having  been  duly  made  herein,  on  the  21st  day  of  January, 
iros.  and  a  rehearing  having  been  duly  had  on  the  29th  day  of  January,  1908,  at 
which  Mr.  Commissioner  Eustis  presided,  and  I^oroy  T.  Harkness.  Esq.,  Assistant 
Counsel,  appeared  for  the  Commission,  and  Alfred  A.  Gardner,  Esq.,  and  A.  B. 
Mudge,    Esq..   appeared   for   the   defendant. 

Now.  u»)on  all  the  proceedings  and  upon  the  hearing  and  the  rehearing  heretofore 
had  herein. 

/*  i8  ordered.  That  the  action  of  the  New  York  City  Interborough  Railway  Com- 
pany In  keeping  such  standing  car  upon  its  tracks  at  the  point  referred  to,  at  all 
hours  except  between  1  a.  m.  and  6  a.  m.,  shall  be  deemed  a  substantial  compliance 
'with  the  provisions  of  the  said  order  No.  183,  subject,  however,  to  the  approval 
of  the  proi)er  city  authorities  being  obtained  to  the  keeping  of  such  standing  car 
upon  the  street.  It  is,  however,  provided,  that  if  the  use  of  such  standing  car  be 
discontinued  for  any  cause,  the  defendant  shall  Immediately  notify  the  Com- 
mission of  such  discontinuance  and  within  ten  days  thereafter  advise  the  Commie- 
•slon  which  of  the  said  courses  contained  in  said  order  No.  183  it  will  then  elect 
to  pursue. 


Sea  Beach  Rzdlway  Company  and  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad 

Company. —  Re-establishment  of  station  at  Kings  Highway. 

Complaint  Order  No.  518. 
DLscontinuanjce  Ord^r  No.  6,^2. 
Complaint  of  Wilson  W.  Thompson 

against 

^vj\.  Ueach  Railway  and  the  Brooklyn 
Heights  Railkoau  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  518   (see  form,  note  1)    issued  May  22d. 
The  matters  complained  of  wore  satislied  and  the  complainant  so  notified 
the  Commission.     The  following  discontinuance  order  was  issued: 


WILSON  W.  TI1().MPS()N. 

iUnnpUiinant, 
a{;ainst 

SEA    BEA(M1     RAILWAY    COMPANY.    BROOKLYN 
HEKniTS   RAILROAD   ('O.MI'ANY, 

Defendants. 


"  Rp-oslnhllshment  of  station   at  Kinps  Highway." 


DISCONTINITANCE  ORDER 
No.  G32. 
July  14.  1908. 


An  order.  No.  .IIS,  having  boon  made  herein  on  or  about  the  22d  day  of  May. 
1908.  ordering  and  dlrectluj?  the  Sea  Beach  Railway  Company  and  the  Brooklyn 
Heights  Railroad   Company  to  answer  the  complaint  herein  within  a  time  therein 
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specified,  and  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  and  the  said  Sea  Beach 
Railway  Company  having  on  June  1,  1908,  made  answer  thereto,  from  which  it  ap- 
pears that  the  matters  complained  of  in  the  said  complaint  above  mentioned  have 
been  satisfied  and  the  complainant  herein  having  on  July  10,  1008,  notified  this 
Commission  in  writing  of  such  satisfaction. 

Now,  upon  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Resolved,  That  the  proceedings  herein  be,  and  the  same  hereby  are  discontinued. 


South    Brooklyn    Railway    Company. —  Cinder    platforms    on 
Gravesend  avenue. 

H!»aring  Order  No.   184. 
Opinion  of   Commissioner  Bassett. 
Final  Order  No.  249. 
Complaint  of  Frank  Bknnett 

against 

Soi'Tii  Bbooklyn  Railway  Company. 

Hearing  Order  No.   184    (see  form,  note  1),  issued  January  3d. 
Hearings  were  held  January  IGth  and  22d. 

Opinion  of  Co.mmis.sion. 
(Adopted  February-  7,  190S.) 
COMMI.SSIONER  Bassett  : — 

The  line  of  the  South  Brooklyn  Ilallway  Company  consists  of  a  double  track  of 
rails  through  Gravesend  avonue,  Brooklyn.  The  company  claims  to  have  a  steam 
franchise  through  this  street  and  also  claim  certain  rights  to  use  the  land  which 
are  greater  than  those  obtained  by  the  grant  of  an  ordinary  street  railroad  fran- 
chise. The  tracks  consist  of  heavy  Trails  laid  on  ties,  and  except  at  street  cross- 
ings It  has  been  quite  impossible  for  teams  to  pass  from  one  side  of  the  street  to 
the  other.  Recently  the  city  altered  the  gnide  of  (iravesend  avenue  and  the 
officials  of  the  borough  of  Brooklyn  cut  down  the  street  level  to  the  grade  in  whole 
or  in  part.  The  result  was  that  the  stations  at  Kensington,  Eighteenth  avenue 
and  Parkville  were  left  from  one  foot  to  four  feet  above  the  grade  of  the  street. 
The  track  between  these  stations  is  also  considerably  above  the  street  grade.  I'n- 
doubtedly,  the  only  /emedy  of  this  very  bad  situation  is  a  lowering  of  the  tracks 
to  the  new  grade  of  the  street  and  the*  ere.»tion  of  new  platforms  in  conformity 
therewith.  The  city  has  taken  steps  to  compel  the  operating  company  to  lower  Its 
tracks  and  the  company  has  lowered  Its  tracks  almost  to  the  grade  at  Sixteenth 
avenue  station.  The  compnny,  however,  by  rea.non  of  Its  claim  of  unusual  rights 
on  this  street  desires  to  have  a  curb  placed  betwe<»n  its  tracks  and  the  roadway 
so  that  vehicles  cannot  be  driven  upon  or  across  the  tracks.  This  concession  the 
borough  officials  decline  to  allow  and  for  the  present  the  dispute  between  the  com- 
pany and  the  city  Is  unsettled  and  the  street  Is  in  exceedingly  bad  condition.  I  am 
of  the  opinion  th.Tt  the  commission  should  allow  the  city  to  settle  the  establishment 
of  Its  own  proper  grade  and  enforce  Its  rights  of  removing  encumbrances  or  com- 
pelling the  operating  company  to  adjust  its  tracks  to  the  new  conditions.  The  con 
dltlon  of  the  platforms,  however,  has  to  do  with  the  safety  of  the  passengers,  and 
on  this  account  It  would  seem  that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  commission  is  properly 
exercised  In  regard  to  them.  Vpon  a  complaint  in  the  usual  form  an  order  for 
satisfaction  or  answer  was  mado  and  served  upon  the  defendant.  This  met  with 
only  partial  compliance,  whereupon  a  hearing  was  had  regarding  the  safety  of  the 
four  above  mentioned  stations.  The  evidence  shows  that  the  platform  at  Sixteenth 
avenue  is  now  reasonably  safe  for  passeng'rs.  although  access  to  and  from  this 
platform  is  difficult,  the  stre<'ts  and  walks  being  In  very  bad  condition,  and  it  Is 
hoped  that  the  city  will  before  long  cause  an  Improvement  In  this  regard. 

At  Kensington  station  the  platforms  consist  of  solid  piles  of  earth  with  soft  coal 
ashes  for  the  top,  the  whole  being  bound  within  heavy  timbers.  Tliese  are  sub- 
stantially at  the  correct  height  for  passengers  to  embark  and  disembark.  While 
the  hearings  were  proceeding  the  company  added  timber  steps  on  the  sides  of  each 
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of  the  two  platforms,  extending  about  eighty -five  feet.  It  is  about  four  feet  from 
the  top  of  the  platform  to  the  roadway  on  each  side  and  there  is  a  tendency  for 
the  ashes  to  work  down  and  narrow  the  width  of  the  top  of  the  platform  where 
it  is  not  bound  by  timbers.  It  is  in  my  opinion  necessary  and  desirable  that 
timbers  should  be  placed  on  the  outer  side  of  both  platforms  to  a  total  distance  of 
at  least  120  feet,  which  is  the  distance  between  platforms  of  a  five-car  train.  This 
would  cause  an  additional  timbering  of  about  thirty-five  feet  on  each  platform.  As 
it  is  no  more  difficult  to  place  the  timbers  so  that  they  make  steps  they  should 
be  arranged  in  this  manner.  The  part  of  the  platform  between  the  timbers  should 
be  maintained  level  with  the  tops  of  the  timbers  as  trains  do  not  always  atop  at 
the  same  part  of  the  platform.  The  entire  top  of  the  platform  whether  timbered 
or  not  should  be  maintained  at  the  same  width  as  the  timbered  portion  and  with 
the  level  surface. 

At  the  Eighteenth  avenue  station  the  platforms  are  similarly  constructed  of  earth 
and  soft  coal  cinders.  There  is  a  timber  along  the  Inside  edge  of  each  platform 
but  nothing  along  the  outside  edge  to  hold  the  surface  in  place.  The  top  of  these 
platforms  is  about  eighteen  Inches  above  the  street  level.  Although  they  now  appear 
to  be  in  fair  condition,  it  will,  in  my  opinion,  be  only  a  few  months  before  the 
outside  edge  of  the  cinder  platform  is  worn  away,  thus  lessening  the  width  of  the 
level  top  and  again  producing  the  dangerous  condition  that  has  been  complained  of. 
On  this  account  an  out.side  retaining  timber  should  be  placed  for  at  least  120  feet 
on  the  outside  edge  of  each  platform. 

At  the  Parkvilie  station  the  track  level  and  street  level  correspond  fairly  closely, 
and  the  platforms  do  not  stand  high  above  the  street.  Parts  of  the  platforms, 
however,  now  present  a  narrower  top  than  3^^  feet.  The  entire  platform  on  each 
side  of  the  tracks  should  be  made  at  least  3%  feet  wide. 

The  order  should  direct  that  the  platforms  be  maintained  In  as  good  condition  as 
is  now  directed.  Thirty  days  will  in  ray  opinion  be  a  sufficient  time  for  the  com- 
pany to  comply. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 


In  the  Matter 

of 

FRANK  BENNETT, 

Complainant, 
against 

SOUTH  BROOKLYN  RAILWAY  COMPANY', 


Under   Order   for    Hearing    No.    184,    made   January 
3,  1908. 


ORDKR  No.  249. 

February  7,  1908. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  16th 
day  of  .January,  1008,  and  on  the  22nd  day  of  .Tanuarj-,  1008,  and  It  appearing  that 
the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission  made 
on  the  3rd  day  of  January,  1008,  and  roturnible  on  the  16th  day  of  January.  1908, 
and  that  said  order  was  duly  served  on  the  South  Brooklyn  Railway  Company  on 
the  3d  day  of  January,  1008.  said  order  being  Order  No.  184,  and  that  the"  said 
hearing  was  held  by  and  V)efore  the  Commission  on  the  matters  embraced  In  the 
complaint  and  answer  herein  and  in  said  order  specified,  on  the  16th  day  of  January, 
1008,  and  on  the  22nd  day  of  January,  1008.  before  Commissioner  Bassett,  presiding. 
Frank  Bennett,  complainant,  appearing  in  person,  and  W.  G.  Menden,  Esq.,  appear- 
ing for  the  said  railway  company,  and  proof  having  been  taken  upon  said  hearing, 
and  it  having  l>een  made  to  appear  by  the  proccpdlnga  on  said  hearing  that  the 
7'ogulatlon.s,  equipment  and  service  of  said  railway  company,  in  respect  to  the 
transportation  of  persons  upon  its  line  on  Gravesend  avenue.  In  the  borough  of 
Brooklyn,  city  ana  State  of  New  York,  are  unsafe.  Improper  and  Inadequate  on 
account  of  tlie  matters  in  said  complaint  s"t  forth  and  In  said  answer  admitted, 
and  on  account  of  the  matters  proved  upon  the  hearing  herein,  and  that  repairs,  im- 
provements, changps  and  additions  to  and  In  the  stations  used  by  said  companv  In 
connection  with  the  transportation  of  passengers  on  its  said  line  on  said  Gravesend 
avenue,  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  city  and  State  of  New  Y'ork.  ought  reasonably 
to  be  made  In  order  to  s«^cure,  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public 
and  in  order  to  secure  adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  said 
passengers, 
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Now,  on  motion  of  Goorge  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  commission. 
It  is  ordered,  1.  That  said  South  Brooklyn  Riillway  Company  be  and  It  hereby 
Is  directed  and  required  to  construct  and  maintain,  at  its  Kensington  station  on 
said  Gravesend  avenue,  on  each  side  of  said  company's  double  track  line  at  said 
station,  a  cinder  platform  at  least  two  hundred  (200)  feet  in  length  and  of  sufficient 
height  and  width  to  enable  passengers  to  board  and  alight  from  trains  at  said 
station  with  convenience  and  safety.  Further,  that  said  company  bind  and  enclose 
the  exterior  of  each  of  said  platforms  next  to  the  street  for  at  least  one  hundred 
and  twenty  (120)  feet  with  heavy  retaining  timbers  laid  In  such  a  manner  as  to 
form  steps  from  the  present  grade  of  the  street  to  the  tops  of  said  platforms  for 
the  convenience  of  passengers  In  ascending  to  and  descending  from  said  platform. 
Further,  that  said  company  keep  and  maintain  the  tops  of  said  cinder  platforms  on 
a  level  with  the  tops  of  said  timbers. 

2.  That  said  South  Brooklyn  Railway  Company,  be  and  it  hereby  Is  directed  and 
required  to  construct  and  maintain  at  the  Eighteenth  avenue  station  on  said  line 
on  said  Gravesend  avenue,  on  each  side  of  said  company's  double  track  line,  at  said 
station,  a  cinder  platform  at  least  two  hundred  (200)  feet  In  length  and  of  sufficient 
width  and  height  to  enable  passengers  to  board  and  alight  from  trains  of  said 
station  with  convenience  and  safety.  Farther,  that  said  company  bind  and  enclose 
the  exterior  of  each  of  said  platforms  next  to  the  street  for  at  least  one  hundred 
and  t^venty  (120)  feet  with  heavy  retaining  timbers,  and  that  said  company  keep 
and  maintain  the  tops  of  said  cinder  platforms  on  a  level  with  the  tops  of  said 
timbers. 

3.  That  said  South  Brooklyn  Railway  Company  be,  and  It  liereby  Is  directed  and 
required  to  construct  and  maintain  at  its  ParkvlUe  station  on  said  line,  on  each 
side  of  said  company's  double  track  line,  at  said  station,  a  cinder  platform  at  least 
two  hundred  (200)  feet  In  length  and  of  sufficient  width  and  height  above  the 
present  grade  of  the  street  to  enable  passengers  to  board  trains  at  said  station,  and 
to  alight  therefrom  in  safety. 

4.  That  said  company  shall  keep  and  maintain  said  platforms  in  as  good  condition 
as  when  first  constructed  in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of  this  order. 

5.  /*  i8  further  ordered,  That  said  South  Brooklyn  Railway  Company  be  and  It 
hereby  Is  directed  and  required  to  construct  said  platforms,  and  to  bind  and  enclose 
the  same  In  the  manner  hereinbefore  directed  within  thirty  days  from  the  date  of 
the  service  on  said  company  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  continue  the  same 
in  that  condition  until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  F'lrst 
District  shall  otherwise  order. 

6.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  said  South  Brooklyn  Railway  Company  notify  the 
Public  SenMce  Commission  for  the  First  District  within  five  days  after  service  of 
this  order  upon  It  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


PAVING. 


Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company,  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad 

'         Company,  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company. —  Neglect  to 

pave  and  keep  in  repair  the  street  between  and  adjoining 

rails. 

Hearing  Order  No.  190. 
Letter  of  Chairman  Willoox. 
Opinion  of   Commissioner  Bassett. 
Final  Order  No.  318. 
Extension  Order  Xo.  339. 
Extension   Order  Xo.   357. 
Final  Order  Xo.   389. 
Extension  Order  Xo.  440. 

CoiktPLAiNT  OF  Bird  S.  CoLFm,  President  of  the 

Borough   of   Brooklyn, 

against 

Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company,  Brook- 
lyn Heights  Railroad  Co^fPANY  and 
Nassau  Elkctric  Railroad  Company. 

Hearing  Order  Xo.  190   (sec  form,  note  3),  issued  January  6th. 
Hearings  were  held  January  21st,  28th,  and  February  4th. 
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*[The  commission  should  not  make  an  order  requiring  street  railroad  corporations 
to  repair  their  portion  of  streets  until  the  borough  president  has  exercised  his 
ftutliority  by  requiring  repnlrs  to  be  made  in  such  manner  as  he  may  prescribe.] 

Tlie  Board  uf  Aldermpn  adopted  a  resolution  requesting  the  Commission 
to  notify  ceriain  street  railroad  corporations  to  make  repairs.  The  chairman 
made  the  following  reply  thereto: 

Letter  of  Chaikman  Willcox. 

May  18,  1908. 

To  the  Honorable  the  Board  of  Aldermen  of  The  City  of  Neic  York: 

Sirs. —  The  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  Is  in  receipt  of  a 
copy  of  the  following  resolution  adopted  by  your  honorable  body  on  April  28,  190S  : 

"  Whereas,  The  condition  of  the  streets  between  and  surrounding  the  tracks  on 
Water  street,  from  Fulton  street  to  Washington  street,  borough  of  Brooklyn,  and 
also  Front  street,  from  Fulton  street  to  Adams  street,  borough  of  Brooklyn,  and 
which  are  dangerous  for  vehicles  to  travel  through  ; 

Whereas,  The  railroad  companies  have  long  neglected  making  repairs  on  these 
streets,  as  required  by  law,  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Board  of  Aldermen  do  hereby  request  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission to  notify  the  railroad  companies  operating  on  above  named  streets  that  said 
railroad  companies  be  instructed  to  make  the  necessary  repairs  immediately  between 
the  tracks,  as  required  by  law." 

The  Commission  is  advised  by  counsel  that  upon  the  facts  stated  in  the  resolution 
and  under  section  08  of  the  Railroad  l>aw  and  sections  45  and  383  of  the  Greater 
New  York  Charter,  the  duty  of  requiring  these  street  railroad  corporations  to  repair 
that  portion  of  the  streets  used  by  them  bet*veen  their  tracks,  the  rails  of  their 
tracks  and  two  feet  in  width  out.side  of  their  tracks,  rests  with  the  president  of  the 
borough  of  Brooklyn,  and  that  it  would  be  better  to  withhold  any  order  of  the 
(Commission  until  the  president  of  the  borough  of  Brooklyn  has  ezerclGied  hU 
authority  by  rcniulrlng  the  repairs  to  l)e  made  in  such  manner  as  he  may  prescribe. 
If  the  companies  fail  to  comply,  the  Commission  may  then  take  nece«5sary  action. 

Section  08  of  the  Railroad  Law  referred  to  above  provides  as  follows: 

*'  Kvery  street  surface  railroad  coi-poration  so  long  as  it  shall  continue  to  use  any 
of  its  tracks  in  any  street  ♦  •  •  shall  have  and  keep  In  permanent  repair  that 
portion  of  such  street  •  •  •  between  Its  tracks,  the  rails  of  its  tracks,  and 
two  feet  in  width  outside  of  its  tracks,  under  the  supervinion  of  the  proper  local 
utilhurilii'ft,  and  whenever  required  l>y  them  to  do  so,  and  in  such  manner  as  they 
may  proscribe." 

S^'ctlon  liSS  of  the  Greater  New  York  Hiarter  provides  that  the  borough  president 
is  the  proi>er  local  authority  referred  to  In  said  section  08  of  the  Railroad  Law. 

Very  truly  yours, 
(Signed)  WM.   K.   WILIiCOX, 

Cltadrman, 

*(A  street  railroad  corporation  will  be  required  to  perform  Its  obligations  under 
section  OS  of  the  Railroad  Law  to  keep  in  n»palr  that  portion  of  the  street  between 
the  tracks  and  two  feet  in  width  outside  thereof. 

But  a  railrtvad  company  should  not  Ik»  re(iuired  to  repave  where  the  rest  of  the 
street  is  in  poor  <*ondition  until  the  city  will  repave  its  area,] 

OiMNiox   OP   Commission. 
(Adopted    March   0.   1008.) 
COMMISSIONKK   Bassktt  : — 

In  the  month  of  IMarch,  1007,  the  defendant  companies  were  requested  by  the 
Imrough  authorities  of  the  !)or()ugh  of  Brooklyn  to  reijair  the  pavement  on  certain 
streets  in  said  borough,  but  said  companies  failed  to  comply  with  said  request, 
or  compiled  therewith  only  in  part,  whereupon,  in  the  month  of  October,  1907,  the 
borouj^h  authorities  made  and  served  what  they  call  a  "  peremptory  notice  ** 
requiring  the  defendants  to  repair  the  pavement  on  a  portion  of  said  streets 
within  thirty  days  thereafter  as  provided  by  section  98  of  the  Railroad  Law. 
The  defendant  companies  having  failed  to  make. the  repairs .  mentioned  within  the 

•  See  foot  note,  page  9. 
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time  prescribed,  complaints  were  filed  wltti  tliis  Commission  by  Bird  S.  Coler, 
president  of  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  setting  forth  the  facts  and  asking  the 
Commission  for  relief.  Copies  of  these  complaints  were  transmitted  to  the 
defendants,  accompanied  by  the  usual  complaint  orders  requiring  the  defendants 
concerned  to  satisfy  the  matters  complained  of  or  to  make  answer  w^lthln  ten 
days  thereafter.  The  defendants  filed  various  answers  with  the  Commission,  and 
upon  the  complaints  and  these  answers  orders  No.  180,  No.  190  and  No.  101 
were  issued  on  January  «,  1908,  returnable  on  January  21,  1908,  which  brought 
on  the  hearing  herein.  As  all  these  orders  were  returnable  at  the  same  time,  all 
three  cases  were  consolidated  and  tried  together.  The  hearing  was  had  on  Jan- 
uary 21,  1908,  and,  by  adjournments  duly  had,  on  January.  28,  1908,  and  Feb- 
ruary 4.  1908. 

Order  No.  189  has  reference  to  Farragut  road  between  Ocean  avenue  and  East 
Twenty-sixth  street. 

Order  No.  190  has  reference  to  Vandcrbilt  avenue,  between  Park  avenue  and 
Myrtle  avenue ;  Na.ssnu  avenue  between  Diamond  street  and  Morgan  avenue ; 
Franklin  street,  between  Kent  avenue  and  Commercial  street ;  Manhattan  avenue, 
between  Driggs  avenue  and  Newtown  creek,  and  Drlggs  avenue  between  South 
Fourth  street  and  South  Twelfth  street. 

Order  No.  191  has  reference  to  Marcy  avenue,  between  Flushing  avenue  and 
Middleton   street. 

Section  98  of  the  Railroad  Law  so  far  as  applicable  to  paving,  is  as  follows : 

**  Every  street  .silrfacc  railroad  corporation  so  long  as  It  shall  continue  to 
use  any  of  its  tracks  in  any  street,  avenue  or  public  place  in  any  city  or  village 
shall  have  and  keep  In  permanent  repair  that  portion  of  such  street,  avenue, 
or  public  place  between  its  tracks,  the  rails  of  its  tracks,  and  two  feet  in 
width  outside  of  its  tracks,  under  the  super\'lsion  of  the  proper  local  authori- ' 
ties,  and  whenever  required  by  them  to  do  so,  and  in  such  manner  as  they 
may  prescribe.  In  case  of  the  neglect  of  any  corporation  to  make  pavements 
or  repairs  after  the  expiration  of  thirty  days'  notice  to  do  so  the  local 
authorities  may  make  the  same  at  the  expense  of  such  corporation." 

The  borough  authorities  have  not  proceeded  to  make  repairs  in  these  streets  at 
the  expense  of  the  defendant  companies  as  authorized  by  this  section,  but  seek  the 
aid  of  the  (*onimls»lcn  in  the  matter.  If  the  complaints  had  in^en  made*  by 
parties  other  than  the  borough  authorities  the  Commission  might  hesitate  to 
interfere  and  might  be  inclined  to  leave  the  matter  to  be  settled  between  the 
borough  authorities  and  the  railroad  companies,  but  wlien  the  borough  authorities 
are  themselves  the  one  to  make  the  complaint,  I  rejjnrd  it  as  proper  for  the 
Commission    to  take  such   action   as   the  circumstances  warrant. 

The  charters  and  franchises  of  .some  of  the  defendant  companies  contain  certain 
provisions  as  to  paving  which  are  not  the  same  as  those  contained  In  section  98 
of  the  Railroad  I^aw  above  quoted,  but  In  my  opinion  all  charter  or  franchise 
provisions  In  this  regard,  are  superseded  by  the  provisions  of  the  section  men- 
tioned, and  the  paving  obllgatlcns  of  all  of  said  companies  are  fixed  and  deter- 
mined by   the  provisions  of  that   section. 

Under  section  98  of  the  Railroad  Law  the  area  which  a  street  surface  railroad 
company  Is  required  to  keep  In  repair  consists  of  that  portion  of  the  street 
between  the  tracks,  the  i*alls  of  the  tracks,  and  two  feet  In  width  outsld4>  thereof. 
The  remainder  of  the  street  is  to  bo  kept  In  repair  by  the  municipality.  For 
convenience  the  area  required  to  l)e  malntainrd  by  the  railroad  company  will  be 
designated  as  the  "railroad  company's  portion"  and  the  remainder  of  each  street 
will  be  designated  as  the  "city's  portion."  The  condition  of  the  pavement  in  the 
various  streets  mentioned  and  between  the  points  mentioned  Is  shown  by  the 
evidence  to  be  as  follows : 

1.  Farragut   road,  between   Ocean   avenue   and   East  Twenty-sixth  street. 

On  this  street  the  railroad  company's  portion  of  the  pavement  consists  of 
granite  block,  and  the  city's  portion  consists  of  macadam.  The  condition  of  the 
city.'s  portion  of  the  pavement  Is  good,  but  the  railroad  company's  portion  is  poor, 
owing  to  a  regular  series  of  depressions  formed  by  the  settlement  of  the  granite 
blocks  between  ties,  the  blocks  being  laid  on  sand  foundation  and  settling  between 
the  ties.    This  condition  could  be  remedied  by  laying  those  granite  blocks  on  a  con- 
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Crete  foundation,  and  an  order  should  issue  that  this  be  done.  At  Mansfield  Place 
and  at  KImore  Place  and  at  other  points  the  tracks  and  the  pavement  In  and 
between  the  tracks  ure  depressed  to  such  an  extent  as  to  cause  water  to  pond 
between  and  adjacent  to  the  tracks  and  to  cause  the  tops  of  manholes  to  project 
above  the  surface  of  the  pavement,  and  the  order  should  provide  that  at  all  points 
the  tracks  and  the  pavement  in  and  between  and  adjacent  to  the  same  sboald 
t>e  made  to  conform  to  the  grade  of  the  street  in  such  manner  as  to  prevent  the 
ponding  of  water  and  permit  proper  drainage  to  the  catch -basins  on  the  sides  of 
the  street. 

2.  Vanderbilt  avenue,  between  Park  avenue  and  Myrtle  avenue. 

In  this  avenue  the  city's  portion  is  paved  with  granite  blocks  in  excellent 
condition.  The  railroad  company's  area  is  paved  with  cobbles  which  are  of 
various  sizes  and  which  have  settled  irregularly  below  the  tops  of  the  rails.  The 
condition  of  this  area  is  decidedly  inferior  to  that  of  the  city  owing  to  the  use 
by  the  railroad  company  of  cobbles  instead  of  granite  blocks  and  owing  to  the 
irregular  settlement  of  the  cobbles  between  the  ties.  The  entire  area  of  the 
railroad  company  should  be  repaved  with  granite  blocks  on  a  concrete  foundation, 
in  such  manner  as  to  cause  the  surface  thereof  to  conform  properly  to  the  grade 
of  the  street,  and  an  order  to  that  effect  should  issue. 

3.  Nassau   avenue,   between   Diamond   street   and   Morgan   avenue. 

The  pavement  here  is  entirely  of  granite  block.  The  condition  of  the  pavement 
within  the  city's  area  Is  very  good,  but  the  railroad  company's  portion  is  in  very 
poor  condition  owing  to  settlement  of  granite  blocks  between  the  ties.  The  entire 
area  of  the  railroad  company  should  be  repaved  with  granite  blocks  on  a  concrete 
foundation.  This  Is  the  only  way  suggested  whereby  the  irregular  settlement  of 
the  granite  blocks  can  be  prevented.     An  order  should  issue  accordingly. 

4.  Franklin   street,   between   Kent   avenue   and   Commercial   street. 

The  pavement  on  this  street  Is  granite  block.  The  principal  defect  in  the  rail- 
road company's  area  consists  of  a  heavy  ridging  in  the  middle  of  the  space  between 
the  inner  rails  of  the  double  track  road  in  this  street,  evidently  caused  by  the  con- 
stant pressure  of  heavy  truck  wheels  along  each  side  of  said  space,  the  granite 
blocks  being  laid  on  siind  and  yielding  to  the  heavy  pressure  of  the  wheels.  The 
remedy  for  the  defect  complained  of  is  a  repaving  with  granite  on  concrete,  and 
an  order  should  issue  directing  the  railroad  company's  area  to  be  repaved  in  that 
manner. 

5.  Manhattan   aveuuc,    botweon    Drij^gs   avenue   and   Newtown   creek. 

The  pavement  here  Is  granite  block.  The  city's  portion  of  this  pavement  is  in 
good  condition.  The  defects  in  the  railroad  company's  portion  consist  in  part  of 
deep  ruts  worn  in  the  pavement  next  to  the  rails  and  on  both  the  inner  side  and 
the  outer  side  thereof,  making  the  street  dangerous  for  vehicular  traffic.  The 
pavement  has  also  settled  irroRularly  in  places,  and  in  some  places  has  settled 
and  loosened.  In  my  opinion  tho  railroad  company's  area  should  be  repaved  with 
granite  on  concrdc*  in  such  manner  as  to  do  away  with  the  ruts  mentioned  and 
to  conform   the   entire  surface   of  this  area   to   the  grade  of  the  street 

6.  I>rijrj:s   avenue.    iM'twocn    South    Fourth   street   aud    South   Twelfth   street. 
This   avenue    is  paved   entirely   across   with   asphalt.     The  city's  portion  of   this 

pavement  Is  in  good  condition,  while  the  railroad  company's  portion  is  badly  out  of 
repair  by  rcasf.n  of  holes  in  tho  asphalt  and  ruts  worn  along  next  to  the  rails. 
The  cimditlon  of  this  area  Is  particularly  bad  under  the  Williamsburg  Bridge  over 
this  avenue.  The  order  In  this  case  should  provide  for  the  repair  of  the  railroad 
company's  portion  of  this  pavement  by  the  use  of  asphalt  In  such  manner  as  to 
remove  all  holes  and  ruts  in  said  pavement  and  render  the  surface  of  said  pave- 
ment In  proper  and  safe  condition  and  in  conformity  to  the  grade  of  the  street. 

7.  Marcy   avenue,   between    KlushluR  avenue   and   Mlddleton   street. 

The  evidence  in  this  case  shows  that  the  portion  of  Marcy  avenue  complained 
of  Is  paved  throu5?hout  with  small  cobble,  and  that  the  portion  thereof  within  the 
area  maintained  by  the  railroad  company  is  no  worse  than  the  portion  maintained 
by   the   city.      It    appears  from    tho   testimony   taken   that  the  railroad   company  Is 
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willing  to  repave  Its  area  as  soon  as  the  city  repavcs  the  remainder  of  the  street. 
In  my  opinion  It  would  not  be  reasonable  to  require  the  railroad  company  to  repave 
Its  area  on  this  street  until  such  time  as  the  city  shall  repave  its  area.  I  am 
therefore  of  the  opinion  that  the  complaint  in  regard  to  this  street  should  be 
dismissed. 

Owing  to  the  difficulty  involved  in  making  repairs  and  laying  new  pavements 
during  the  winter  season  It  Is  my  opinion  that  all  orders  issued  in  these  matters 
directing  pavements  to  be  laid  or  repairs  to  be  made  should  not  require  the  work 
to  be  undertaken  at  once,  but  should  require  the  same  to  be  undertaken  not  later 
than  the  1st  day  of  April,  IOCS,  and  completed  not  later  than  the  1st  day  of 
May,  1908. 

Let  orders  be  prepared  accordingly. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 


BIRD    S.   COLBR,   President,   Borough   of  Brooklyn, 

Complainant, 
against 

BROOKLYN  CITY  RAILROAD  COMPANY.  BROOK- 
LYN HKlGFITS  RAILROAD  COMPANY  and 
NASSAU    ELECTRIC    RAILROAD    COMPANY, 

Defendants. 


Under   Order   for   Hearing   No.   190,   dated   January 
6,  1908. 


BORDER  No.  318 

March  6,  1908. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  January  21. 
1008,  January  28,  1908,  and  February  4.  1908.  and  It  appearing  that  the  said 
hearing  was  held  pursuant  to  Order  No.  190  of  this  Commission,  dated  January  6, 
1908,  and  returnable  on  the  21st  day  of  January,  1908.  and  that  said  order  was 
duly  served  on  said  Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company,  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad 
Company  and  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  on  trie  7th  day  of  January,  1908, 
and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters 
embraced  in  the  complaint  and  answer  herein  and  In  said  order  specified  on  January 
21,  1908.  and  by  adjournments  duly  had  on  January  28,  1908,  and  February  4,  1908, 
before  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett  presiding,  Harry  M.  Chamberlain,  Esq..  appearing 
for  the  Commission  and  George  D.  Yeomans.  Esq.,  appearing  for  said  railroad  com- 
panies, and  proof,  having  been  taken  upon  said  hearing  and  It  being  made  to  appear 
upon  said  hearing  that  said  Nassau  FJlectrIc  Railroad  Company  has  violated  the 
law  In  falling  to  keep  In  proper  repair  the  pavement  between  Its  tracks,  the  rails 
of  Its  tracks  and  two  feet  in  width  outside  of  Its  tracks  on  Vanderbllt  avenue,  be- 
tween Park  avenue  and  Myrtle  avenue.  In  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  city  and  State  of 
New  York,  and  that  said  area  in  said  streets  between  the  points  named  is  In  need 
of  repairs  and  that  It  is  reasonable  that  said  company  be  required  to  repave  said 
area  with  granite  blocks  laid  on  n  concreto  foundntion  :  and  it  being  made  to  appear 
upon  the  said  hearing  that  said  Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company  and  said  Brooklyn 
Heights  Railroad  Company  have  violated  the  law  In  falling  to  keep  in  proper  repilr 
the  pavement  between  the  tracks,  the  rails  of  the  tracks  and  two  feet  In  width 
outside  of  the  tracks  of  the  lines  owned  by  said  Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company 
and  operated  by  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  on  Nassau  avenue 
between  Diamond  street  and  Morgan  avenue,  on  B^ranklin  street  between  Kent 
avenue  and  Commercial  street,  on  Manhattan  avenue  between  Driggs  avenue  and 
Newtown  creek  and  on  Driggs  avenue,  between  South  Fourth  street  and  South 
Twelfth  street,  all  In  the  Iwrough  of  Brooklyn,  city  and  State  of  New  York : 
and  that  said  areas  in  said  streets  between  the  points  named  are  In  need  of 
repairs  and  that  It  Is  reasonable  that  said  companies  be  required  to  repave 
said  areas  on  snid  Nassau  avenue.  Frnnklin  stroet  and  Manhattan  avenue,  with 
granite  blocks  laid  upon  a  concrete  foundation ;  and  that  It  Is  reasonable  that  said 
companies  ho  required  to  repair  the  asphnlt  pavement  on  said  area  on  said  Driggs 
avpnue  liy  filling  up  all  holes  and  ruts  therein  with  asphalt  so  as  to  eliminate  all 
such  holes  and  ruts  and  to  cause  said  pavement  to  present  an  even  surface  and  to 
conform  in  all  resi>ects  to  the  proper  grade  of  the  street. 

Now.   on    motion   of   George   S.   Coleman,   Esq.,   Counsel    to   the  Commission, 

It  is  ordrrcfl : 

1.  That  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  he  and  It  hereby  Is  directed  and 
required  to  repave  said  Vanderbllt  avenue  l>etween  Park  avenue  and  Myrtle  avenue, 
between  its  tracks,  the  rails  of  its  tracks  and  two  feet  In  width  outside  of  its 
tracks,  with  granite  blocks  laid  upon  a  concrete  foundation,  in  a  proper  and  .suitable 
manner  and  In  such  manner  that  the  area  so  paved  will  properly  conform  to  the 
grade  of  said  street. 
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2.  That  said  Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company  and  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad 
Company  be  and  they  hereby  arc  directed  and  re<iulred  to  repave  said  Nassau  avenue 
between  Diamond  street  and  Morgan  avenue,  said  Franklin  strcn^t  between  Kent 
avenue  and  Commercial  street  and  snid  Mnnhattaji  avenue,  between  Driggs  avenue 
and  Newtown  creek,  between  the  tracks,  the  nrils  of  the  tracks  and  two  feet  in 
width  outside  of  the  tracks,  of  said  lines  of  railroad  on  said  streets  with  granite 
blocks  laid  upon  a  concrete  foundation,  in  a  proper  and  suitable  manner  and  in 
such  manner  that  each  area  so  paved  will  properly  conform  to  the  grade  of  the 
street  in  which  the  pavement  is  laid. 

3.  That  said  Brooklyn  City  Itaiiroad  Company  and  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad 
Company  be  and  they  herel)y  are  directed  and  required  to  make  suitable  and  adequate 
repaTi*s  to  the  asphalt  pavement  between  the  tracks,  the  rails  of  the  trades  and  two 
feet  in  width  outside  of  the  tracivs  on  said  line  of  railroad  on  Driggs  avenue  between 
South  rotirth  and  South  Twelfth  streets,  in  the  l)orough  of  Brooklyn,  city  and 
State  of  New  York,  in  such  manner  that  all  ruts  and  holes  of  every  kind  in  said 
pavement  shall  Ik»  eliminated  and  that  said  pavement  shall  present  an  even  surface 
and  properly  conform  to  the  grade  of  the  street. 

4.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  said  Nassau  Klectric  Railroad  Company,  said 
Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company  and  wild  Br.)o!<lyn  Heights  Railroad  Company 
l>egln  the  repairs  above  mentioned  not  later  than  the  Ist  day  of  April,  1908,  and 
complete  the  same  not  later  than  the  1st  day  of  May,  19()H,  and  tliereafter  keep 
and  maintain  the  said  pavement  in  the  same  condition  as  when  first  completed.  Thia 
order  shall  continue  in  force  until  such  time  as  the  ^^lbIIc  Service  Commission  for 
the  I'^lrst  District  shall  otherwise  order. 

5.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  said  Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company,  said  Brooklyn 
Heights  Railroad  Company  and  said  Nassau  Electric  Railrotid  Company  notify  the 
rubllc  Service  Commission  for  the  First  I>istrict  within  five  (5)  days  after  the 
service  of  this  order  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  applications  of  the  companies,  extension  orders  No.  339  and  No.  357 
were  issued: 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  339. 
March   l.'J,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  318,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  Cth  day  of  March, 
1008,  ordering  and  directing  the  Brooklyn  (*ity  Rjiiilroad  Company,  the  Brooklyn 
Heights  Railroad  Company  and  the  Nassau  Electric  Itailroad  Company,  to  inform 
the  lMil)llc  Service  Coiumissltm  for  the  First  District,  within  five  (."))  days  after 
service  of  said  order,  whether  the  terms  are  accepted  and  will  be  oliej'ed.  and  the 
said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  having,  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  applied 
in  writing  for  an  extension  of  such  time. 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company,  the 
Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  and  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company, 
shall  make  an.swei*  to  said  CJrder  No.  318  bo,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to 
and  including  the  17th  day  of  March,  1908. 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  357. 
March  20,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  318,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  6th  day  of  March, 
1008,  ordtring  and  directing  the  Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company,  Brooklyn 
Heights  Railroad  Company  and  the  Nassau  IClectrlc  Railroad  Company,  to  inform 
the  i^lblic  Service  Commissicm  for  the  First  District,  within  five  (5)  days  after 
service  of  said  order,  whether  the  terms  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed ;  and 
said  time  having  been  extended  to  and  including  the  17th  day  of  March,  1908,  by 
the  terms  of  Order  No.  339,  entered  on  March  13th  ;  and  the  said  Nassau  Electric 
Rnilrond  Company  and  the  Brooklyn  Heights  Kailroad  Company  having,  on  March 
17.  1908.  applied  in  writin'r  for  a  further  extension  of  such  time, 

Now.  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered.  That  the  time  within  which  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company, 
Brooklyn  Heights  Rnilrond.  Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company,  shall  make  answer 
to  said  Order  No.  318  be,  and  the  same  hereby  Is,  extended  to  and  including  the 
24th  day  of  March,  1908. 

FINAL  ORDER  No.  389. 
March   31,   1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  rehearing  had  herein  on  the  24th 
day  of  Mnrch,  190S.  nnd  it  anpearlnc:  that  said  hearing  was  had  bv  and  before 
the  C^ommisslon  on  said  datf  before  Mr  Commissioner  Bassett  presiding,  Edward 
D.  Candeo,  Es(i.,  apix'nrlng  for  the  comnlainant  and  (leorge  D.  Yeomans.  Esq„ 
appearing  for  the  defendants,  BrooUlyn  Citv  Railroad  Company,  Brooklyn  Heights 
Railroad  Company  and  Nas^iau  Electric  Railroad  Company. 

Now.  after  the  proceedintrs  uixm  said  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of  the 
facts.  Including  thosp  arising  since  the  making  of  Final  Order  No.  318,  and  upon 
the  stipulation  of  the  said  parties,  the  Commission,  being  of  the  opinion  that  said 
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Final  Order  No.  318,  directing  repairs  to  the  pavement  on  Vanderbilt  avenue 
between  Park  avenue  and  Myrtle  avenue,  on  Nassau  avenue  between  Diamond 
street  and  Morgan  avenue,  on  Franklin  street  between  Kent  avenue  and  Commer- 
cial street,  on  Manhattan  avenue,  Driggs  avenue  and  Newtown  creek  and  on  Drlggs 
avenue  between  South  Fourth  street  and  South  Twelfth  street,  all  in  the  borough  of 
Brooklyn,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  should  be  changed  and  modified  in  certain 
particulars, 

Now,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 
It  is  ordered.  That  said  Final  Order  No.  318,  issued  March  16,  1908,  be  and  the 
same  hereby  is  changed  and  modified  so  as  to  read  as  follows : 

ORDER  No.  318. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  January 
21,  1908,  January  28,  1908,  and  February  4,  1908;  and  it  appearing  that  the  said 
hearing  was  held  pursuant  to  Order  No.  100  of  this  Commission,  dated  January 
6,  1908,  and  returnable  on  the  21st  day  of  January,  1908,  and  that  said  order 
was  duly  served  on  said  Brooklyn  City  Kullroad  Company,  Brooklyn  Heights  Rail- 
road Company  and  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  on  the  7th  day  of  January, 
1908,  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the 
matters  embraced  in  the  complaint  and  answer  bcieln  and  in  said  order  specified 
on  January  21.  1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  January  28,  1908,  and 
February  4,  1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett,  preyidlng,  Harry  M.  Chamber- 
lain, Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission  and  George  D.  Yeomans,  Esq.,  appearing 
for  said  railroad  companies ;  and  proof  having  been  taken  upon  said  hearing  and 
it  being  made  to  appear  upon  said  hearing  that  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad 
Company  has  violated  the  law  in  falling  to  keep  in  proper  repair  the  pavement 
between  its  tracks,  the  rails  of  Its  tracks  and  two  feet  in  width  outside  of  its 
tracks  on  Vanderbilt  avenue  between  Park  avenue  and  Myrtle  avenue,  in  the  bor- 
ough of  Brooklyn,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  and  that  said  area  in  said  streets 
between  the  points  named  is  in  need  of  repairs  and  that  It  Is  reasonable  that  said 
company  bo  required  to  repave  said  area ;  and  it  being  made  to  appear  upon  the 
said  hearing  that  said  The  Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company  and  said  The  Brook- 
lyn Heights  Railroad  Company  violated  the  law  in  failing  to  keep  in  proper  repair 
the  pavement  between  the  tracks,  the  rails  <yf  the  track  and  two  l^et  in  width 
outside  of  the  tracks  of  the  lines  owned  by  said  The  Brooklyn  City  Railroad 
Company  and  operated  by  said  The  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  on  Nassau 
avenue  between  Diamond  street  and  Morgan  avenue,  on  Franklin  street  between 
Kent  avenue  and  Commercial  street,  on  Manhattan  avenue  between  Driggs  avenue 
and  Newtown  creek  and  on  Drlgcs  avenue  between  South  t^ourth  street  and  South 
Tw^eifth  street,  all  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  city  and  State  of  New  York ;  and 
that  said  areas  In  said  streets  between  the  points  named  are  in  need  of  repairs 
and  that  it  is  reasonable  that  said  companies  be  required  to  repave  said  areas  on 
said  Nassau  avenue,  Franklin  street  and  Manhattan  avenue,  and  that  it  i^  reason- 
able that  said  companies  be  required  to  repair  the  asphalt  pavement  on  said  area 
on  Driggs  avenue  by  filling  up  all  holes  and  ruts  therein  with  asphalt  so  as  to 
eliminate  all  such  holes  and  ruts  and  to  cause  said  pavement  to  present  an  even 
surface  and  to  conform  In  all  respects  to  the  proju^r  gradi'  of  the  street. 
Now,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsol  to  the  Commission, 
It  is  ordered:  (1)  That  said  The  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  be  and  it 
hereby  Is  directed  and  required  to  repave  said  Vandorbilt  avonue  betwoen  I*ark  ave- 
nue and  Myrtle  avenue,  under  the  supervigion  of  the  I'rcsident  of  the  Borough  of 
Brooklyn  and  in  such  manner  as  he  may  prescribe. 

(2)  That  said  The  Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company  and  said  The  Brooklyn 
Heights  Railroad  Company  be  and  they  hereby  are  ulrectod  and  required  to  repave 
said  Nassau  avenue  between  Diamond  street  and  Morgan  avenue,  said  Franklin 
street  between  Kent  avenue  and  Commercial  street,  and  said  .Manhattan  avonue 
between  Driggs  avenue  and  Newtown  creek,  under  ihe  supervision  of  the  President 
of  the  borough  of  Brooklyn  and  in  such  manner  as  he  may  prescribe. 

(3)  That  said  The  Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company  and  said  The  Brooklyn 
Heights  Railroad  Company  be  and  they  hereby  are  directed  and  required  to  make 
suitable  and  adequate  repairs  to  the  asphalt  pavement  on  Driggs  avenue  between 
South  Fourth  and  South  Twelfth  streets,  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  city  and 
State  of  New  York,  under  the  supervision  of  the  President  of  the  borough  of  Brook- 
lyn, and  In  such  manner  as  he  may  prescribe. 

(4)  It  is  further  ordered.  That  said  The  Nassau  lOlectrIc  Railroad  Company, 
said  The  Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company  and  said  The  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad 
Company  bepin  the  repairs  above  mentioned  not  later  than  the  1st  day  of  April, 
1008,  and  complete  the  same  not  later  than  the  1st  day  of  May,  1008,  and  there- 
after keep  and  maintain  said  pavomcMit  In  the  same  condition  as  when  first  com- 
pleted. This  order  shall  enitlntie  In  force  until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service 
Comml.«iRion  for  the  First   lUstrict  shall  otherwlso  order. 

(5)  It  is  further  nrdrnd.  That  said  lirooklvn  City  Railroad  Company,  snid 
Brooklyn  Heiphta  Railroad  Company  and  said  Nas<;an  Eloclric  Railroad  Company 
notify 'the  IMiblic  Service  Commission  for  th«'  First  District  within  five  f5)  days 
after  the  service  of  this  order  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and 
will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  followinpr  extension  order  was  issued: 

Vol.  II.— 22. 
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EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  440. 
April  28,  1908. 

An  order,  No.  389,  haying  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  31st  day  of  March, 
1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company,  the  Brooklyn 
Heights  Railroad  Company  and  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  to  repave 
Vanderbllt  avenue  between  Park  and  Myrtle  avenues,  and  Nassau  avenue  between 
Diamond  street  and  Morgan  avenue,  and  Franklin  street  between  Kent  avenue 
and  Commercial  street,  and  Manhattan  avenue  between  Drlggs  avenue  and  New- 
town creek,  and  Driggs  avenue  between  South  Fourth  and  South  Twelfth  streets, 
in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  on  or  before  the  Ist 
day  of  May,  1908 ;  and  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Companv  and  the 
Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  having,  on  the  22d  day  of  April,  1908,  applied 
in  writing  for  an  extension  of  such  time, 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company, 
Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company  and  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  shaJl 
make  the  repairs  above  mentioned  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to  ajid 
including  the  first  day  of  June,  1908. 


Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company,  Brooklyn,  Queens  County 

and  Suburban  Railroad  Company. —  Eepair  of  pavement  on 

Marcy  avenue. 

Hearing  Order  No.  191. 
Letter  of  Chairman  Willcox. 
Opinion  of  Commiflsioner  Bassett. 
Dismissal  Order  No.  317. 

Complaint  of  Bibd  S.  Coleb,  President  of  the 
Borough  of  Brooklyn, 

against 

Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  and 
Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban 
Railroad  Company. 

Hearing  Order  No.  191   (see  form,  note  3),  issued  January  6th. 
Hearings  were  held  January  21st,  28th,  and  February  4th. 
See  letter  of  Chairman  Willcox  and  opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett   in 
pieceding  case  upon  which  the  following  dismissal  order  was  issued: 


BIRD   S.    COLER,   President,   Borough   of  Brooklyn, 

Complainant, 
against 

NASSAU  ELECTRIC  RAILROAD  COMPANY, 
and  BROOKLYN,  QUEENS  COUNTY  AND  SUB- 
URBAN  RAILROAD  COMPANY, 

Defendants. 


Under  Order  for  Hearing  No.   191,   dated   January 
6,   1908. 


ORDER  No.  317. 

March  6,  IOCS. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  Januarv 
21,  1908,  .January  28,  1908,  and  February  4,  1908;  and  It  appearing  that  said 
hearing  was  held  pursuant  to  Order  No.  191  of  this  CommlsMon.  dated  Januarr  6 
1908,  and  returnable  on  the  2l8t  day  of  .Tanuary,  1908,  and  that  said  order  was 
duly  served  upon  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  and  said  Brooklyn.  Queens 
County  and  Suburban  Railroad  Company  on  January  7.  1908.  and  that  said  hear- 
ing was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  embraced  In  the  com- 
plaint and  answer  herein  and  in  said  order  specified  on  January  21,  1908  and 
bv  adjournments  duly  had  on  January  28.  1908,  and  February  4,  1908.  before  Mr 
Commissioner  Bassett  presiding,   Harry   M.   Chamberlain,   Esq.,   appearing  for    the 
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Commission  and  George  D.  Yeomans,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  railroad  companies; 
and  proof  haying  been  taken  ui>on  said  neariug  and  it  being  made  to  appear  by 
the  proceedings  on  said  hearing  that  the  compiaiuant  herein  seeks  to  compel  the 
defendants  to  repave  the  area  between  the  tracks,  the  rails  of  the  tracks  and  two 
tiet  in  width  outside  of  the  tracks  of  the  street  railroad  lines  on  Marcy  avenue, 
between  Flushing  avenue  and  MlddI(:ton  street,  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  city 
and  State  of  New  York,  with  granite  blocks  laid  upon  a  concrete  foundation ;  and 
It  being  made  to  appear  by  said  proceedings  that  said  street  being  the  terminal 
above  mentioned  Is  paved  entirely  across  with  cobbles  and  that  the  portion  tnereof 
about  which  complaint  is  made  is  substantially  in  no  worse  condition  than  the 
portion  tnereof  outside  of  said  area  maintained  by  the  municipality,  and  that  the 
municipality  gives  no  assurances  as  to  when  said  portion  maintained  by  It  will 
be  repaved ;  and  that  it  would  nnt  be  reasonable  under  these  circumstances  to 
require  the  defendants  to  repave  at  this  time  the  area  complained  of  with  a  better 
quality  of  material  than  that  used*  by  the  municipality. 

Now,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission. 

It  is  ordered.  That  this  proceeding  be  and  the  .same  hereby  is  dismissed  and 
tliat  this  order  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Commission. 


Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company. —  Repair  of  pavement  and 

grading  of  tracks  on  Farragut  road. 

Hearing  Order  No.  189. 
.  Letter  of  Chairman  Willcox. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 
Final  Order  No.  316. 
Extension  Order  No.  338. 
Extension  Order  No.  356. 
F'lnaA  Order  No.  388. 
Extension  Order  No.  439. 

Complaint  of  Bird  S.  Coleb,  President  of  the 
Borough  of  Brooklyn, 

against 
Nassau   Electric    Railroad    Company. 

Hearing  Order  No.  189    (see  form,  note  3),  issued  January  6th. 

Hearings  were  held  January  21st,  28th,  and  February  4th. 

See  letter  of  Chairman  Willcox  and  the  opinion  of  (>)mraissioner  Bassett 
in  the  next  preceding  case  but  one,  upon  which  the  following  final  order 
was  issued: 


BIRD   8.   COLER,   President,   Borough   of  Broolclyn, 

Complainan  t, 
against 

NASSAU   ELECTRIC    RAILROAD    COMPANY, 

Defendant. 


Under   Order   for    Ilearinj?   No.    189,   dated   January 
6,   1908. 


^  ORDER  No.  316. 

March  6,  1008. 


Thifl  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  January 
21,  1908,  January  28,  1908.  and  February  4,  1908;  and  It  appearing  that  the  said 
hearing  was  held  pursuant  to  Order  No.  180  of  this  Commission,  dated  January  6, 
1908,  and  returnable  on  the  2l8t  day  of  January,  1908,  and  that  the  said  order 
was  duly  served  upon  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  on  January  7,  1908, 
and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters 
embraced  in  the  complaint  and  answer  herein  and  In  said  order  specified  on  Janu- 
ary 21,  190S,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  January  28.  190S,  and  February 
4,  1$K)S,  before  Mr.  ComnilHsioner  Bassett,  pn'Hidlnp.  Hurry  M.  Chamberlain.  Ksq  . 
apf>earlng  for  the  Commission,  and  (Jeorpe  P.  Y«H)mans.  I'scj..  appearing  for  said 
railroad  company ;  and  proof  having  beon  taken  upon  said  hearing  and  It  being 
made  to  appear  by  the  proceedlni?s  on  said  hearing  that  the  said  defendant  has 
Tiolated  the  law  In  failing  to  keep  in  proper  repair  the  pavement  between  its 
tracks,  the  rails  of  its  tracks  and  two  feet  in  width  outside  of  its  tracks  on  Farra- 
gut  road   or  Avenue   F,   between   East   Twenty-sixth   street   and   Ocean  avenue,   in 
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the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  and  that  said  area  in  said 
streets  between  the  points  named  is  in  need  of  repairs,  and  that  it  is  reasonable 
that  the  said  company  be  required  to  repave  said  area  with  granite  bloeks  laid 
upon  a  concrete  foundation, 

Now,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 
It  is  ordered:  (1)  That-  said  Nassau  t:iectrlc  Railroad  Company  be  and  it 
hereby  is  directed  and  required  to  repavo  said  Fnrragut  road  or  A?enue  P,  betwe^'n 
East  Tweniy-sixth  street  and  Ocean  avenue,  between  its  tracks  and  the  rails  of 
its  tracks  and  two  feet  in  width  outside  of  Its  tracks,  with  granite  blocks  laid 
upon  a  concrete  foundation.  In  a  proper  and  suitable  manner  and  in  such  manner 
that  the  area  so  paved  will  proptriy  conform  to  the  grade  of  the  street. 

(2)  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  railroad  tracks  of  said  company  laid  in 
said  street,  wherever  Welow  the  proper  gi'ade  of  said  street  be  raised  to  the  proper 
grade  in  such  manner  as  to  prevent  the  ponding  of  water  and  to  permit  proper 
drainage  to  the  catch  basins. 

(3)  It  is  further  ordered.  That  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  begin 
the  repairs  above  mentioned  not  later  than  the  1st  day  of  April,  1908,  and  com- 
plete the  same  not  later  than  the  1st  day  of  May,  11)08,  and  thereafter  keep  and 
maintain  said  pavement  in  as  good  condition  as  when  tlrst  completed.  This  order 
shall  continue  in  force  uutil  such  time  bs  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  shall  otherwise  order. 

(4)  /*  is  further  ordered.  That  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  notify 
the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  within  five  (5)  days  after  the 
service  of  this  order,  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be 
obeyed. 

Upon  applications  of  the  company  extension  orders  No.  338  and  No.  356 
were  issued: 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  338.  . 

March  13,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  316,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  6th  day  of  March, 
1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  Nassau  FMectric  Railroad  Company  to  inform  the 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District,  within  five  (5)  days  after  service 
of  said  order,  whether  the  terms  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed ;  and  the  said 
Na.3!iau  Electric  Railroad  Company  having,  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  applied  in 
writing  for  an  extension  of  such  time, 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded. 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  time  within  which  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company 
shall  make  answer  to  said  Order  No.  316  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to 
and  includhig  the  17th  day  of  March,  1908. 

EXTENSION  ORDER  No.  356.     • 
March  20,  1908. 

An  order.  No.  316,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  6th  day  of  March. 
1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  to  inform  the 
Public  Service  C?ommlssion  for  the  First  District,  within  five  (5)  days  after  service 
of  said  order,  whether  the  terms  aie  acceptt'd  and  will  be  obeyed,  and  said  time 
having  been  extended  to  and  including  the  17th  day  of  March,  1908,  by  the  terms 
of  Order  No.  338,  entered  on  March  13th  ;  and  the  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad 
Company  having,  on  March  17,  190S,  applied  in  writing  for  a  further  extension  of 
such  time. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded.  It  Is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  shal! 
make  answer  to  said  Order  No.  3HJ  he,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to  and 
Including  the  24th  day  of  March,  1908. 

The  company  moved  for  a  resettlement  of  Order  No.  316  on  which  motion 
a  hearing  was  held  March  24tli;  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDER   No.   3S8. 
March  31,   1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  rehearing  had  herein  on  the  24th 
day  of  March,  1008,  and  It  appearing  that  said  rehearing  was  had  by  and  befon* 
the  Commission  on  said  date,  hofore  Commissioner  Bassett  presiding.  Edward  D. 
Candee,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  complainant  and  George  D.  Yeomans,  Esq.,  appear- 
ing for  the   Nassau   Elertrlc   Railroad   Company, 

Now.  after  the  proceedhi;js  ui>on  said  rehearing  and  after  consideration  of  the 
facts.  Including  those  arising  sin<e  tlie  making  of  Order  No.  316,  and  upon  the 
stipulation  of  tlie  said  parties,  the  Commission  Ix^ing  of  the  opinion  that  sale! 
Order  No.  316  which  directed  repairs  to  the  paving  on  Farragut  road  or  Avenue 
F,  between  East  Twenty-sixth  street  and  Ocean  avenue,  In  the  borough  of 
Brooklyn,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  should  be  changed  and  modified  in  certain 
particulars, 
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Now,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 
It  is  ordered.  That  order  No.  316,  issued  March  6,  1908,  be,  and  the  same  hereby 
is  changed  and  modified  so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

ORDER  No.   316. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on^  January 
21,  1908,  January  28,  and  February  4  1908,  add  it  appearing  that  the  said  hearing 
was  held  pursuant  to  Order  No.  189  of  this  Commission,  dated  January  6,  1908, 
and  returnable  on  the  21st  day  of  January,  1908,  and  that  the  said  order  was 
duly  served  upon  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  on  January  7th,  1908, 
and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters 
embraced  in  the  complaint  and  ans^^'er  herein  and  in  said  order  specified  on 
January  21,  1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  January  28,  1908,  and  February 
4,  1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett  presiding,  Harry  M.  Chamberlain,  Esq.. 
appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  George  D.  Yeomans,  appearing  for  said 
railroad  company,  and  proof  having  been  taken  upon  said  hearing  and  it  being 
made  to  .appear  by  the  proceedfnj?8  on  said  hearinjr  that  the  said  defendant  had 
violated  the  law  in  failing  to  keep  in  proper  repair  the  pavement  between  its 
tracks,  the  rails  of  its  tracks  and  two  feet  in  width  outside  of  its  tracks 
on  Farragut  road  or  Avenue  F,  between  East  Twenty-sixth  street  and  Ocean 
avenue,  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  and  that  said 
area  In  said  streets  between  the  points  named  in  need  of  repairs,  and  that  it  is 
reasonable  that  the  said  company  be  required  to  repuve  said  area. 

Now,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 

//  is  ordered:  (1)  That  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  be  and  it 
hereby  is  directed  and  required  to  repave  said  Farragut  road  or  Avenue  P  between 
East  Twenty-sixth  street  and  Ocean  avenue,  under  the  supervision  of  the  president 
of  the  borough  of  Brooklyn,  and  in  such  manner  as  he  may  prescribe. 

(2)  It  is  further  ordered.  That  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  begin  the 
repairs  above  mentioned  not  later  than  the  first  day  of  April,  1908,  and  com- 
plete the  same  not  later  than  the  first  day  of  May,  1908,  and  thereafter  keep 
and  maintain  said-  pavement  in  as  good  condition  as  when  first  completed.  This 
order  shall  continue  in  force  until  such  time  as  the  Public  Service  Commission 
for  the  First  District  shall  otherwise  order. 

(3>  It  is  further  ordered.  That  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  notify 
the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  within  five  (5)  days  after 
service  of  this  order  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be 
obeyed. 

Upon  application  of  the  company  the  following  extension  order  was  issued: 

E>XTENSION  ORDER  No.  439. 
April  28,   1908. 

An  order,  No.  388,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about  the  Slat  day  of  March, 
1908,  ordering  and  directing  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  to  repave 
Farragut  road  between  East  Twenty-alxth  street  and  Ocean  avenue  on  or  before 
the  Ist  day  of  May.  1908,  and  the  said  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  having, 
on  the  22nd  day  of  April,  VMS.  applied  In   writing  for  an  extension  of  such  time. 

Now,  on  motion   made  and  duly  seconded,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  within  which  the  Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company  shall 
make  the  repairs  above  mentioned  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  to  and 
including  the  first  day  of  June;  1908. 


Hudson  and  Manhattan  Railroad  Company. — ^Restoration  of  pave- 
ment on  Sixth  avenue  between  14th  and  23d  streets. 

Complaint  Order  No.  705. 
Hearing  Order  No.  720. 
Opinion  of  Com'r  Maltbie. 
Discontinuance  Order  No.  749. 

Complaint  of  Retail  Dry  (;<m)1)s  Association 

a(]nin»t 
Hudson  and  Manhattan  Railroad  Company. 

Complaint  Order  N'(».  705    (see  form,  note  1),  issued  August  28th. 
Hearing  Order  No.  720    (see  form,  note  3),  issued  September  11th. 
Hearings  held  R<^ptonibor  19th  and  21st. 
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Opikion  of  commission. 
(Adopted  September  29,  1908.) 
COMMIUSIONEB  Maltbie  : — 

This  iB  a  complaint  made  by  the  Retail  Dry  Goods  Association  against  the  Hud- 
son and  Manhattan  Railroad  Company.  The  association  demanded  that  the  Com- 
mission should  Issue  an  order  against  the  Hudson  and  Manhattan  Railroad 
Company  for  the  repaying  of  Sixth  avenue  with  asphalt  between  Fourteenth  street 
and  Twenty-third  street. 

After  roply  was  made  to  the  complaint,  a  hearing  was  fixed,  at  which  the 
complainant  started  to  present  testimony  to  show  that  the  repaying  could  be  done 
Immediately ;  but  while  the  hearings  were  going  on  an  arrangement  was  made 
between  the  complainant  and  the  defendant  whereby  an  order  was  Issued  by  the 
Borough  President  against  the  Hudson  and  Manhattan  Railroad  Company,  directing 
and  authorizing  this  company  to  repave  the  street.  The  company  had  stated  some- 
time previously  that  If  such  an  order  were  issued  so  that  it  would  be  exempt€^ 
from  any  responsibility  therefor,  it  would  repave  Immediately.  This  order  having 
been  issued  and  the  work  begun,  the  complainant  asked  that  the  complaint  be 
dismissed. 

I  move  that  a  discontinuance  order  be  issued. 

Thereupon  the  following  discontinuance  order  was  issued: 


RETAIL    DRY    GOODS    ASSOCIATION, 

Complainant, 
against 

HUDSON     AND     MANHATTAN     RAILROAD- 
COMPANY. 

Defendant. 


'*  Restoration  of  Sixth  avenue  between  Fourteenth 
and   Twenty -third   streets   to  original   condition." 


DISCONTINUANCE    ORDER 
No.  749. 
September  29,  1908. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  a  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  upon  the  19th 
day  of  September.  1908,  and  It  appearing  that  said  hearing  w^as  held  under  and 
pursuant  to  Order  No.  720  of  this  Commission,  dated  September  11.  1908,  and 
returnable  on  the  19th  day  of  September,  1908,  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  on 
for  hearing  certain  matters  contained  in  the  complaint  of  the  Retail  Dry  Goods 
Association  with  respect  to  the  unrestored  condition  of  Sixth  avenue  between 
Fourteenth  and  Twenty-third  streets,  and  it  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  had 
by  and  before  the  Commission  on  matters  embraced  In  said  complaint  and  In 
said  order  specified,  on  the  19th  day  of  September,  and,  by  adjournment,  on  the 
21st  day  of  September,  1908.  Mr.  Commissioner  Maltbie  presiding,  Mr.  LeRoy  T. 
Harkness,  Assistant  Counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission;  Mr.  B.  G.  Fascns 
appearing  for  the  Retail  Dry  Goods  Association,  and  Juliua  F.  Workum,  Esq..  of 
counsel,  appearing  for  the  railroad  company,  and 

It  appearing,  after  said  hearing,  that  the  matters  complained  of  In  the  com- 
plaint above  mentioned  have  been  satisfied  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  complainants 
herein. 

Now,  on  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  It  is, 

Resolved.  That  the  proceedings  herein  be,  and  the  same  hereby  are,  discontinued 
And  it  Is  further 

Resnhcd,  That  this  action  of  the  Commission  .shall  be  without  prejudice  to  the 
Issuance  of  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearings  or  action  thereon  by  the 
Commission  in  respect  to  any  of  the  matters  covered  by  said  complaint  or  said 
order  for  hearing  or  the  proceedings  thereon. 


HIGH  TEXSTOX  SYSTEMS. 


Long  Island  Railroad  Company  —  Higt  tension  wires. 

•  [Communication  from  Commissioner  of  Water  Supply,  Gas  and  Electricity 
regarding  the  construction  of  high  tension  wire  In  Long  Island  City  by  the  Long 
Island  Railroad  Company  does  not  state  any  cause  for  the  Commission  taking 
action.] 

•  See  foot  note,  page  9, 
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Commissioner  Eustis  presented  the  following  report  in  answer  to  the  oom- 
municatiou  of  November  30,  1908,  from  John  H.  O'Brien,  Commissioner  of 
Water  Supply,  Gas  and  Electricity,  regarding  the  construction  of  a  high 
tension  line  in  Long  Island  City  by  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company, 
copies  of  which  were  ordered  sent  to  Commissioner  O'Brien,  and  to  the 
Long  Island  Railroad  Company: 

Beport  of  Commissionbb  Eustis. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest  of  John  H.  O'Brien,  Commissioner  of  Water  Supply, 
Gas  and  Electricity,  against  the  Long  Island  Ballroad  Company  for  building  a  high 
tension  line  thron;fh  its  Sunnyside  yards,  referred  lo  me,  I  beg  to  make  the 
following  report: 

The  Commissioner  of  Water  Supply.  Gas  and  Electricity  makes  three  separate 
allejfiitfons  against  the  Long  Island   Ballroad   Company: 

(1)  That  they  are  building  a  high  tension  line  through  the  Sunnyside  yards 
without  a  permit  from  his  department. 

(2)  They  are  violating  section  528  of  the  New  YOrk  Charter  In  that  they  intend 
crossing  viaducts  used  as  streets  with  their  construction  over  the  Sunnyside 
yards. 

(3)  He  calls  attention  to  the  general  criticism  of  the  present  construction  of 
this  road  as  more  dangerous  than  that  of  the  New  York  Central  Ballroad  construc- 
tion, as  stated  In  the  decision  of  this  Commission  In  the  New  York  Central  case. 

The  present  high  tension  line  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  extends 
along  the  northerly  side  of  Its  Sunnyside  yards  from  Dutchklll  street  to  Woodslde 
avenue,  from  which  point  the  line  follows  the  main  fracks  of  the  railroad. 

The  propoped  change  by  the  railroad  company  Is  to  remove  this  high  tension 
lino  from  the  fide  of  its  yard,  and  run  down  the  centre  of  Its  property  along 
the  side  of  its  main  track.  The  claim  is  made  by  the  Commissioner  that  this  Is 
being  done  without  a  permit.  The  railroad  company  have  submitted  a  permit 
received  from  the  Commissioner  of  Water  Supply,  Gas  and  Electricity,  dated 
December  27,  1905,  and  numbered  13,418.  It  was  under  this  permit  that  the 
present  line  was  constructed  by  the  company.  By  Its  terms  It  grants  permission 
to  the  Long  Island  Ballroad  Company  to  erect  a  pole  line  on  their  right  of  way 
between  Dutchklll  street  and  Glendale  Junction,  and  string  wires  thereon.  It 
does  not  say  In  what  part  of  Its  right  of  way  the  poles  shall  be  erected  or  the 
wires  strung,  and  the  railroad  company  take  the  position  that  this  permit  Is 
ample  and  sufficient  to  warrant  the  moving  of  the  first  line  that  It  constructed 
thereunder  further  within  the  lines  of  its  own  property.  If  not,  the  fact  an  to 
whether  the  permit  was  sufficient  or  not  could  only  be  determined  after  long 
litigation,  which  would  make  it  a  matter  for  the  Commissioner  of  Water  Supply, 
Gas  and  Electricity  to  take  to  the  Corporation  Counsel,  as  there  Is  no  claim  made 
at  the  present  time  that  the  changing  of  the  line  makes  It  less  adequate  or  more 
dangerous. 

As  to  the  violation  of  section  528  of  the  Charter,  which  reads: 

"  No  electrical  conductors  shall  be  constructed,    laid  or  maintained   above 
or  below  the  surface  of  any  street,   avenue,   highway  or  other  public  place. 
In    any    part    of    said    city,    without   permission    In   writing   from    said    Com- 
missioner therefor." 
—  If    the    construction    of    the    new    line    through    the    centre   of    the    comnany's 
property   is   not  covered   by   the   permit   already   Issued   by   the   Commissioner  of 
water  Supply,    Gas  and   Electricity,    then    It  Is  certainly  a  matter  for  the  Com- 
missioner himself  to  act  upon,  as  a  violation  of  this  section  over  which  the  city 
of  New  York  has  absolute  control. 

As  to  the  reference  In  his  communication  that  the  construction  of  the  high 
tension  line  of  the  Long  Island  railroad  was  more  dangerous  than  that  of  the 
New  York  Contral,  I  would  say  that  the  portion  of  the  high  tension  line  of  the 
Long  Island  railroad  referred  to  In  the  decision  of  this  Commission  In  the  New 
York  Central  case  was  not  that  portion  now  under  consideration,  but  referred  to 
the  line  lying  farther  to  the  eastw^ard,  where  the  line  Is  constructed  on  wooden 
poles,  and  tho  adjacent  property  Is  open  and  there  Is  no  protection  between  the 
railroad's  right  of  way  and  the  abutting  property.  This  portion  of  the  Long 
Island  Railroad  ('ompany's  high  tension  construction  Is  similar  to  that  of  the 
New  York  Central,  and  I  do  not  see  that  there  Is  anything  this  Commission  can 
do  In  the  matter  of  the  protest  unless  tfie  Commissioner  desires  to  make  a  com- 
plaint on  the  ground  that  the  new  line  will  be  Inadequate  or  dangerous.  If  he 
should  deem  It  best  to  make  such  complaint,  then  this  Commission  could  grant 
him  a  bearing  and  hear  the  evidence.  But  from  a  brief  examination  on  the 
ground  and  of  the  plans  of  the  two  lines.  It  appears  that  the  new  line  is  shorter 
than  the  old.  and  ali^o  that  when  all  of  the  streets  that  are  laid  down  on  the 
map  are  opened  the  present  line  will  cross  a  great  many  more  streets  than  the 
proposed  new  line,  and  that  the  new  line  Is  to  be  built  upon  the  same  general 
linos  of  construction. 

December  11,  1908. 
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New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company. — 

Maintenance  of  overhead  high  tension  transmission  system. 

Complaint  Order  No.  231. 
Hearing  Order  No.  290. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis. 
Final  Order  No.  700. 

Complaint  of  John    H.   0*Brien,   Commia- 
sioner    of   Water    Supply,    Gas    and   Elec- 
tricity  of   the   City   of   New   York, 
against 
New    York    Central    and    Hudson    River 
Railroad  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  231    (see  form,  note  1),  issued  January  Slst. 
Hearing  Order  No.  299   (see  form,  note  3),  issued  March  3d. 
Hearings  were  held  March  18th,  27tb,  30th,  31st,  April  1st,  3d,  9th,  16th, 
22d,  30th,  May  8th,  22d,  June  4th  and  15th. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 

(Adopted  August  28,  1908.) 
Commissioner  Eustis  : — 

This  Is  a  proceeding  brought  by  the  Department  of  Water  Supply,  Gas  and  Elec- 
tricity of  the  aty  of  New  York  against  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company  to  compel  it  to  remove  its  high  tension  aerial  lines  within  the 
city  of  New  .York  and  place  them  under  ground  in  conduits,  on  the  ground  that 
the  same  were  constructed  without  a  permit  and  are  a  menace  to  the  public. 

The  New  York  Central  and  IIudsoQ  River  Railroad  Company  in  1903  entered 
upon  very  important  changes  in  connection  with  their  railroad  terminal  In  the 
city  of  New  York,  including  the  electrification  of  the  line  within  the  city,  which 
will  cause  an  elimination  of  the  smoke  nuisance  in  the  Fourth  Avenue  Tunnel  and 
of  a  number  of  grade  crossings  in  connection  with  their  work. 

It  appears  from  the  testimony  taken  on  this  hearing  that  the  railroad  to  devise 
plans  for  the  electrification  of  the  road  appointed  a  commission  consisting  of 
William  J.  Wllgus,  Bion  J.  Arnold.  Frank  J.  Sprague,  George  Glbbs  and  Mr.  Wade, 
the  first  four  gentlemen  named  being  well  known  electrical  expert*,  and  the  last 
the  superintendent  of  motive  power  of  the  New  York  Central   Company. 

The  result  of  the  deliberations  of  this  commission  was  to  design  for  their  high 
tension  transmission  lines  a  duct  or  pipe  system  from  Forty-second  street  to  the 
Harlem  river.  High  tension  lines  carrying  11,000  volts  were  for  this  space 
carried  through  iron  pipes  which  were  fastened  to  the  side  walls  of  the  tunnel  and 
carried  along  the  side  of  the  elevated  part  of  their  line  south  of  the  river.  The 
evidence  showed  that  this  course  was  necessary  for  this  section  for  the  reason  that 
they  did  hot  have  a  suIRcipnt  space  outside  of  their  retaining  walls  to  Insert  tile 
ducts.  Under  the  Harlem  river  the  high  tension  wires  are  carried  In  cables  at  the 
bottom  of  the  river.  On  the  Bronx  side  the  underground  system  is  continued 
along  the  New  York  Central  and  Hud.'^on  River  line  to  a  point  on  the  Harlem  river 
at  or  near  the  bridge  known  as  the  l*utnam  Crossing  bridge.  From  this  point  to 
the  city  line  the  plan  devised  was  aerial  on  high  steel  lattice  poles.  On  the 
Harlem  division  or  branch  the  system  of  carrying  the  high  tension  wires  In  iron 
pipes  along  the  rotnlninsj  wall  was  continued  to  a  point  at  or  near  the  Bedford 
Park  station,  and  around  on  the  Port  Morris  line  It  was  also  carried  either  in 
Iron  pipes  or  underprround  ducts.  l-Yom  Bedford  Park  station  the  balance  of  the 
line  northward  was  aerial  on  the  same  character  of  steel  poles  as  used  on  the 
Hudson  River   line. 

The  Departnifnt  of  Water  SnT)i)ly,  Gas  and  Electricity  of  the  city  of  New  York 
was  not  satisfipd  with  the  mannfM-  in  which  the  railroad  had  constructed  Its  high 
tension   lines.      It  appears  from   a  paper  submitted  by  the  counsel  to  the  corpora- 
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tion  that  the  ^plication  made  to  the  city  authorities  by  the  railroad  company  for 
a  permit  to  constrnct  its  line  was  not  granted  i^t  the  time  it  wiis  asked  for.  The 
record  shows  that  the  permit  granted  to  the  railroad  company  by  the  city,  which 
is  printed  at  page  6  of  the  petitioner's  appendix  to  his  brief,  is  dated  March  27, 
1906,  at  which  time  the  high  tension  lines  were  nearly  completed,  and  this  permit 
especially  excludes  the  erection,  construction,  maintenance  or  operation  of  a  pole 
line  or  overhead  transmission  conductors  along  the  tracks  or  through  any  part  of 
the  territory  embraced  within  the  limits  of  the  city  of  New  York.  Disregarding 
this  exception  of  the  permit  the  railroad  company  proceeded  to  complete  the  con- 
struction of,  and  to  operate  its  high  tension  wires  along  its  right  of  way  and 
across  certain  of  the  highways  within  the  city  of  New  York.  This  action  on  the 
part  of  the  railroad  resulted  in  certain  correspondence  between  the  Department  of 
Water  Supply,  Gas  and  Electricity  and  the  Corporation  Counsel,  which  resulted 
in  the  bringing  of  the  complaint  herein. 

It  appeared  upon  the  hearing  that  the  railroad  company  had  tried  for  some 
time,  through  Its  attorneys,  to  get  together  with  the  city  department  and  overcome 
its  objections,  but  those  efforts  were  unavailing,  as  the  attorney  for  the  railroad 
took  the  position  that  the  Department  of  Water  Supply,  Gas  and  Electricity  of  the 
city  of  New  York  had  no  jurisdiction  over  its  right  of  way,  but  the  company  was 
anxious  to  make  a  satisfactory  arrangement,  if  possible,  on  account  of  the  Juris- 
diction which  was  virtually  conceded  that  the  city  department  had  over  highways 
that  were  crossed  by  their  high  tension  wires. 

The  complaint  In  brief  is  that  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad 
was  maintaining  an  overhead  high  tension  transmission  pole  line  and  conductors 
along  the  railroad  of  such  company  from  a  point  north  of  Macombs  Dam  Bridge 
along  the  Harlem  river  and  the  Harlem  ship  canal  and  the  Hudson  river  to  the 
city  limit,  and  that  the  same  was  maintained  and  operated  without  legal  author- 
ity in  violation  of  law,  was  a  menace  to  the  lives  and  properties  of  the  employees 
of  said  road,  to  the  residents  of  the  city  of  New  York  along  said  road,  and  to  the 
users  of  the  streets  and  highways  crossed  by  said  route,  and  to  the  structure  of  the 
Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  at  Kingsbridge  and  the  users  thereof. 

The  railroad  by  Its  answer  denies  in  substance  the  allegation  of  operating  and 
maintaining  the  overhead  high  tension  transmission  pole  line  without  authority, 
but  admits  that  it  applied  to  the  Commissioner  of  Water  Supply,  Gas  and  Elec- 
tricity for  a  permit  to  cross  with  its  aerial  line  certain  streets  within  the  city  of 
New  York,  some  of  which  were  opened  and  traveled  streets  and  others  not  oponed 
or  traveled,  to  obviate  possible  future  controversy ;  and  further  alleges  that  pur- 
suant to  an  agreement  made  with  the  city  of  New  York,  under  the  terms  of 
chapter  425  of  the  Laws  of  1903,  it  was  compelled  to  complete  the  installation  of 
its  electric  system  and  operate  its  trains,  and  to  cease  the  use  of  steam  as  the 
motive  power  in  the  operation  of  trains,  and  to  use  electricity  for  such  motive 
power  prior  to  the  first  day  of  July,  1908,  and  that  in  order  to  be  prepared  to 
comply  with  this  agreement  It  was  necessary  that  the  railroad  should  use  the 
utmost  diligence  in  completing  its  various  preparations  for  the  electrical  opera- 
tion, and  that  on  the  24th  day  of  August,  1905,  it  submitted  plans  of  its  proposed 
electrical  operptlon  to  the  Commissioner  of  Water  Supply,  Gas  and  Electricity, 
and  that  no  action  was  taken  on  that  application  or  submission  of  plans  until 
June,  1906,  but  that  in  the  interim,  believing  that  It  had  a  perfect  right  so  to  do, 
the  railroad  proceeded  openly  with  the  construction  of  Its  said  high  tension  aerial 
transmission  lines,  and  that  the  same  was  sufficiently  complete  by  the  10th  day 
of  July,  1906,  to  allow  the  Hudson  river  section  to  put  In  operation  experi- 
mentally, and  on  December  14,  1900,  were  put  in  regular  operation  for  train 
service,  and  have  been  continuously  used  In  such  service  ever  since. 

The  Corporation  Counsel  advised  the  Commissioner,  as  follows  :  "  I  believe  that 
the  Jurisdiction  of  your  department,  which  Is  practically  unquestioned  as  to  the 
streets  crossing  the  railroad,  also  extends  to  the  entire  right  of  way,  but,  of 
course,  there  may  be  enouj?h  In  the  doubt  raised  by  the  counsel  for  the  company 
as  to  the  jurisdiction  of  your  department  to  produce  iitij?atIon  and  delay."  He 
then  recommended  that  the  Commissioner  bring  the  matter  before  the  Public 
Service  Commission,  under  section  49  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  liSw, 
whose  authority  over  the  private  right  of  way  of  the  rnllroad  could  not  be  seriously 
questioned.     And    the    Corporation    Counsel,    representing    the    city,    stated    In    his 
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opening  that  the  company  had  proceeded  In  constructing  its  overhead  electrical 
oonstructlon  without  the  permission  of  the  city  to  do  so,  and  that  its  attention 
has  been  called  to  this  fact,  and  that  it  had  been  requested  to  put  its  high  tension 
wires  under  ground,  but  that  it  has  failed  so  to  do.  He  also  stated  in  bis  opening 
that  the  railroad  company  had  ofTcred  to  meet  certain  objections  to  certain  definite 
parts  of  construction,  which,  was  not  satisfactory  as  the  city  wanted  the  en  tiro 
line  in  subway  construction.  He  also  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  while  the 
Department  of  Water  Supply,  Gas  and  Electricity  never  gave  a  permit  for  over- 
head construction  to  the  New  York  Central  road  it  may  have  given  permission 
to  other  companies  to  use  overhead  construction  in  various  places,  but  in  none 
of  those  places  did  the  same  condition  exist  as  along  the  line  of  the  New  York 
Central. 

As  this  question  was  contested  strongly  by  the  Corporation  Counsel,  represent- 
ing the  Department  of  Water  Supply,  Gas  and  Electricity,  and  by  the  railroad,  I 
feel  it  incumbent  on  me  to  go,  to  a  slight  extent,  into  the  testimony  as  to  the 
merits  of  the  contention  that  the  high  tension  aerial  wires  are  dangerous,  because 
not  as  safe  as  underground  or  conduit  construction. 

A  large  part  of  the  evidence  given  on  this  hearing  related  to  this  issue,  both 
sides  calling  eminent  experts  to  testify  to  their  various  contentions.  As  a  result, 
the  aerial  construction  of  these  high  tension  lines  of  the  railroad  company  has 
been  conceded  to  be  of  the  best  by  not  only  the  experts  produced  by  the  railroad 
company  but  by  the  city's  experts  as  well. 

Prof.  George  F.  Sever,  one  of  the  city's  electrical  experts,  stated,  referring  to 
this  aerial  line,  '*  the  overhead  construction  as  it  exists  is  the  very  best  kind  of 
overhead  construction,  and  with  the  recommendations  I  have  made  it  would  be 
very  safe  overhead  construction."  As  to  these  recommendations  we  will  refer 
later. 

Charles  F.  Lacombe,  the  Chief  Engineer  of  the  Department  of  Water  Supply, 
Gas  and  Electricity,  also  admitted  that  the  aerial  line  of  the  New  York  Ctotral 
is  as  good  as  exists  anywhere,  well  built,  strong  and  safe  line,  and  later  admitted 
that  he  would  not  criticise  the  line  for  a  minute  if  it  were  in  the  farming  country 
up  the  state. 

The  counsel  for  the  complainant,  when  the  counsel  for  the  railroad  was  endeavor- 
ing to  prove  the  character  of  the  construction  to  be  very  substantial,  stated :  "  That 
is  admitted,  and  I  think  there  can  be  no  doubt  about  that  proposition  after  the 
testimony  of  Mr.  Lacombe.  We  admit  your  overhead  construction  is  as  strong  as 
you  can  possibly  make  It,  and  that  whatever  criticisms  the  engineers  of  the  city 
have  made  as  to  any  Imperfections  which  they  have  had  brought  to  their  attention 
or  which  they  have  seen  as  the  result  of  their  investigation,  you  have  brougbt  it 
to  the  highest  state  of  perfection  to  which  overhead  construction  can  be  brought." 

George  Gibbs,  one  of  the  experts  selected  by  the  railroad  company,  is  Chief 
Engineer  of  the  electric  traction  of  the  Liong  Island  Railroad,  and  also  had  charge 
of  the  West  Jersey  and  Seashore  Railroad  where  a  line  was  built  from  Camden 
to  Atlantic  City,  also  the  Consulting  Engineer  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  and 
St.  Paul  Railway  Company,  the  Atlantic  City  line  being  150  miles  in  extent  and 
carrying  33,000  volts,  gave  as  his  experience  that  transmission  lines  generally  are 
underground  in  congested  cities  and  aerial  in  the  open ;  that  underground  lines 
are  more  trouble  than  aerial,  and  that  at  the  present  time  he  is  not  in  favor  of 
putting  a  foot  of  underground  transmission  lines  where  he  does  not  have  to.  In 
speaking  of  the  lines  of  the  New  York  Central  that  are  complained  of  in  this 
proceeding,  he  says :  "  The  lines  are,  I  should  call,  the  best  class  of  construction. 
The  design  of  the  poles  and  fastenings  and  the  wires  theftisclves  are  for  a  hl^er 
factor  of  safety  than  I  think  necessary,  they  are  practically  the  same  constmction 
as  those  used  on  the  Long  Island." 

Harold  W.  Buck,  another  electrical  engineer  called  as  an  expert  by  the  railroad, 
says  of  the  aerial  line  under  consldoratlon  that  he  had  only  recently  examined  the 
same  and  "  found  a  first-class  construction,  built  according  to  engineering  standard, 
and  having  at  least  the  factors  of  safety  commonly  adopted  in  engineering  struc- 
tures, and  that  this  line  is  of  the  most  modern  type  of  overhead  construction, 
and  probably  represents  the  highest  state  of  the  art  to  date,  and  that  these  over- 
head transmission   lines  are  safe." 

The  position  taken  by  the  Corporation  Counsel  and  his  experts  was  tbat  while 
the  high  tension  aerial  lines  of  the  railroad  company  were  of  the  best  constructlofn 
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and  safe,  they  were  not  as  safe  as  undercrround  construction  would  be.  The 
experts  examined  on  behalf  of  the  city  were  of  the  opinion  that  underground 
construction  was  safer  than  that  overhead,  while  they  had  to  admit  that  there 
were  many  more  difficulties  found  arising  from  underground  construction  than 
aerial  construction.  The  experts  offered  on  behalf  of  the  railroad  company  did 
not  agree  with  the  city's  experts  that  underground  was  safer.  Some  of  them 
would  not  even  concede  that  it  was  as  safe,  owing  to  the  difficulties  of  attending 
to  break-downs.  And  the  evidence  in  the  proceeding  showed  that  While  the  railroad 
company  had  had  serious  trouble  and  many  delays  in  their  subway  high  tension 
lines  they  had  not  had  any  delays  or  trouble  with  their  aerial  high  tension  lines. 

The  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  tracks  from  the  point  where 
the  Jiigh  tension  aerial  line  begins  at  the  Putnam  Bridge  crossing  on  the  Hudson 
division  to  the  city  line  runs  along  the  bank  of  the  Harlem  River  to  Spuyten 
Duyvil,  then  along  the  bank  of  the  Hudson  river  to  the  city  line,  where  the 
tracks  are  on  a  grade  which  is  only  a  trifle  above  highwater  level.  The  high 
tension  poles  are  carried  along  the  river  side  on  the  track  so  that  there  is  on 
this  section  no  connection  with  these  lines  and  the  outside  public  except  where 
the  same  are  carried  over  highways  or  street  crossings.  Of  these  there  Is  one  at 
Hlghbridge,  one  at  Morris  Heights,  one  at  University  Heights,  one  at  Broadway, 
and  two  in  the  Spuyten  Duyvil  section,  making  six  overhead  street  crossings. 

On  the  Harlem  branch  from  the  point  at  or  near  Bedford  Park  where  the  high 
tension  lines  begins  to  the  city  line  the  same  runs  along  the  westerly  side  of  the 
track  to  Williamsbridge,  and  then  across  to  the  easterly  side,  and  then  runs  along 
the  same  to  the  railroad  yards  above  Woodlawn  Bridge.  They  stretch  across  the 
driveway  at  Southern  Boulevard,  Mosholu  Parkway,  Woodlawn  Road  Bridge, 
WilliamBbrldge  and  Woodlawn  Bridge,  making  five  highway  crossings. 

The  suggestions  for  improvements  in  this  line  referred  to  in  connection  with 
Professor  Sever's  testimony  were  as  follows :  that  where  the  high  tension  wires 
cross  streets  or  highways  they  should  be  supported  by  suspension  wires  or  cables 
equivalent  in  strength  to  the  high  tension  wires  themselves.  He  further  recom- 
mended that  where  other  lines,  telephone  or  telegraph,  crossed  the  high  tension 
lines  above,  there  should  be  guard  pole»  underneath,  and  the  removal  of  the 
wooden  poles  now  in  use  at  Spuyten  Duyvil ;  and  that  the  line  on  the  west  side 
of  the  Harlem  branch,  between  Bedford  Park  and  Williamsbridge,  should  be 
removed  to  the  easterly  side  of  the  track.  In  this  connection,  it  is  to  be  noted 
that  the  Chief  Engineer  of  .the  Department  of  Water  Supply,  Gas  and  Electricity, 
Mr.  Lacombe,  testified  that  two  or  three  of  the  poles  east  of  Broadway  had 
settled  on  their  foundations,  and  that  the  crossing  of  the  v/lres  over  public 
streets  was  without  support.  He  admitted  that  the  settling  of  the  poles  had  been 
remedied  before  his  last  investigation.  He  also  recommended  that  the  grade  of 
the  line  be  less  acute  when  it  goes  from  low  to  high  poles. 

Notwithstanding  the  effort  on  the  part  of  the  Department  of  Water  Supply,  Gas 
and  Electricity  to  compel  the  placing  of  these  aerial  lines  of  the  New  York  Central 
under  ground,  it  appears  from  the  evidence  that  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Com- 
.  pany  have  about  forty  miles  of  high  tension  wires  with  similar  construction  to 
that  used  by  the  New  York  Central,  and  the  evidence  of  the  various  witnesses 
that  were  familiar  with  this  line  was  in  effect  either  that  the  line  was  similar  or, 
as  some  of  the  witnesses  said,  the  Long  Island  was  not  as  good  or  as  strong  as 
the  New  York  Central,  and  that  they  were  given  a  permit  for  their  construction 
by  the  complainant.  The  Corporation  Counsel  endeavored  to  destroy  the  effect  of 
this  evidence  by  claiming  that  these  permits  were  temporary.  These  permits 
were  offered  in  evidence,  and  there  is  nothing  contained  within  the  permit  itself 
that  would  Indicate  that  it  was  temporary ;  it  is  made  absolute,  subject  to  condi- 
tions upon  the  back,  none  of  which  are  of  a  temporary  nature,  and  so  long  as 
those  conditions  are  complied  with  there  would  be  a  grave  doubt  after  the  railroad 
company  had  spent  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollaPs  in  erecting  the  line,  that  the 
city  would  be  allowed  to  revoke  tho  permit  and  require  the  company  to  lose  all  of 
the  investment  made  for  this  purpose. 

A  personal  examination  made  l)y  me  shows  also  that  the  line  has  not  been 
guarded  in  any  respc'ct  like  the  line  of  the  New  York  Central.  The  number  of 
streets  crossed  by  the  high  tension  aerial  line  of  the  Long  Island  is  more  than 
4  to  1  as  compared  with  the  New  York  Central.  The  Nt-w  York  Central  Is  inclos- 
ing Its  right  of  way  where  Its  high  tension  aerial  lines  are  installed  with  a  high 


684       l*UBLio  Sebvioe  Commission  —  First  t)isTiiica'. 

iron  picket  fence,  bo  that  It  will  be  impossible  for  any  one  to  reach  their  tracks 
or  to  get  near  the  high  tension  line,  except  at  station  entrances.  The  Long  Island 
Railroad  Company  has  not  done  anything  towards  protecting  the  public  from  free 
access  to  their  right  of  way,  which  is  open,  and  in  many  cases  the  back  yards  of 
adjacent  buildings  are  on  a  level  with  the  base  of  the  poles  with  no  fence  between. 
The  evidence  also  shows  in  addition  to  what  the  Long  Island  is  doing  in  the 
way  of  high  tension  aerial  lines,  that  at  the  present  time  in  the  city  of  New  Tork 
Ihere  are  513  miles  of  high  tension  aerial  lines,  varying  from  1,000  to  3,000  volts, 
livlded  as  follows: 

Borough  of  Manhattan 1  mile. 

'*  "    Brooklyn 130  mUea. 

"    The  Bronx  ,  .   80      " 

"    Queens 152      " 

"    Richmond 150      " 

513 


and  that  there  are  also  47  miles  of  high  tension  aerial  wires  in  the  city  of  New 
York  with  a  voltage  of  from  3,000  to  11,000  volts,  distributed  as  follows : 

Brooklyn 15  miles. 

Bronx 12      " 

Queens 20 

47 


All  of  these  wires  are  used  for  electric  light  or  trolley  service  and  are  strung 
along  the  public  streets,  and  exist,  presumably,  in  accordance  with  a  proper  permit 
from  the  Department  of  Water  Supply,  Gas  and  Electricity. 

The  evidence  showed  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  railroad  company  to  con- 
tinue their  electric  zone  to  North  White  Plains  on  th6  Harlem,  and  to  Croton  on 
the  Hudson  branch,  the  former  a  distance  of  24  miles,  and  the  latter  a  distance  of 
34  miles  from  Forty-second  street,  so  that  in  each  case  nearly  three-fourths  of  the 
distance  of  the  electric  zone  would  be  beyond  the  city  line.  The  evidence  showed 
that  the  surroundings,  of  that  section  *of  the  city  through  which  the  high  tension 
line  is  now  constructed  Is  no  more  built  up  than  it  is  beyond  the  city  line.  In 
fact  on  the  Hudson  River  division  there  are  a  great  many  more  buildings  close  to 
the  line  in  passing  through  Yonkcrs  and  other  towns  than  there  are  near  the  rail- 
road within  the  city  limits  where  the  high  tension  line  exists.  And  the  same  can 
bo  said  of  the  situation  on  the  Harlem  branch.  The  high  tension  line  begins  at 
Bedford  Park ;  between  there  and  Williamsbridge  there  are  a  few  houses  whose 
yards  abut  upon  the  railroad  right  of  way ;  beyond  Williamsbridge  the  line  runs 
on  the  easterly  side  of  the  track  free  and  clear  of  any  houses,  and  only  adjacent 
to  the  Bronx  river ;  while  north  of  the  city  line  the  line  will  have  to  go  through 
the  city  of  Mt.  Vernon  and  several  of  the  Westchester  towns  before  reaching  North 
White  Plains,  some  of  which  are  quite  thickly  built  along  the  railroad  right  of 
way. 

When  Mr.  Floy,  one  of  the  city's  experts,  was  on  the  stand  and  being  examined' 
by  the  counsel  for  the  railroad  company,  he  had  to  admit  that  there  was  Just  as 
much  necessity  for  putting  the  high  tension  wires  underground  north  of  the  city 
line  as  there  was  between  the  city  line  and  Spuyten  Duyvll,  and  in  preparing  an 
exhibit  which  was  used  in  his  testimony  in  regard  to  the  cost  of  Installing  the 
underground  ducts  he  only  included  the  distance  on  the  Hudson  River  division  to 
Spuyten  Duyvil,  omitting  that  section  between  Spuyten  Duyvll  and  the  city  line, 
a  distance  of  something  over  two  miles. 

In  view  of  this  testimony  the  corporjition  counsel  was  asked  if  he  would  not 
eliminate  from  the  hearing  that  section  of  the  line  that  was  embraced  within  his 
complaint  lying  between  Spuyten  Duyvil  and  the  city  line.  This  he  declined  to  do, 
claiming  that  the  railrond  company  should  be  forced  to  put  all  of  its  wires  under- 
ground within  the  city  limits. 

This  complaint  is  brought  under  soction  49  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions 
Law.  which  gives  this  Commission  jurisdiction  over  public  service  corporations 
within  the  State  of  New  York  in  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons,  freight 
or  property  within  the  State  where  the  same  are  unjust,  unreasonable,  unsafe, 
improper  or  inadequate;  the  Commission  shall  determine  the  Just,  reasonable,  safe, 
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adeqimte  and  proper  regulatioDs,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  there- 

I  after  to  be  in  force,  to  be  observed  and  to  be  used  in  such  transportation,  etc. 

I  Tlie  corporation  counsel  being  compelled  to  go  a  step  further  after  the  evidence 

I  had  shown  that  the  present  aerial  lines  of  the  railroad  were  not  unsafe,  claimed 

:  ^  that  the  company  should  be  compelled  to  put  them  underground  for  the  reason 

that  while  they   were   safe  as  aerial   lines   they  would  be  safer  if  placed  under- 

I  ground.     He  also  calls  attention  to  the  fact  that  a  decision  in  this  case  would  be 

I  a  precedent  of  great  importance,  and  that  while  our  decision  in  this  ci^e  will  only 

I  affect  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,  he  intimated 

I  that  we  may  be  deciding  embryo  cases  as  yet  unnamed  where  the  conditions  are 

exactly  similar.     And  in  another  point  he  calls  attention  to'  the  fact  that  should 

this  Commission  decide  that  the  aerial  lines  of  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson 

River  Railroad  should  go  underground  along  their  right  of  way,  the  city  will  notify 

I  the  New  York,  New  Haven  and  Hartford  Railroad  Company  that  their  permit  can 

I  not  be  granted  for  overhead  lines  and  that  they  must  retire  the  few  hundred  feet 

I  of  construction  that  they  now  have   in  the  city  of  New  York;  and  also  that  the 

city  would  then  go  to  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  and  demand  of  it  that 

its  lines,  so  far  as  Is  deemed  necessary  for  public  safety,  be  placed  underground 

within  a  reasonable  time. 

I  think  the  counsel  to  the  complainant,  when  he  states  that  his  complaint  is  to 
enforce  the  law  which  requires  all  of  the  lines  in  cities  to  be  placed  underground, 
confuses  the  right  of  way  of  the  railroad  with  a  public  street.  The  act  that  he 
calls  our  attention  to  relates  to  the  burial  of  wires  on  streets,  avenues  and  other 
'  highways,  and  does  not  pretend  to  apply  to  the  private  right  of  way  of  a  railroad 
corporation.  And  even  that  act  gives  to  the  Commissioner  discretion  as  to  the 
suburbs  of  a  city  or  along  streets,  avenues  or  other  highways  in  sparsely  inhabited 
or  unoccupied  portions  of  any  such  city.  Where  the  public  interests  do  not  require 
the  electrical  conductors  to  be  placed  underground,  and  wherever  in  any  other 
locality  of  said  city  it  is  deemed  by  said  Board  to  be  for  any  cause  impractical  to 
construct  or  successfully  operate  underground  or  electrical  conductors  required  by 
any  company,  then  and  in  either  of  those  cases  It  shall  be  the  duly  of  said  Board 
of  Commissioners  to  examine  and  grant  the  application  for  permission  to  deviate 
from  an  underground  system. 

It  appears  from  this  that  the  lawmakers  had  in  mind  the  very  circumstances 
that  surround  these  outlying  suburban  districts,  such  as  are  traversed  by  the  three 
great  railroads  leading  into  New  York,  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company,  the  New  York,  New  Haven  and  Hartford  Railroad  Company 
and  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company. 

In  regard  to  the  New  York,  New  Haven  and  Hartford  Railroad  Company,  its 
system  is  entirely  different  from  that  of  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River 
Railroad  Company.  It  uses  what  is  known  as  the  trolley  system,  taking  its  elec- 
tricity from  overhead,  and  It  has  this  system  installed  now  from  Woodlawn  to 
Stamford,  and  is  waiting  for  permits  to  construct  the  same  system  over  its  New 
Rochelle  and  Harlem  branch.  Should  it  be  compelled  to  bury  its  wires  it  could 
not  use  the  present  system,  and  all  that  it  has  now  expended  in  developing  the 
same  would  be  absolutely  lost. 

The  cases  cited  by  the  counsel  for  the  complainant  relating  to  proceedings  that 
referred  to  companies  using  those  streets  and  avenues  of  the  city  are  not  in  any 
way  analogous  to  the  present  case.  To  my  mind  it  would  be  exceedingly  unjust 
and  unfair  for  this  Commls<?lon  to  require  the  railroad  company  to  place  its  wires 
underground  so  far  as  the  city  line,  unless  it  were  also  to  be  compelled  to  place  them 
underground  to  the  terminus  of  Its  lines,  for  there  is  certainly  no  more  danger  to 
the  traveling  public  (and  that  is  the  only  danger  that  the  complainant  seemed 
to  fear)  in  the  aerial  lines  south  of  the  city  line  than  there  would  be  north  of  the 
city  line. 

The  great  danper  that  the  counsel  for  the  complainant  argued  for  upon  the  trial 
was  the  danger  of  dorallmont.  He  laid  great  strosa  on  the  fact  that  if  a  train  of 
cars  should  be  dorallod.  and  If  the  cars  should  hit  one  of  those  poles,  and  if  the 
pole  should  be  knocked  down,  and  if  the  high  tension  wire  should  strike  the  car, 
there  might  be  a  droadful  fatality.  These  poles  are  most  of  them,  excepting  at 
stations,  located  14  feet  from  the  center  of  the  nearest  track,  and  from  the  evi- 
dence produced   it   seemed   most  unlikely   in  case  of  a  derailment  that  the  cart 
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would  ever  reach  the  poles ;  and  the  testimony  of  some  of  the  experts  best  qualified 
10  testify  as  to  what  the  result  would  be  in  case  a  car  did  hit  one  of  those  poles 
was  that  the  pole  would  be  broken  loose  at  the  base  and  the  high  tension  wire 
was  of  sufficient  strength  to  hold  the  pole  in  suspension,  with  no  probability  that 
the  wire  would  ever  touch  the  car. 

Another  danger  that  the  counsel  for  the  complainant  was  exercised  about  was 
the  danger  of  interference  from  outsiders  with  the  overhead  high  tension  wire,  such 
as  vicious  persons  might  be  inclined  to  exercise  during  periods  of  strike,  &c 

If  vicious  or  malicious  persons  were  inclined  to  injure  the  defendant  in  this 
case  by  interfering  with  their  service,  they  could  do  more  damage  by  interfering 
with  the  underground  conduit  than  they  could  if  they  interfered  with  the  aerial 
line.  The  evidence  showed  that  interference  with  the  aerial  line  would  be  very 
easily  located  and  speedily  remedied,  while  an  interference  with  the  conduit  line 
would  be  exceedingly  serious  and  dangerous ;  as  a  dynamite  bomb  placed  in  one  of 
the  manholes  would  readily  place  the  whole  system  out  of  commission  for  consider- 
able time,  while  the  cutting  or  breaking  of  some  of  the  aerial  lines  would  leave 
the  others  in  commission  and  even  if  they  were  all  broken  they  could  be  very 
readily  repaired. 

Section  49  gives  the  Commission  power  to  order  improvements  in  equipments 
where  the  property  and  equipment  are  proved  to  be  unsafe.  I  am  of  the  opinion 
that  the  complainant  has  failed  to  prove  in  all  the  evidence  submitted  that  the 
aerial  system  for  the  lines  in  question  is  unsafe.  No  evidence  of  any  injury  to 
persons  or  property  due  to  these  aerial  lines  was  presented.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  in  many  sections  It  might  be  exceedingly  dangerous  to  have  this  high  tension 
carried  through  the  air  even  on  such  well  constructed  poles  as  those  used  by  the 
defendant  in  this  case,  but  what  would  be  best  in  a  thickly  congested  part  ml^t 
not  be  considered  necessary  in  the  sparsely  settled  portion,  especially  where  the 
aerial  lines  run,  over  a  private  right  of  way,  excepting  at  a  few  street  crossings, 
entirely  Inclosed  with  a  high  iron  picket  fence,  principally  to  protect  the  third  rail. 
It  also  gives  protection  from  the  high  tension  wires  as  well  to  the  public  outside  of 
those  that  are  in  the  cars  themselves. 

There  is  no  such  thing  as  absolute  safety  In  railroad  operation,  unless  possibly 
if  the  roads  were  to  run  their  cars  at  a  rate  a  horse  would  be  driven,  five  or  six 
miles  an  hour.  If  the  overhead  lines  are  safe,  as  admitted  by  all,  it  would  seem 
to  be  a  great  injustice  for  this  Commission  to  compel  the  railroad  company  over 
its  right  of  way  to  destroy  its  present  lines,  the  construction  of  which  has  been 
so  highly  complimented  by  all  of  the  witnesses,  and  construct  an  underground 
conduit  system,  estimated  to  cost  from  one  and  a  half  to  two  millions  of  dollars, 
especially  when  there  is  a  doubt  whether  that  form  of  construction  is  any  safer 
than  the  overhead  line. 

I  think  that  the  best  evidence  of  what  will  be  is  usually  what  has  been,  and  the 
experience  of  this  railroad  since  the  Inception  of  its  electrical  operation  has  been 
that  Its  troubles  have  all  been  with  the  underground  conduit  system. 

In  coming  to  this  decision  it  should  be  well  understood  that  the  Commission 
does  not  take  a  stand  for  aerial  high  tension  lines  in  preference  to  underground, 
but  is  simply  passing  on  the  evidence  submitted  in  this  case,  which  has  failed  to 
prove  that  these  aerial  linos  are  unsafe. 

I  would  therefore  recommend  that  the  complaint  against  the  railroad  company 
asking  for  an  order  requiring  It  to  place  its  high  tension  aerial  lines  underground 
along  its  right  of  way  within  the  city  limits  be  denied. 

This  brings  us  to  the  consideration  of  the  high  tension  lines  crossing  the  various 
highways  over  which  the  complainant  has  stated  that  it  has  Jurisdiction  itself. 
Now,  the  evidence  submitted  on  the  trial  in  this  case  is  all  similar  to  that  of  the 
chief  engineer  of  the  complainant,  Mr.  Lacombe,  in  which  he  said  "  I  think  it 
would  be  weakening  to  the  electrical  strength  of  the  line  to  place  It  .underground 
across  the  streets  and  have  It  ovorhojid  on  the  right  of  way ;  that  would  be  a 
botch  Job."  He  further  says  it  would  not  in  liis  opinion  be  safe  construction  look- 
ing at  It  from  service  and  operating  side  and  from  the  public  side,  and  that  if 
the  line  had  to  be  put  alone  tho  ricrht  of  way  and  they  had  to  have  some  overhead 
and  some  underground  he  would  rather  have  it  overhead  all  along  than  have  over- 
head there  and  undorgrourid  somewhere  else,  and  then  says,  "  if  I  could  not  have 
it  our  way,   rather  than   have   it  part  one  way   and  part  another,  I  would  be  in 


Obdeks  of  the  Commission  Issued  in  1908.  687 

fayor  of  leaving  it  overhead."  All  of  the  other  experts  voiced  the  same  sentiment 
as  to  changing  the  line  from  aerial  to  underground  simply  under  the  highways 
over  which  It  crossed. 

I  therefore  recommend  that  no  order  be  issued  regarding  the  aerial  lines  over 
the  highways. 

The  special  objections  made  to  the  aerial  line  by  the  complalnant^s  experts  in 
part  have  been  remedied.  One  of  the  objections  made  by  several  of  the  witnesses 
was  the  fact  that  at  certain  highway  crossings  other  lines,  such  as  telephone  and 
telegraph  wires,  crossed  over  the  high  tension  lines.  These,  I  understand,  have  all 
been,  or  will  be,  corrected  by  the  company  by  the  erection  of  higher  poles  so  that 
the  high  tension  lines  will  be  the  overhead  lines ;  although  at  Spuyten  Duyvil  the 
railroad  company  has  already  had  the  telegraph  and  telephone  lines  placed  beneath 
the  high  tension  lines. 

Another  objection  was  raised  to  giving  what  was  called  suspension  support  to 
the  high  tension  lines  where  they  crossed  highway  crossings.  I  am  of  the  same 
opinion  as  the  expert,  Gibbs,  who  said  that  he  believed  that  if  the  high  tension 
lines  were  made  of  safflclent  strength  It  was  not  necessary  to  duplicate  them  by 
placing  another  wire  upon  the  same  poles  to  support  them.  In  fact,  it  was  more 
likely  to  weaken  than  it  was  to  strengthen  the  structure.  And  I  believe  with  the 
constant  watching  and  attention  that  the  defendant  is  giving  to  those  aerial  lines, 
that  the  present  overhead  aerial  line  crossing  various  streets  in  tfie  city  of  New 
York  is  adequate  and  safe. 

Objection  was  also  made  to  the  use  of  several  wooden  poles  at  or  near  Spuyten 
Duyvil.  The  evidence  shows  that  these  poles  are  for  temporary  use,  and  are  to 
be  replaced  with  steel  poles  as  soon  as  the  line  of  the  road  at  this  point  has 
been  changed. 

Objection  was  made  by  the  engineers  of  the  complainant  and  Mr.  Oibbs  to  a 
section  of  the  high  tension  line  on  the  Harlem  division  north  of  Woodlawn  Road 
Bridge  where  the  line  comes  on  about  a  level  with  the  back  yards  of  a  few  houses, 
and  It  was  suggested  that  this  section  be  removed  to  the  other  side  of  the  right  of 
way.  I  have  personally  gone  over  this  section  and  find  that  for  most  of  the  dis- 
tance from  Woodlawn  Road  Bridge  to  the  cross-over  bridge  at  pole  54,  north  of 
Willlamsbridge,  the  westerly  side  of  the  right  of  way  is  the  best  side  for  the  high 
tension  line,  as  for  quite  a  distance  It  is  protected  from  the  street  by  a  high  retain- 
ing wall.  On  the  east  side  of  the  right  of  way  there  are  now  the  telegraph  and 
telephone  wires  in  great  numbers.  These  would  necessarily  have  to  be  removed 
before  the  high  tension  wires  could  be  constructed  along  that  side.  The  present 
situation  would  be  better  remedied,  In  my  Judgment,  by  causing  the  present  poles 
from  No.  30  to  No.  36  to  be  lengthened  at  least  fifteen  feet,  and  that  the  iron 
picket  fence  along  this  stretch  be  erected  where  not  now  done. 

I  would  therefore  recommend  that  an  order  issue  directing  the  defendant  to 
lengthen  poles  31,  32,  33,  34  and  35  on  its  Harlem  branch  at  least  fifteen  feet,  and 
that  the  westerly  side  of  the  right  of  way  between  Woodlawn  Road  Bridge  and 
Will iamsb ridge  be  protected  by  an  iron  picket  fence  similar  to  the  fence  now 
erected  south  of  Woodlawn  Road  Bridge. 

Thereupon  the  following  iinal  order  was  issued: 


JOHN  H.  O'BRIEN.  Commissioner  of  Water  Supply, 
Qas  and  Electricity  of  the  City  of  New  York, 

Oomplairutnt, 
against 

NEW    YORK     CENTRAT.    AND     HUDSON     RIVER 
RAILROAD   COMPANY, 

Defendant. 


*  Maintenance  of  high  tension   transmission   system 
contrary  to  permit  granted  by  city." 


FINAL  ORDER  No.  700. 
August  28,  1908. 


This  matter  coming  on  upon  a  petition  of  John  H.  O'Brien,  Oommissloner  of 
Water  Supply,  Ga.s  and  Electricity  of  the  city  of  New  York,  verified  January  23, 
1908,  and  the  answer  of  the  New  T^ork  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company 
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thereto,  verified  February  13,  1008,  and  an  order  for  hearing  having  been  made  on 
said  complaint  and  answer,  being  Order  No.  299,  of  this  Commission,  on  the  3d  day 
of  March,  1908,  and  returnable  on  the  18th  day  of  March  at  2  .30  p.  m..  and  said 
order  having  been  duly  served  upon  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  Blver  Rail- 
road Company,  and  said  hearing  having  been  duly  held  on  the  18th  day  of  March, 
1908,  at  2  :30  o'clock  p.  M.,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  March  27,  1908,  and 
by  adjournment  duly  had  on  March  30,  1908,  and  by  adjournment  dulv  had  on 
March  31,  1908,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  April  1,  1908,  and  by  adjournment 
duly  had  on  April  3,  1908.  and,  by  adjournment,  duly  had  on  April  9,  1908,  and, 
by  adjournment,  duly  had  on  April  16,  1908,  and,  by  adjournment,  duly  had  ou 
April  22.  1908,  and,  by  adjournment,  duly  had  on  April  30,  1908,  and,  by  ad- 
journment, duly  had  on  May  8,  1908,  and,  by  adjournment,  duly  had  on  May  22, 
1908,  and,  by  adjournment,  duly  had  on  June  4,  1908,  and,  by  adjournment,  duly 
had  on  June  15,  1908,  before  Hon.  John  E.  Euatis,  Commissioner,  presiding,  William 
P.  Burr,  Esq.,  Assistant  Corporation  Counsel,  appearing  for  the  complainant,  and 
Alexander  S.  Lyman,  Esq.,  General  Attorney,  appearing  for  the  New  York  Central 
and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company;  and  the  Commission  being  of  the  opinion 
after  said  hearing  that  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company 
ought  to  make  the  changes  in  its  overhead  high  tension  transmission  system  herein- 
after provided,  in  order  to  promote  the  safety  and  the  convenience  of  the  public, 
and  in  order  to  secure  safe,  adequate,  and  proper  service  and  facilities  for  the 
transportation  of  passengers;  , 

It  ia  orderrd.  That  the  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  Blver  Ballroad  Company 
lengthen  to  the  extent  of  at  least  fifteen  feet,  poles  Nos.  31,  32,  33,  34  and  35  of 
its  overhead  high  tension  transmission  system  on  its  Harlem  branch; 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  the  said  company  protect  the  westerly  side  of  its 
right  of  way  Ixtween  Wood  lawn  Road  Bridge  and  Williamsbrldge  with  an  iron 
picket  fence,  similar  to  the  fence  now  erected  south  of  Woodlawn  Boad  Bridge; 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  except  as  hereinbefore  provided,  said  complaint 
of  John  H.  O'Brien,  Commissioner  of  Water  Supply,  Gas,  and  Electricity  of  the  city 
of  New  York  against  the  New  York  Central  ana  Hudson  Blver  Ballroad  Company, 
be,  and  it  here]>y  is,  dismissod,  without  prejudice  to  the  right  of  the  Commission 
to  make  such  order  or  orders  for  hearing  as  it  may  deem  necessary  upon  any  of 
'the  matters  contained  in  said  complaint: 

And  it  ifi  further  ordertd.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  the  28th  day  of 
August,  1908,  and  remain  In  force  until  modified  by  further  order  of  this  Com- 
mission. 

And  it  is  further  ordered,  That  said  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  Biver  Batlroad 
Company  notify  this  Commission  in  writing  within  five  days  after  the  service  upon 
it  of  this  order,  whether  the  terms  of  this  order  Are  accepted  and  will  be  olieyea. 


New  York,  New  Haven  and  Hartford  Railroad  Company,  Har- 
lem River  and  Portchester  Railroad  Company. — ^Applica- 
tion for  permission  to  operate  the  Harlem  River  and  Port- 
chester Railroad  by  the  high  potential,  alternating  electric 
current  system. 


In  the  Afatter 
of  the 
Applirntion  of  the  NKW  YORK.  NEW  HAVEN  k 
HARTFORD  RAIT.ROAD  (Y)MPANY  and  the 
HARLEM  RIVER  &  PORTniESTER  RAILROAD 
for  pormission  nnd  approval  to  excrciso  the  right 
to  oporsito  the  llnrlom  River  and  l'ort('host<'r  Rail- 
road by  tho  hiL'li  potential,  altcruallim  olcctrlc  cur- 
rent s>stcin.  niider  section  53  of  the  Public  Service 
Commissions  l^iw. 


CASE    No.    1,001, 

HEARING  ORDER. 

December  1,  19U8. 


electric  current  sjsteui,   under  section  r»;i  of  the  I^ublic  Service  Commisslona  Law; 
and 

Whereas,  it  appears  from  paid  pe^^ltlon  that  the  construction  to  be  made  InddentaJ 
to  the  us(»  of  the  hi^h  poioTitial.  alternatini:  electric  current  Bystem  on  the  Harlem 
River  &  I'ortclie'^tcr  Rail  road  and  the  riuht  to  operate  trains  by  means  of  snch 
hiph  potential,  alternatiuj:  electric  current  system,  are  to  be  made  and  exerdsed 
in  both  dif^tricts  ; 
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Now  therefore,  It  is 

Resolved,  That  the  application  of  the  New  York,  New  Haven  &  Hartford  Railroad 
Company  and  of  the  Harlem  River  and  Portchester  Railroad  be  heard  by  and  before 
the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  on  the  11th  day  of  December, 
1908,  at  2  :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  in  the  hearing  room  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  First  District,  and  that  said  New  York,  New  Haven  &  Hartford 
Railroad  Company  and  the  Harlem  River  and  Portchester  Railroad  publish  a  notice 
of  said  application  and  of  the  time  and  place  of  said  hearing  in  the  following 
newspapers:  New  York  Times  and  the 'New  York  Evening  Post,  published  in  the 
city  of  New  York,  on  at  least  two  separate  days  before  said  hearing,  and  file  proof 
of  such  publication  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the 
First  District  on  or  before  the  opening  of  said  hearing. 

Hearing  held  December  11th. 


INSPECTION  OF  KECOKDS,  POWER  PLANTS  AND 
EQUIPMENT  OF  STREET  RAILROAD  CORPORA- 
TIONS. 


Street    Railroad    Corporations. —  Inspection    of    records,    power 
plants  and  equipment. 

*  [The  Commission  has  express  power  to  enter  the  offices  of  street  railroad  com- 
panies  to  inspect  their  records,  and  may  delegate  this  power  to  its  officers  or 
employees.  It  has  authority  to  inspect  power  plants  of  such  companies.  It  also 
has  power  to  require  such  companies  to  give  its  electrical  engineer  access  to  their 
car  barns  to  ascertain  whether  its  order  to  repair  cars  is  being  obeyed.  Procedure 
to  enforce  this  right] 

The  counsel  to  the  coramission  rendered  the  following  opinion  as  to  the 
right  of  employes  of  the  commission  to  enter  car  barns. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

July  2,  1908. 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District: 

SiBS : —  I  have  received  the  communication  of  the  Secretary,  dated  June  25,  1908, 
transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Electrical  Engineer,  in  which  he  states  that  the 
watchmen  at  the  car  barns  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  have  refused  to  permit 
him  to  enter  the  buildings  for  the  purpose  of  examining  street  cars  directed  to  be 
repaired  by  certain  orders  of  the  Commission.  My  opinion  is  asked  as  to  what  are 
the  rights  of  the  Commission  In  the  premlsos. 

Subdivision  3  of  section  66  of  Article  IV  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law 
provides  that  the  Commission, 

"  shall  have  access  through  its  members  or  persons  employed  and  authorized 
by  it  to  make  such  examinations  and  investigations  to  all  parts  of  the  manu- 
facturing plants  owned,  used  or  operated  for  the  manufacture  or  distribution 
of  gas  by  any  such  person,  corporation  or  municipality." 

The  sections  of  the  act  referring  to  the  powers  of  the  Commission  in  respect  to 
railroads,  street  railroads  and  common  carriers  confers  no  such  specific  power  upon 
the  Commission.  This  may  perhaps  be  explained  by  the  fact  that  Article  IV  of  the 
act  relating  to  gas  and  electrical  corporations  was  substantially  a  re-enactment  of 
the  prior  statute  relating  to  that  subject  (Chap.  737,  Laws  of  1905). 

But  section  45,  subdivision  2,  provides  that 

*'  Each  commission  shall  have  the  general  supervision  of  all  common  carriers, 
•  ♦  •  and  shall  have  power  to  and  shall  examine  the  same  and  keep  Informed 
as  to  their  general  condition,  •  •  ♦  and  the  manner  in  which  their  lines, 
otcned,  leased,  controlled  or  operated,  are  managed,  conducted  and  operated, 
not  only  with  respect  to  the  adequacy,  security  and  accommodation  afforded  by 
their  service,  but  also  with  respect  to  their  compliance  with  all  provisions  of 
law,  orders  of  the  commission  and  charter  requirements." 

Subdivision  .3  of  that  section  provides  that  the  Commission, 

"  shall    have   power   to  examine  all    books,    contracts,    records,   documents   and 
papers  of  any  person  or  corporation  subject  to  its  supervision." 

*  See  foot  note,  page  9. 
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Section  52  provldee  that, 

"  The  commiaslon  shall  at  all  times  have  access  to  all  accounts,  records  and 
memoranda  kept  by  railroad  and  street  railroad  corporations  •  •  *  and 
may  designate  any  of  its  officers  or  employees  who  shall  thereupon  have 
authority  under  Vie  order  of  the  oommisaion  to  inspect  and  examine  any  and 
all  accounts,  records  and  memoranda  kept  by  such  corporations.'* 

Section  48,  subdivision  1  directs  that 

"  Each  commission  may,  of  its  own  motion,  investigate  or  make  inquiry,  in 
a  manner  to  he  determined  by  it,  as  to  any  act  or  thing  done  or  omitted  to  be 
done  by  any  common  carrier,  railroad  corporation  or  street  railroad  corporation, 
subject  to  its  supervision,  and  the  commission  must  make  such  inquiry  in 
regard  to  any  act  or  thing  done  or  omitted  to  be  done  by  any  such  common 
carrier,  railroad  corporation  or  street  railroad  corporation  in  violation  of  any 
provision  of  law  or  in  violation  of  any  order  of  the  commission." 

The  Commission  is  thus  given  express  power  to  enter  the  offices  of  street  railroad 
companies  for  the  purpose  of  inspecting  its  records,  and  to  delegate  that  power 
to  its  officers  or  employees. 

It  is  also  given  the  express  power  to  investigate  the  motive  power  of  street 
railroad  corporations  and  to  make  orders  in  regard  thereto  (§{50  and  51).  Such 
Investigations  would  necessarily  involve  inspection  of  the  power  plants  of  street 
railroad  corporations. 

Moreover,  the  act  directs  that  the  Commission  "  must "  make  Inquire  in  regard 
to  any  act  or  thing  done  in  violation  of  any  order  of  the  Commission.  To  ascertain 
whether  the  orders  in  question  directing  the  receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Railway 
Company  to  repair  its  cars  within  the  time  and  in  the  manner  directed,  are  beine 
obeyed,  it  is  necessary  to  inspect  the  car  barns  of  the  company  so  as  to  be  advised 
of  the  progress  of  the  work  and  such  inspection  can  be  made  only  by  an  expert.  In 
no  other  way  can  the  Commission  comply  with  this  mandatory  provision  of  the  act. 

Section  4  of  the  act  provides  as  follows : 

••  Bach  commission  shall  possess  the  powers  and  duties  hereinafter  specified 
and  also  all  powers  necessary  or  proper  to  enable  it  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of 
this  act." 

The  evident  purpose  of  this  provision  was  to  give  the  Commission  general  powers 
to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  act  in  all  cases  which  could  hardly  have  been 
enumerated  by  the  Legislature.  Under  this  section,  I  think,  the  Commission  has 
ample  power  to  require  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  or  its  receivers,  to 
give  the  Electrical  En^neer  access  at  all  proper  times  to  the  car  barns,  in  order 
to  ascertain  whether  the  terms  of  the  orders  made  by  the  Commission  requiring 
repairs  are  being  complied  with. 

I  suggest  that  the  Commission  serve  upon  the  receivers  of  the  New  York  City 
Railway  Company  an  order  for  hearing  with  respect  to  any  violations  of  the  orders 
of  the  Commission  respecting  the  overhauling  of  cars  in  denying  to  the  Commission's 
engineers  access  to  car  bams  or  workshops  of  the  receivers,  and  inspection  by  them 
of  overhauling  work  done  or  being  done  under  said  orders,  and  as  to  whether  the 
Commission  should  make  its  order  addressed  to  the  receivers  and  all  officers  and 
employees  of  the  receivers,  requiring  them  and  each  of  them  at  all  times  to  allow 
to  the  Commission  and  the  engineers  of  the  Commission  admission  to  the  car  bams 
and  workshops  of  the  receivers  for  inspection  of  any  and  all  work  completed  or 
directed  to  be  done,  or  then  or  there  being  done  under  the  said  orders  of  the  Com- 
mission. If  Ihe  receivers  of  the  New  Yotk  City  Railway  Company,  or  any  of  their 
officers  or  employees  should  disobey  the  order  made  after  such  hearing,  the  order 
may  be  enforced  as  provided  in  sections  56  and  57,  Public  "Service  Commissions 
Law. 

Respectfully  yours, 
(Signed)  GB6.  S.  COLEMAN. 

Counsel  to  the  Commis9iqii(y 
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IXVESTIGATION  INTO  THE  GENERAL  CONDITION 
OF  RAILROADS,  STREET  RAILROADS  AND  COM- 
MON CARRIERS. 


Investigation  of  the  General  Condition  of  Railroad  and  Street 
Railroad  Corporations  and  Common  Carriers. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 
Order  No.  616. 
Opinion  of  Counsel. 

May   7,   1906. 
Pvblic  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District: 

SiBS : —  I  am  In  receipt  of  your  Secretary's  letter,  bearing  date  May  4th,  inqnlr- 
lUK  as  to  the  best  method  of  securing  documents  which  companies  have  so  far 
failed  to  file,  and  desiring  my  opinion  as  to  the  advisability  of  a  general  proceeding 
under  which  any  specific  subject  may  be  taken  up. 

Power  to  require  copies  of  papers  and  documents  to  be  filed  and  information  to 
be  given  by  corporations  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  is  very  much 
broader  under  the  sections  having  to  do  with  railroads  and  common  carriers  than 
It  Is  under  the  sections  havlnpr  to  do  with  electrical  corporations  and  gas  corporations. 

In  case  of  failure,  however,  by  either  railroad  or  gas  and  electrical  corporations 
to  comply  with  the  reouisition  of  the  Commission  for  filing  copies  of  documents, 
the  convenient  remedy  Is  to  institute  an  invest  lira  tion,  as  authorized  by  the  Public 
Service  Commissions  Law.  Such  an  investigation  may  be  instituted  as  to  any 
particular  corporation  or  as  to  any  group  of  corporations  and  I  have  no  doubt 
that  a  sweeping  resolution  instituting  an  investigation  or  Inquiry  as  to  all  railroads, 
or  all  gas  corporations  and  electrical  corporations,  Is  within  the  powers  of  the 
Commission. 

I  have  accordingly  drafted  and  I  herewith  transmit  to  you  two  proposed  resolu- 
tions, one  drawn  under  the  railroad  sections  of  the  law  and  the  other  drawn  under 
the  gns  and  electricity  sections  of  the  law,  in  which  you  will  observe  that  a  certain 
portion  Is  bracketed,  so  that  if  you  prefer,  that  portion  may  be  left  blank,  in  case 
the  resolutions  are  printed,  and  the  name  of  any  particular  corporation  or  person 
which  it  is  desired  to  Investigate  may  later  be  inserted,  or  If  It  Is  desired  to 
Institute  general  investigations,  the  words  can  be  retained  as  in  these  drafts. 

The  r<*citals  which  add  somewhat  to  the  length  of  the  resolutions  are  inserted, 
as  In  other  cases,  for  use  in  the  event  of  an  application  to  the  Court  to  commit 
a  witness  for  refusal  to  obey,  as  showing  that  the  proceeding  Is  based  upon  a 
resolution  which  follows  the  exact  wording  of  the  law,  and  Is  prima  facie  in 
execution  of  the  powers  of  the  Commission. 

My  suggestion  Is  that  If  this  general  Investigation  be  instituted  the  proceeding 
should  be  kept  alive  by  proper  adjournments  from  time  to  time  by  such  Commis- 
sioners as  may  be  presiding  at  the  time  of  anv  session  thereunder. 

Respectfully  yours, 
(Signed)  GEO.  8.  COLESMAN. 

Counsel    to    the   Commission. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Investigation,  under  nectlons  45  and  48  of  the  Pub- 
lic Service  Commissions  Law,  into  the  general 
condition  of  each  and  every  common  carrier,  rail- 
road, street  railroad,  railroad  corporation,  street 
railroad  corporation,  and  corporation  controlling 
or  operating  anv  common  carrier,  railroad  or 
street  railroad  within  the  First  District. 


ORDER   No.   lUS. 

Jane  16,  1908. 


Whereas,  This  Commission  Is  vested  by  law  with  the  general  supervision  of  all 
common  carriers,  railroads,  street  railroads,  railroad  corporations  and  street  rail- 
road corporations,  and  all  oorporntions  or  persons  controlling  or  ooeratlng  any 
railroad  or  street  railroad  within  Us  jtirisdlctlon,  and  not  only  has  the  nower  but 
Is  charged  with  the  duty  to  keep  informed  as  to  their  general  condition,  their 
capltallzntlon.  their  franchises  and  the  manner  In  which  their  lines,  owned,  leased, 
controlled  or  operated,  are  manai^ed,  conducted  and  operated,  not  only  with  respect 
to  the  adequacy,  security  and  accommodation  afforded  bv  their  service,  but  also 
with  respect  to  their  compliance  with  all  provisions  of  law  and  their  charter 
reaulrements. 

Now.  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved.  Thnt  this  Commission  shall  forthwith,  as  required  by  sections  46  and 
48  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law.  Investigate  and  examine  the  general 
condition  of  ench  nnd  every  common  carrier,  railroad,  street  railroad,  railroad 
corporation,  street  railroad  corporation  and  corporation  controlling  or  operating 
any  common  carrier,  railroad  or  street  railroad  within  Its  Jurisdiction.  Its  capital- 
isation, Its  franchises  and  the  manner  In  which  its  lines,  owned,  leased,  controlled 
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or  operated,  are  conducted  and  operated,  including  the  adequacy,  security  and 
accommodation  afforded  by  Its  service  and  with  respect  to  Its  compliance  with  ail 
provisions  of  law  and  its  charter  requirements. 

Further  resolved,  That  the  Chairman  may  desienate  from  time  to  time  a  Com- 
missioner to  preside,  with  power  to  call  and  to  adjourn  hearings  hereunder. 


APPRAISAL  OF  PROPEETY  OF  STREET  RAILROAD 
CORPORATIONS  IX  THE  BOROUGHS  OF  MAN- 
HATTAN AND  THE  BRONX. 


New  York  City  Railway  Company. —  Appraisal  of  property  of 
street  railroad  companies  in  the  Boroughs  of  Manhattan  and 
the  Bronx. 


In  the  Matter 
of 

TnaWllty  on  the  part  of  the  NEW  YORK  CITY 
RAILWAY  COMPANY  to  furnish  adequate  service 
upon  the  street  car  lines  and  still  maintain  suffi- 
cient funds  to  pay  the  rentals  of  many  leased 
lines. 


ORDER  No.  fiTS. 

June  12,  1908. 


Whereas,  the  receivers  of  the  New  York  City  Railway  Company  have  stated  to 
the  Commission  that  it  is  impossible  for  them  to  provide  adequate  service  upon 
the  street  car  lines  in  Manhattan  Ijocause  there  would  not  be  sufficient  funds  to 
pay  the  rentals  of  many  leased  lines  If  the  service  were  made  adequate :  and 

Whereas,  the  invest ijfatlons  made  into  the  books  of  this  company  and  its  sub- 
sidiary companies  last  fall  Indicated  in  certain  instances  that  the  companies  were 
greatly  over-capitalized  and  that  the  rentals  being  paid  were  out  of  proportion  to 
the  value  of  the  lines ;  and 

Whereas,  thousands  of  citizens  of  New  York  will  be  seriously  inconvenienced  by 
the  abolition  of  transfers  by  the  receivers ;  and 

W^hereas,  it  has  been  assorted  that  if  a  fair  rental  were  paid  to  the  subsidiary 
companies  based  upon  a  fair  vnhio  of  their  property  the  company  could  give  ade- 
quate service  and  retain  a  satisfactory  system  of  transfers ;  and 

Whereas,  these  questions  raised  by  the  action  of  the  receivers  cannot  be  defi- 
nitely answered  without  a  knowledge  of  the  value  of  the  property  of  each  line  as 
one  factor :  therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Commission  proceed  to  inventory  and  appraise  the  property, 
tancrlble  and  intangible,  of  the  street  railway  companies  in  the  boroughs  of  Man- 
hattan and  The  Bronx,  and  that  the  Chairman  have  general  direction  of  the  work. 


MATTERS  RKLATIXG  TO  GAS  AXD  ELECTRIC  COM- 
PATs^IES  OTHER  THAN  RATES. 


Gas  Meter  Tests. —  Rules  and  regulations  regarding  testing  of 

gas  meters.  • 

Commissioner  ^lallbie  presoiitod  the  following  report,  which  was  approved 
regarding  tlie   testing  of  gas  meters. 

Report  of  Commissioner  Maltbie. 

New  York,  September  20,  1907. 
To  the  Pul)lic  Service  Coynmifffiion  for  thr  Firftt  District: 

Sirs  : —  Yotir  committee  to  whom  was  rofcrrod  tlie  question  of  the  testing  of  gas 
motors  boRs  to  submit  tho  following  roport : 

The  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  of  1907  transferred  the  powers  and  dntiea 


i  Oedebs  of  the  Commission  Issued  in  1908.  693 

of  the  State  Inspector  of  Gas  Meters  within  the  area  of  Greater  New  York  to  this 
Commission.  It  became  incumbent  upon  the  Commission,  therefore,  to  provide  a 
system  for  the  Inspection,  testing  and  sealing  of  gas  meters,  and  a  committee  was 

j  accordingly  appointed. 

Your  committee  hrst  ascertained  the  methods  which  had  been  used  by  the  State 

I  Inspector,   hoping   to  be   able   to   recommend  their   continuance,   so  that  the  work 

might  proceed  without  any  interruption  or  delay.  It  was  found,  however,  that 
meters  had  been  stamped  by  the  State  Inspector  that  had  not  been  tested,  i.  e., 

.  that  a  few  sample  meters  were  selected  from  a  large  number  of  new  meters  and 

the  entire  consignment  approved  upon  the  basis  of  a  test  of  a  few  meters.     It  was 

I  also  found  that  the  brass  tag  affixed  to  the  meters  by  the  State  Inspector  was  so 

j  attached  that  a  meter  might  be  changed,  repaired  or  completely  overhauled  with- 

out destroying  or  affecting  the  tag  in  any  way.  The  system  of  computing  the  per- 
centage of  inaccuracy  was  also  found  to  be  wrong. 

These  facts  made  it  quite  apparent  to  your  committee  that,  in  order  to  comply 

I  with  the  purpose  and  letter  of  the  statute,  which   required  that  every  meter  be 

•*  inspected,  approved  and  sealed,"  an  entirely  new  system  should  be  devised  which 

I  would  provide  for  thorough  and  accurate  inspection,  impartial  testing  and  a  method 

of  sealing  which  would  not  permit  the  meter  to  be  opened  without  breaking  the 
seal. 

Your  committee  recommend  that  Mr.  A.  B).  Forstall,  a  consulting  gas  engineer, 
be  employed  by  the  Commission  to  prepare  and  submit  such  a  scheme,  and  this 
recommendation  was  adopted  by  you.  Mr.  Forstall's  report,  with  the  exception 
of  certain  blank  forms  and  Instructions  to  testers,  is  submitted  herewith.  The 
instructions  and  forms  are  on  file  in  the  office  oi  this  Commission. 

With  Mr.  Forstall's  report  as  a  basis,  a  method  of  proving  and  sealing  meters 
was  formulated,  a  staff  of  meter  testers  organized  and  actual  work  begun,  with  the 

I  approval   of   the   Commission.     This   system   has  now   been   in   operation   over   two 

months  and  has  proved  to  be  satisfactory  except  In  a  few  minor  details,   which 

j  will  need  to  be  altered  when  sufficient  experience  has  been  had  to  demonstrate  the 

precise  way  in  which  improvements  may  be  made.  The  essential  features  of  the 
scheme  are  as  follows: 

1.  That  every  meter  shall  be  Inspected,  approved  and  sealed  before  being  put 
into  use. 

2.  That  the  "  sealing "  shall  be  of  such  a  nature  that  the  meter  cannot  be 
opened,  altered  or  changed  in  any  way  without  the  breaking  of  this  seal,  thereby 
making  It  necessary  to  relnspect,  reapprove  and  rescal  before  the  meter  may  again 
be  put  Into  use. 

3.  That  at  present  the  testing  of  meters  be  limited  to  the  accuracy  of  regis- 
tration, ordinarily  called  the  "  check  "  test.  This  seems  to  be  the  best  practice 
and  Is  generally  adopted,*  with  a  few  exceptions.  This  matter  Is  discussed  in  Mr. 
Forstall's  report. 

4.  That  any  meter  regarding  which  complaint  shall  be  made  shall  be  tested  by 
an  employee  of  the  Commission. 

5.  That  the  fee  to  be  paid  by  the  applicant  If  the  meter  is  slow  or  correct 
within  the  limits  allowed  by  the  law,  or  by  the  company  if  the  meter  is  fast 
beyond  the  percentage  fixed  in  the  statutes,  shall  be  as  small  as  may  be  reasonable. 

6.  That  a  notice  be  sent  to  the  complainant  and  to  the  company  of  the  results 
of  such  Inspection. 

7.  That  an  adequate  number  of  meter  testers  be  employed,  so  that  there  will  be 
no  delay,  either  to  the  consumer  or  to  the  company,  in  the  testing  of  meters. 

In  pursuance  of  this  plan  eleven  testing  stations  have  been  established  already ; 
two  are  at  the  factories  of  two  meter  companies,  and  nine  at  the  shops  of  seven 
gas  companies.  At  the  present  moment,  sixteen  testers  are  at  work,  and  the  num- 
ber will  be  Increased  as  rapidly  as  competent  men  can  \ye  secured.  The  civil  service 
list  was  exhausted  some  time  ago  and  dlfliculty  has  been  encountered  In  securing 
a  sufficient  number  of  men  to  proc«M»d  with  the  work  as  rapidly  as  desired,  but  a 
new  list  has  Just  been  submitted.  The  nnm!>er  of  testing  stations  will  be  increased 
as  soon  as  the  companies  equip  thorn  and  the  apparatus  approve<l  by  the  inspector 
of  the  Commls.slon. 

The  wages  paid  meter  testers  have  been  fixed  by  the  Commission  temporarily  at 
|3  per  day  for  eight  hours  work. 
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The  staff  of  the  Commission  will  probably  include  one  chief  inspector,  one  com' 
plaint  inspector,  and  from  fifteen  to  twenty  testers  at  worlc  in  the  testing  stations. 
Already  marked  improvement  in  the  work  of  the  testers  has  been  manifest,  and  the 
number  of  meters  tested  per  day  per  employee  is  about  double  the  number  tested 
under  the  State  Inspector  prior  to  July  1,  1907. 

So  far  as  the  work  of  the  Commission  is  concerned,  there  are  four  classes  of 
meters : 

1.  New  meters;  those  not  having  been  used  previously. 

2.  Repaired  meters;  those  having  been  used,  removed  from  the  consumers*  prem- 
ises, but  not  on  complaint,  and  repaired  by  the  companies. 

8.  Complaint  meters;  those  whose  accuracy  has  been  questioned  in  a  complaint 
to  the  Commission. 

4.  Removed  meters ;  those  that  have  been  in  use,  removed  from  the  consumers' 
premises,  but  not  on  complaint,  and  not  repaired. 

The  testing  of  these  meters  is  now  being  performed  under  the  following  instruc- 
tions : 

WORK  OF  Recobd  Clerk. 

(A)     Complaint  Meters. 

(1)  When  the  application  is  -made  in  person,  the  clerk  may  fill  out  application 
blank,  form  Ol  or  G2,  and  have  it  signed,  one  blank  being  used  for  each  meter. 
If  the  fee  is  paid,  a  receipt  (form  G3)  shall  be  given,  the  stub  being  detached  and 
retained  until  the  complaint  is  settled.  The  companies  are  to  be  billed  monthly 
for  the  amounts  due.  When  the  application  is  made  by  letter,  form  Gl  or  G2  shall 
be  filled  out  by  the  clerk  so  far  as  possible  from  the  data  given  in  the  letter. 
When  the  application  is  made  by  a  company,  the  clerk  shall  fill  out  and  send  to 
the  company  form  G17. 

(2)  The  clerk  shall  tben  take  two  cards  (form  G4),  one  white  and  one  yellow, 
which  cards  shall  be  exact  duplicates,  numbered  serially  with  the  application  num- 
ber and  used  in  order  of  these  numbers,  and  enter  upon  them  the  date,  the  name 
and  full  address  of  the  person  making  the  application,  the  name  of  the  gas  com- 
pany supplying  the  premises,  the  amount  of  the  fee,  and  if  the  slz6  of  the  meter 
is  known,  and  if  the  fee  is  paid  indicate  it  by  entering  the  date  in  the  proper 
space.  If  not  all  of  the  data  called  for  on  forms  Gl  or  G2  are  given,  the  clerk 
shall  send  the  forms  Gl  or  G2  to  the  complaint  Inspector,  to  be  filled  out  and 
returned.  When  form  Gl  or  G2  has  been  returned  by  the  inspector,  the  missing 
data  shall  be  inserted  on  form  G4,  and  the  application  shall  be  placed  on  file  in 
alphabetical  order  according  to  the  name  of  the  applicant  When  the  white  sheet 
of  form  G5  has  been  returned,  the  clerk  shall  send  this  white  sheet  to  the  proper 
gas  company  to  constitute  the  removal  order  for  the  meter,  shall  enter  upon  form 
G4  the  date  upon  which  this  order  has  been  sent,  and  shall  then  send  the  yellow 
card  of  form  G4  to  the  proper  tester  at  the  testing  station  as  a  notification  that 
the  meter  described  on  the  card  is  to  be  received  and  tested. 

(3)  When  the  card  has  been  returned  from  the  testing  station  after  the  test  has 
been  recorded,  the  record  clerk  shall  send  notice  of  the  result  of  the  test  to  the 
gas  company,  using  for  this  purpose  form  G7,  and  shall  also  send  notice  of  the 
result  of  the  test  to  the  consumer,  using  form  G8,  except  when  the  application  for 
the  test  was  made  by  the  gas  company ;  then  he  shall  use  form  G18.  After  filling 
out  these  notices,  he  shall  enter  upon  form  G4  (wh'ite  and  yellow)  the  dates  on 
which  tbey  were  sent.  If  the  meter  is  fast  beyond  the  limits  allowed  by  law,  the 
fee  deposited  for  the  test  shall  be  returned  to  the  consumer,  as  provided  in  forms 
G8  and  G9,  and  the  record  clerk  shall  enter  upon  form  G4  (white  and  yellow) 
and  the  stub  of  G3  'the  date  upon  which  this  fee  was  returned.  He  shall  also 
enter  upon  form  G4  the  date  upon  which  the  fee  for  a  fast  meter  is  paid  by  the 
gas  company.  In  the  case  of  a  meter  which  is  correct  or  slow,  the  last  two  entries 
are  not  to  be  made. 

(4)  When  forms  G4  (white  and  yellow)  have  been  entirely  filled  out,  the  white 
card  shall  be  filed  in  the  proper  place  alphabetically  by  the  name  of  the  consumer, 
and  the  duplicate  (yellow)   shall  be  filed  In  the  numerical  order  of  the  application. 

(5)  The  record  clerk  shall  keep  all  fees  until  the  test  has  been  made  and  the 
record  completed.  He  shall  then  deposit  them  monthly  with  the  city  treasurer, 
and  take  a  receipt  therefor,  to  be  deposited  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission. 
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(B)     AU  Meters. 

(6)  The  record  clerk  shall  file  and  hare  charge  of  the  daily  reports  made  by  the 
meter  testers.  The  yellow  sheets  shall  be  kept  as  records  until  the  books  for  which 
they  are  duplicates  shall  have  been  filled  and  returned  by  the  testers,  and  then 
these  duplicates  shall  be  destroyed. 

(7)  He  shall  also  make  up  monthly  summaries  of  tests  not  later  than  the  fif- 
teenth of  the  month  for  the  month  preceding.  For  this  work  he  shall  use  forms 
G13  to  G16,  and  these  forms  shall  be  kept  by  him  on  file. 

WOBK   OF  CHISF   INSPRCTOB. 

(8)  All  apparatus  for  the  testing  of  meters  shall  be  examined,  approved  and 
stamped  by  the  chief  inspector  before  being  used,  and  he  shall  also  oversee  the 
proving  and  sealing  of  all  meters. 

WOBK  OF   COMFIAINT   INSPECTOU. 

(A)     Complaint  Meters. 

(0)  The  complaint  inspector  to  whom  an  application  is  assigned  shall  take  the 
forms  sent  him,  prepare  and  send  out  notices  when  he  will  call  (form  OlO),  and 
proceed  to  the  premises  designated.  On  arrival  there  he  shall  obtain  and  enter 
the  missing  data  for  the  completion  of  the  forms,  shall  locate  the  meter,  enter  its 
description  on  the  forms  and  collect  the  fee,  if  it  has  not  been  paid,  entering  on 
the  forms  the  payment  of  this  fee  with  date  and  giving  the  proper  re«eipt  for  It 
(form  G3)  to  the  consumer.  He  shaU  then  fill  out  form  65,  detach  the  white 
original  sheet  from  the  tag  and  attach  the  tag  to  the  meter,  entering  in  the  proper 
place  on  form  04  the  date  as  an  indication  that  the  meter  has  been  tagged.  At 
the  end  of  the  day  he  shall  send  to  the  record  clerk  all  the  copies  of  form  G  and 
all  the  white  sheets  of  form  05  for  the  meters  to  which  he  has  attended,  and  the 
receipt  stubs  (form  03)  which  he  has  used.  At  least  once  each  week  he  shall 
account  to  the  clerk  for  all  fees  received  by  him. 

Work  of  thb  Metbb  Tbsters. 
(A)     Complaint  Meters. 

(10)  Upon  receiving  form  04  at  the  testing  station,  the  tester  shall  look  out 
for  the  arrival  of  the  meter  described  on  this  form,  and  when  it  is  received,  shall 
enter  in  the  proper  place  his  name  and  the  date  of  its  receipt.  He  shall  then  test 
the  meter,  after  allowing  it  to  remain  in  the  station  not  less  than  five  hours  in 
order  that  the  temperature  may  be  equalized,  within  twenty-four  hours  after  its 
receipt  unless  the  consumer  desires  to  be  present  at  the  test  and  it  cannot  be 
arranged  to  secure  his  presence  within  this  time  limit 

(11)  Complaint  meters  should  always  be  given  two  tests,  and  if  these  two  do 
not  agree  with  each  other  a  third  test  should  be  made.  If  the  two  tests  agree,  or 
if  the  three  tests  are  made,  the  average  of  all  the  tests  shall  be  taken  as  repre- 
senting the  condition  of  the  meter.  After  the  test  has  been  made,  the  tester  shall 
enter  the  record  in  the  meter  test  record  book,  writing  "  complaint  meter  **  In  the 
*'  remarks  "  column  and  shall  also  enter  upon  form  04  the  cubic  feet  passed  by 
the  meter  and  by  the  prover  and  the  percentage  fast  or  slow  shown  by  the  test. 
He  shall  also  fill  out  form  06  and  paste  it  upon  the  meter,  and  shall  seal  th') 
meter  In  the  manner  hereinafter  prescribed,  provided  the  meter  is  accurate  within 
the  limits  allowed  by  statute.  At  the  end  of  each  day  he  shall  send  to  the  record 
clerk  all  the  copies  of  form  04  upon  which  he  h^s  recorded  the  results  of  tests 
during  the  day. 

(B)     All  Meters. 

(12)  Before  beginning  work  each  mornln?  the  tester  should  see  that  the  tem- 
perature of  the  water  in  the  prover  is  the  same  as  that  of  the  air  in  the  room,  the 
temperature  of  the  water  being  adjusted  if  these  temperatures  are  not  the  same. 
For  the  purpose  of  observing  these  temperatures  two  therraomoters  must  be  pro- 
vided, one  being  placed  In  the  water  and  the  other  hung  up  in  the  nir,  and  these 
two  thermometers  should  be  checked  against  each  othor  to  «re  that  when  exposed 
to'  the    same   conditions   their   readings   are   the   same.      The   tester   must   also  be 
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satisfied  that  the  meters  which  he  has  to  test  have  been  in  the  immediate  yicinltr 
of  the  provers  for  a  sufficient  length  of  time  to  have  acquired  the  temperature  of 
the  air  surrounding  the  probers.  While  testing,  no  direct  sunlight  should  be 
allowed  to  strike  either  the  provers  or  the  meters  to  be  tested  and  the  obserya- 
tions  of  the  temperature  of  the  water  and  of  the  air  shall  be  made  at  least  every 
fifteen  minutes. 

(13)  Meters  are  to  be  given  the  check  test  only,  but  while  making  this  test  the 
size  of  the  dial  is  to  be  observed,  and  it  is  to  be  noted  whether  this  dial  is  of  the 
proper  size  for  the  size  of  the  meter. 

(14)  After  the  meter  has  been  connected  to  the  prover,  a  test  for  the  tightness 
of  the  connections  must  be  made  by  closing  the  meter  outlet  with  the  hand  and 
throwing  the  prover  cock  wide  open,  so  that  full  pressure  is  thrown  on  all  the 
connections  and  the  meter,  and  then  shutting  the  prover  cock  and  watching  the 
pressure  gauge  to  see  that  the  pressure  holds.  If  the  pressure  does  not  hold,  the 
connections  must  be  gone  over  and  another  test  for  tightness  made  before  the  test 
of  the  meter  Is  begun. 

(15)  From  1  cubic  foot  to  1%  Cubic  feet  of  air  must  be  passed  through  the 
meter  before  beginning  the  test  The  object  of  this  is  to  make  certain  that  the 
meter  is  working  freely  before  the  tes^  begins. 

(16)  The  proving  hand  on  the  dial  must  be  brought  to,  and  stopped  at,  one 
of  the  divisions  on  the  up  stroke  of  this  dial  and  the  test  started  With  the  hand 
at  such  a  division  and  concluded  when  the  hand  again  reaches  this  division  after 
making  a  complete  revolution. 

(17)  Meters  showing  on  the  first  test  a  proof  of  either  99  or  101,  or  one  between 
these  limits,  are  to  be  passed  on  this  single  test. 

(18)  Meters  showing  on  the  first  test  a  proof  between  98%  and  99,  or  between 
101  and  101 J^,  or  exactly  98%  or  101%,  are  to  be  given  a  second  test,  the  aver- 
age of  the  prover  readings  and  of  the  percentages  of  errors  for  the  two  tests  being 
recorded  and  the  meter  being  passed,  provided  the  average  proof  is  more  than  98 
and  not  more  than  102. 

(19)  Meters  showing  on  the  first  test  a  proof  between  98  and  98%,  or  between 
101%  and  102,  or  exactly  102,  are  to  be  given  a  second  test,  passing  four  cubic 
feet  through  three  and  five-light  meters  on  this  second  teat,  and  are  to  be  passed 
if  the  average  proof  shown  by  the  two  tests  Is  above  98  and  not  more  than  102, 
the  average  of  the  prover  readings  reduced  to  the  normal  2  feet  basis  for  three 
and  five-light  meters,  and  the  average  of  the  percentages  of  error  for  the  two  tests 
being  recorded.  If  necessary,  a  third  test  may  be  made  with  such  meters,  but 
only  when  there  is  some  doubt  as  to  the  accuracy  of  the  first  two  tests.  If  the 
third  test  1^  made  the  average  of  all  three  tests  Is  to  be  taken  as  being  correct, 
and  the  meter  is  to  be  passed  or  rejected  on  this  average. 

(20)  Meters  showing  a  proof  of  98,  or  less  than  98,  or  more  than  102  on  the 
first  test.  Off  as  an  average  of  either  two  or  three  tests,  as  specified  above,  are  to 
be  rejected  and  returned  for  readjustment  by  the  company  presenting  them  for 
test.  Form  G6  shall  be  filled  out  and  attached  to  each  meter  rejected.  After  such 
readjustment  the  meters  are  to  be  again  tested. 

(21)  The  bell  of  the  meter  prover  should  be  drawn  to  Its  full  height  and  the 
scales  wiped  the  last  thing  at  the  end  of  each  day's  work  and  left  up  during  the 
night.  The  object  of  this  is  to  prevent  discoloration  of  the  body  of  the  bell  and 
of  the  scales.  Care  should  be  taken  that  the  cocks  are  shut  off  tight  so  that  the 
bell  will  remain  up  all  night,  and  by  taking  the  reading  on  the  scale  at  the  time  of 
stopping  work  and  again  when  work  is  begun  the  next  morning  a  test  Is  obtained 
of  the  tightness  of  the  prover  and  the  connections  up  to  the  prover  cock  and  of 
this  cock  itself.  In  case  these  readings  show  that  the  prover  is  not  tight  the  leak 
should  be  found  and  remedied  before  making  any  tests. 

(22)  The  record  of  every  meter  tested  should  be  recorded  In  full  In  the  meter 
test  record  book,  and  in  the  '*  remarks  "  column  a  note  shall  be  made  to  show 
whether  the  meter  Is  a  new,  repaired,  complaint  or  removed  meter,  wherever 
possible. 

(23)  Every  meter  ascertained  to  be  correct  within  the  limits  allowed  by  law 
shall  be  sealed,  and  no  meter  shall  be  scaled  which  has  been  found-  to  be  Incorrect 
according  to  the  preceding  instructions.     The   tester  should  see  that  the   ring  is 
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properly  placed  upon  the  meter,  so  that  the  ring  will  overlap  the  seam  on  the 
cover.  In  no  case  shall  a  meter  be  sealed  unless  the  ring  is  properly  placed. 
Sufficient  wax  should  be  poured  into  the  ring  so  as  to  permit  the  making  of  a 
clear  impression  of  the  seal,  and  the  impression  should  be  clear  and  easily  legible. 
A  table  showing  the  percentages  of  errors  under  varying  conditions  appears  as 
an  appendix  to  this  report  Respectfully  submitted, 

(Signed)  MILO  R.  MALTBIB. 

OommUtUmer, 


Tables  Showing  Pbrcbntaqb  or  Erbobs 

IN  Mbtbbs  Whose  Registration  Diffebs 

FBOM    THE 

Indications  of  the  Test  Gas  Holdbbs. 

• " 

Meter  Registering  Two  Feet. 

Reading  of 

Amount 

Reading  of 

Amount 

Reading  of 

Amount 

Scale  of 

of 

Scale  of 

of 

Scale  of 

of 

Qas  Holder. 

Error. 

Gas  Holder. 

Error. 

Gas  Holder. 

Error. 

Feet. 

Per  Cent. 

Feet. 

Per  Cent. 

Feet. 

Per  Cent. 

1.80 

11.11  fast 

1.96 

2.04  fast 

2.11 

6.21  slow 

1.81 

10.50  fast 

1.97 

1.62  fast 

2.12 

6.66  slow 

1.82 

9.89  fast 

1.98 

1.01  fast 

2.13 

6.10  slow 

1.83 

9.29  fast 

1.99 

0.50  fast 

2.14 

6.54  slow 

1.84 

8.70  fast 

2.00 

nil 

2.15 

6.98  slow 

1.85 

8.11  fast 

2.01 

0.50  slow 

2.16 

7.41  slow 

1.86 

7.53  fast 

2.02 

0.99  slow 

2.17 

7.83  slow 

1.87 

6.95  fast 

2.03 

1.48  slow 

2.18 

8.26  slow 

1.88 

6.38  fast 

2.04 

1.96  slow 

2.19 

8.68  slow 

1.89 

5.82  fast 

2.05 

2.44  slow 

2.20 

9.09  slow 

1.90 

5.26  fast 

2.06 

2.91  slow 

2.21 

9.50  slow 

1.91 

4.71  fast 

2.07 

3.38  slow 

2.22 

9.91  slow 

1.92 

4.17  fast 

2.08 

8.85  slow 

2.23 

10.31  slow 

1.93 

3.63  fast 

2.09 

4.31  slow 

2.24 

10.71  slow 

1.94 

3.00  fast 

2.10 

4.76  slow 

2.25 

11.11  slow 

1.95 

2.56  fast 

Meter  Registering  Five  Feet. 

Reidlng  of 

Amount 

Reading  of 

Amount 

Reading  of 

Amount 

Scale  of 

of 

Scale  of 

of 

Scale  of 

of 

Gas  Holder 

Error. 

Gas  Holder. 

Error. 

Gas  Holder. 

Error. 

Feet. 

Per  Cent. 

Feet. 

Per   Cent. 

Feet. 

Per  Cent.  * 

4.50 
4.51 
4.52 
4.53 
4.54 
4.55 
4.56 
4.57 
4.58 
4.59 
4.60 
4.61 
4.62 
4.63 
4.64 
4.65 
4. 66 
5.01 
5.02 
5.03 
5.04 
5.05 
6.06 
5.07 
6.08 
5.09 
5.10 
5.11 
5.12 
5.13 
5.14 
6.15 
5.16 
6.17 
5.18 
5.19 
6.20 
6.21 


11.11 
10.86 
10.62 
10.38 
10.13 
9.89 
9.65 
9.41 
9.17 
8.93 
8.70 
8.46 
8.23 
7 . 1)9 
7.76 
7.53 
7.30 
0.20 
0.40 
0.60 
0.79 
0.09 
1.19 
1.88 
1.57 
1.77 
1.00 
2.15 
2.34 
2.53 
2.72 
2.91 
3.10 
3 .  29 
3.47 
3.66 
3.85 
4.03 


fast 

fast 

fast 

fast 

fast 

fast 

fast 

fast 

fast 

fast 

fast 

fast 

fast 

fast 

fast 

fast 

fast 

slow 

alow 

slow 

slow 

slow 

slow 

slow 

slow 

slow 

slow 

slow 

plow 

slow 

slow 

slow. 

slow 

slow 

sl<»w 

slow 

slow 

slow 


4.67 
4.68 
4.69 
4.70 
4.71 
4.72 
4.73 
4.74 
4.75 
4.76 
4.77 
4.78 
4.79 
4.80 
4.81 

4.83 
5.22 
5.23 
5.24 
5.25 
5.26 
5.27 
5.28 
5 .  29 
5 .  30 
5.31 
5.32 
5 .  33 
5.34 
5 . 3.-> 
5 .  36 
5.37 
5.3S 
5 .  30 
5.40 
5.41 
5.42 


7.07  fast 
6.84  fast 
6.61  fast 
6.38  fast 

6.16  fast 
5.93  fast 
6.71  fast 
6.49  fast 
5.26  fast 
5.04  fast 
4.82  fast 
4.60  fast 
4.38  fast 

4.17  fast 
3.95  fast 


3.52 
4.21 
4.40 
4.58 
4.76 
4.94 
5.12 
5.30 
5.48 
5.66 
5.84 
6.02 
6.19 
6.37 
6 .  r,4 
6.72 
6 .  SO 
7.06 
7.24 
7.41 
7.58 
7.75 


fast 

slow 

slow 

slow 

slow 

slow 

slow 

slow 

slow 

slow 

slow 

slow 

slow 

slow 

slow 

slow 

slow 

slow 

slow 

slow 

slow 

slow 


4.84 
4.85 
4.86 
4.87 
4.88 
4.89 
4.90 
4.91 
4.92 
4.93 
4.94 
4.95 
4.96 
4.97 
4.98 
4.99 
5.00 
5.43 
6.44 
5.45 
6.46 
5.47 
5.48 
5.49 
5.50 
5.51 
5.52 
5 .  53 
5 .  rA 
5.55 
5 .  ."><', 
5.."i7 
5.58 
5 .  59 
5.60 
5.61 
6.62 
6.63 


8.31  fast 
3.09  fast 
2.88  fast 
2.67  fast 
2.46  fast 

2.25  fast 
2.04  fast 
1.83  fast 
1.63  fast 
1.42  fast 
1.21  fast 
1.01  fast 
0.81  fast 
0.60  fast 
0.40  fast 
0.20  fast 

nil 

7.92  slow 
8.09  slow 

8.26  slow 
8.42  slow 
8.59  slow 
8.76  Blow 

8.93  slow 
9,09  slow 
9.26  slow 
9.42  Blow 
9.59  slow 
9.75  slow 
9.91  slow 

10.07  sl<»w 
10.1?:^  slow 
10.39  slow 
10.55  slow 
10.71  slow 
10.87  slow 
11.03  Blow 
11.19  slow 
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Reading  of 

Scale  of 

Qas  Holder. 

Feet. 

Amount 

of 

Error. 

Per  Cent. 

Meter  Registering  Ten  Feet, 
Reading  of        Amount              Reading  of 

Scale  of                 of                     Scale  of 

Gas  Holder.          Error.               Gas  Holder. 

Feet.            Per  Cent.                  Feet. 

Amount 

of 

Error, 

Per  Cent. 

9.00 

9.01 

9.02 

9.03 

9.04 

9.05  . 

9.06 

9.07 

9.08 

9.09 

9.10 

9.11 

9.12 

9.13 

9.14 

9.15 

9.16 

9.17 

9.18 

0.19 

9.20 

9.21 

9.22 

9.23 

9.24 

9.25 

9.26 

9.27 

9.28 

9.29 

9.30 

9.31 

9.32 

9.33 

10.01 

10.02 

10.03 

10.04 

10.05 

10.06 

10.07 

10.08 

10.09 

10.10 

10.11 

10.12 

10.13 

10.14 

10.15 

10.16 

10.17 

10.18 

10.19 

10.20 

10.21 

10.22 

10.23 

10.24 

10.25 

10.26 

10.27 

10.28 

10.29 

10.30 

10.31 

10.32 

10.33 

10.34 

10.35 

10.36 

11.09 

11.10 

11.11 

11.12 

11.13 

11.14 


11.11  fast 

10.99  fast 

10.86  fast 

10.74  fast 

10.62  fast 

10.50  fast 

10.38  fast 

10.25  fast 

10.13  fast 

10.01  fast 

9.89  fast 

9.77  fast 

9.65  fast 

9.53  fast 

9.41  fast 

9.29  fast 

9.17  fast 

9.05  fast 
8.93  fast 
8.81  last 
8.70  fast 
8.58  fast 

8.46  fast 
8.34  fast 
8.23  fast 
8.11  fast 
7.99  fast 
7.87  fast 

7.76  fast 
7.64  fast 
7.53  fast 
7.41  fast 

7.30  fast 

7.18  fast 
0.10  slow 
0.20  slow 
0.30  slow 
0.40  slow 
0.50  slow 
0.60  slow 
0.70  slow 
0.79  slow 
0.89  slow 
0.99  slow 

1.09  slow 

1.19  slow 
1.28  slow 
1.38  slow 
1.48  slow 
1.57  slow 
1.67  slow 

1.77  slow 
1.86  slow 
1.96  slow 

2.06  slow 
2.15  slow 
2.25  slow 
2.34  slow 
2.44  slow 
2.53  slow 
2.63  slow 
2.72  slow 
2.S2  slow 
2.91  slow 
3.01  slow 

3.10  slow 

3.19  slow 

3.20  slow 
3. 38  slow 

3.47  slow 
9.83  slow 
9.01  slow 
9.99  slow 

10.07  slow 
10.1.*»  slow 
10.23  slow 


9.34 

7.07  fast 

9.35 

6.95  fast 

9.36 

6.84  fast 

9.37 

6.72  fast 

9.38 

6.61  fast 

9.39 

6.60  fast 

9.40 

6.38  fast 

9.41 

6.27  fast 

9.42 

6.16  fast 

9.43 

6.04  fast 

9.44 

5.93  fast 

9.45 

5.82  fast 

9.46 

6.71  fast 

9.47 

&.60  fast 

9.48 

6.49  fast 

9.49 

6.37  fast 

9.50 

5.26  fast 

9.51 

6.16  fast 

9.52 

5.04  fast 

9.53 

4.93  fast 

9.54 

4.82  fast 

9.55 

4.71  fast 

9.56 

4.60  fast 

9.57 

4.49  fast 

9.58 

4.38  fast 

9.59 

4.28  fast 

9.60 

4.17  fast 

9.61 

4.06  fast 

9.62 

3.95  fast 

9.63 

3.84  fast 

9.64 

3.73  fast 

9.65 

3.63  fast 

9.66 

3.52  fast 

9.67 

3.41  fast 

10.37 

3.57  slow 

10.38 

3.66  slow 

10.39 

3.75  slow 

10.40 

3.85  slow 

10.41 

3.94  slow 

10.42 

4.03  slow 

10.43 

4.12  slow 

10.44 

4.21  slow 

10.45 

4.31  slow 

10.46 

4.40  slow 

10.47 

4.49  slow 

10.48 

4.58  Blow 

10.49 

4.67  slow 

10.50 

4.76  slow 

10.51 

4.85  slow 

10.52 

4.94  Slow 

10.53 

5.03  slow 

10.. ^4 

5.12  slow 

10.55 

5.21  slow 

10.56 

5.30  Blow 

10.57 

5.39  slow 

10.58 

5.48  slow 

10.59 

5.57  slow 

10.60 

5.66  slow 

10.61 

5.75  slow 

10.62 

5.84  slow 

10.63 

5.93  slow 

10.64 

6.02  slow 

10.65 

6.10  slow 

10.66 

6.19  slow 

10.67 

6.28  slow 

10.68 

6.37  slow 

10.69 

6.45  slow 

10.70 

6.54  slow 

10.71 

6.63  slow 

10.72 

6.72  slow 

11.15 

10.31   slow 

11.16 

10.39  slow 

11.1-7 

10.47  slow 

11.18 

10.55  slow 

11.19 

10.63  slow 

11.20 

10.71  Blow 

9.68 
9.69 
9.70 
9.71 
9.72 
9.73 
9.74 
9.75 
9.76 
9.77 
9.78 
9.79 
9.80 
9.81 
9.82 
9.83 
9.84 
9.85 
9.86 
9.87 
9.88 
9.89 
9.90 
9.91 
9.92 
9.93 
9.94 
9.95 
9.96 
9.97 
9.98 
9.99 
10.00 

10.73 
10.74 
10.75 
10.76 
10.77 
10.78 
10.79 
10.80 
10.81 
10.82 
10.83 
10.84 
10.85 
10.86 
10.87 
10.88 
10.89 
10.90 
10.91 
10.92 
10.93 
10.94 
10.95 
10.96 
10.97 
10.98 
10.99 
11.00 
11.01 
11.02 
11.03 
11.04 
11.05 
11.06 
11.07 
11.08 
11.21 
11.22 
11.23 
11.24 
11.25 


8.31  fast 

3.20  fast 
3.09  fast 
2.99  fast 
2.88  fast 
2.77  fast 
2.67  fast 
2.56  fast 
2.46  fast 
2.35  fast 
2.25  fast 
2.15  fast 
2.04  fast 
1.94  fast 
1.83  fast 
1.73  fast 
1.63  fast 
1.62  fast 
1.42  fast 

1.32  fast 

1.21  fast 
1.11  fast 
1.01  fast 
0.91  fast 
0.81  fast 
0.70  fast 
0.60  fast 
0.50  fast 
0.40  fast 
0.30  fast 
0.20  fast 
0.10  fast 

nil 


6.80 
6.89 
6.98 
7.06 
7.15 
7.24 
7.32 
7.41 
7.49 
7.58 
7.66 
7.76 
7.83 
7.92 
8.00 
8.09 
8.17 
8.26 
8.34 
8.42 
8.51 
8.69 
8.68 
8.76 
8.84 
8.93 
9.01 
9.09 
9.18 
9.26 
9.34 
9.42 
9.51 
9.59 
9.67 
9.75 
10.79 
10.87 
10.95 
11.03 
11.11 


slow 
slow 

Blow 

slow 

Blow 

Slow 
slow 
slow 
slow 
slow 
slow 
slow 

Blow 

slow 
slow 
slow 

Blow 

slow 
slow 
slow 
slow 
slow 
slow 
slow 
slow 
slow 
plow 
slow 
slow 
slow 
slow 
slow 
slow 
slow 
slow 
slow 
slow 
slow 

Blow 

slow 
slow 
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Mr.  Forstall's  Report. 

Alfred    E.    Forstall,    Consulting    Engineer,^ 

No.   68   William   street,  r 

New  York,  July  27,  1907.    J 


Public  Bet'vioe  Commission  First  District.  State  of  New  Torh,  No,  320  Broadway, 
New  York  City: 

Gbntlbmbn  : —  I  beg  to  submit  the  following  report  upon  the  manner  In  which 
new  and  repaired  gas  meters  should  be  tested  and  sealed,  and  also  upon  the 
procedure  to  be  followed  with  regard  to  applications  from  gas  consumers  for  an 
official  test  of  their  meters: 

Tbsts  to  be  Madb. 

The  official  testing  of  gas  meters  has,  in  every  case  with  which  I  am 
acquainted  except  two»  been  confined  to  testing  for  accuracy  of  registration  In 
passing  gas  at  a  normal  rate.  The  two  exceptions  are  those  of  Great  Britain, 
where  the  Sales  of  Gas  Act  1859,  which  governs  this  testing,  provides  for  a  test 
for  *'  soundness  or  leakage  "  to  determine  whether  or  not  the  metef  registers  a 
small  consumption;  and  of  Minneapolis,  where  both  a  test  for  registration  under 
small  consumption  and  one  for  regularity  of  delivery  under  a  large  consumption 
are  provided  for  In  addition  to  the  tests  for  accuracy  of  registration  when 
passing  gas  at  a  normal  rate. 

In  my  opinion  these  exceptions  to  the  general  rule  cover  matters  that  are 
entirely  without  the  sphere  of  an  official  test  of  gas  meters.  The  only  object  of 
such  a  test  is  to  give  the  gas  consumer  an  assurance  that  the  instrument 
employed  for  measuring  the  amount  of  gas  that  he  consumes  gives  correct  meas- 
ure, and  this  is  fully  covered  by  the  test  for  accuracy  of  registration  when  the 
meter  Is  passing  gas  at  a  normal  rate.  A  meter  that  will  not  register  under  a 
small  consumption  will  register  slow  under  normal  conditions,  and  if  the  fault  is 
sufficiently  serious  It  will  cause  the  meter  to  be  rejected  when  tented  for 
accuracy  of  registration.  Irregularity  of  delivery  under  a  large  consumption  does 
not  affect  the  accuracy  of  registration,  and  If  the  gas  which  is  being  measured 
Is  to  be  used  for  fuel  purposes  it  does  not  even  affect  the  quality  of  the  service 
unless  the  irregularity  is  very  pronounced.  It  therefore  is  not  a  matter  with 
which  the  official  testing  of  the  accuracy  of  the  meter  as  a  measure  has  to  do. 

I  would  therefore  advise  that  the  only  test  of  a  gas  meter  made  by  you  ha  that 
for  accuracy  of  registration  when  the  meter  is  passing  gas  at  the  rate  of  six  cubic 
feet  per  hour  for  each  '*  light "  of  Its  size. 

Method  of  Making  Test. 

This  test,  which  is  known  technically  as  the  "  check  *'  test.  Is  made  by  con> 
Doeting  the  motor,  with  Us  outlet  cappod  by  a  chock,  in  which  Is  a  circular  orifice 
of  such  a  size  that  when  the  pressure  on  the  meter  is  adjusted  to  15-10  inch  of 
wnter  air  will  pass  through  this  o«*lfice,  and  consequently  through  the  meter,  at 
the  rate  named  above,  to  a  "  meter  provor  "  and  passing  from  the  prover  through 
the  meter  the  amount  of  air  required  to  cause  the  proving  hand  on  the  meter 
dial  to  make  one  complete  revolution.  This  revolution  corresponds  to  the  registra- 
tion on  the  meter  dial  of  a  definite  quantity  of  gas,  which  varies  with  the  size  of 
the  meter.  The  "  meter  prover,"  which  consists  of  a  holder,  that  is,  an  Inverted 
sheet  metal  bell,  guided  so  as  to  be  capable  of  moving  freely  up  and  down  In  a 
sheet  metal  tank  which  Is  filled  with  water  to  seal  the  otherwise  open  bottom  of 
the  holder,  carries  on  the  side  of  the  holder  a  scale  graduated  in  feet  and  tenths 
of  a  foot  over  Its  whole  length  and  In  hundredths  of  a  foot  over  a  certain  portion 
of  its  length.  The  difference  between  the  readings  of  this  scale  at  the  beginning 
and  end  of  the  tost  shows  the  volume  of  air  that  has  actually  passed  out  of  the 
holder  and  through  the  meter.  If  this  volume  corresponds  exactly  to  that  regis- 
tered by  one  complete  revolution  of  the  proving  hand  of  the  meter  the  latter  Is 
correct,  while  If  it  Is  larger  the  meter  Is  low,  and  If  it  Is  smaller  the  meter  Is 
fast,  the  percentage  of  error  in  either  case  being  found  by  dividing  the  difference 
between  the  prover  reading  and  the  meter  reading  by  the  prover  reading.  Thus 
If  the  prover  rending  Is  2.02  cubic  foot,  while  that  of  the  meter  Is  2  cubic  feet,  the 
meter  is  a.-Sa  -=  0.99  per  cent.  .slow,  while  if  the  prover  reading  is  1.98  cubic 
feet,  while  that  of  the  meter  is  2  cubic  feet,  the  meter  is  :J5S=1.01  per  cent, 
fast. 

The  accuracy  of  tho  errnduatlon  of  the  .scnle  on  the  meter  prover  holder  is 
assured  by  having  the  grnduntions  marked  In  the  first  instance  as  the  result  of  a 
careful  calibration  of  the  holder  bv  means  of  a  cubic  foot  bottle  certified  by  the 
National  Bureau  of  Standards  at  Washington  and  by  periodical  testing  by  means 
of  such  a  cubic  foot  bottle  in  order  to  orovide  aerainst  any  orror  nrislne  thron«jh 
deformation  of  the  holder.  The  provor  holders  are  made  with  working  capacities 
varying  from  two  cubic  feet  up  to  ten  cubic  feet,  and  sometimes  are  made  even 
lareer.  for  uko  with  different  sized  meters,  the  flvo-cublc-foot  size  being  the  most 
common. 

Before  making  a  test  It  Is  nocossarv  to  have  the  temperature  of  the  water  In 
the  tank  of  the  provor  the  same  ns  that  of  the  air  In  the  room  and  that  of  the 
meter  to  be  tested.  To  insure  the  Inttor  condition  the  motor  must  be  allowed  to 
stand  in  the  testing  room  at  least  five  hours  before  being  tested  and  care  must 
be  taken  to  keep  both  the  prover  and  the  meters  to  be  tested  out  of  the  direct 
rays  of  the  sun. 

These  and  other  precautions  that  should  be  taken  to  insure  the  accuracy  of 
the  test  are  covered  in  the  Instructions  for  Meter  Testers  appended  to  this  report 
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Mbthod  of  Sisalinq. 

Meters  that  have  been  tested  and  found  to  be  correct  within  the  limits  provided 
by  law  should  be  sealed  in  such  a  way  that  it  will  be  Impossible  to  open  the 
portion  of  the  meter  containing  the  registering:  mechanism  and  adjust  this 
mechanism  without  defacing  the  seal.  In  my  opinion  this  requirement  can  only 
be  met  by  a  sealing  wax  seal  so  placed  as  to  partly  cover  the  seam  between  the 
top  plate  and  the  body  of  the  meter,  since  the  registering  mechanism  can  be  gotten 
at  only  by  removing  this  top  plate.  Seals  for  this  purpose  have  been  designed 
and  made  under  the  approval  of  Commissioner  Maltbie  and  are  now  in  use.  Each 
seal  bears  a  difTerent  number,  and  as  a  record  is  Icept  of  the  number  of  the  seal 
used  by  each  tester  it  is  a  simple  matter  to  find  out  at  any  time  by  whom  any 
meter  was  sealed. 

From  what  precedes  It  will  be  seen  that  It  will  be  necessary  to  seal  not  only 
all  new  meters  but  also  all  meters  which  have  been  given  repairs  that  necessitate 
the  removal  of  the  top  plate  and  the  adjusting  of  the  registering  mechanism, 
even  though  these  meters  had  been  tested  and  sealed  previous  to  such  repairs. 

In  addition  to  the  sealing  wax  seal  the  Massachusetts  Commission  of  Gas  and 
Electricity  use  a  brass  badge  beating  a  serial  number  which  is  attached  to  each 
meter  when  it  is  sealed  for  the  first  time.  The  object  of  this  badge  is  to  enable  the 
record  of  the  test  of  any  meter  to  be  easily  found  in  the  record  of  test  books, 
something  that  would  be  difficult  to  do  in  the  absence  of  such  a  badge.  It  seems 
probably,  however,  that  the  necessity  for  looking  up  such  records  would  so  seldom 
arise  that  the  affixing  of  the  serially  numbered  badges  may  be  an  nnnecessarv 
requirement.  I  would  advise  that  these  badges  be  not  used  until  further  Investi- 
gation is  made  as  to  their  practical  value.  In  the  meantime  the  meter  test  record 
book  form  has  been  drawn  up  to  contain  a  column  for  these  numbers,  so  that  In 
case  this  system  Is  adopted  there  will  be  a  place  in  the  records  for  entering  the 
numbers. 

Fbobablb  Number  of  Metebs  to  be  Handled  Pbb  Yeab. 

From  information  received  from  the  gas.  companies  doing  business  in  the  First 
District,  I  estimate  that  you  will  be  called  upon  to  test  and  seal  each  year  about 
66.000  new  meters  and  177,000  repaired  meters,  apart  from  the  meters  tested  on 
applications  from  individual  consumers.  It  Is  difficult  to  tell  how  many  tests  will 
have  to  be  made  on  such  applications  since  the  number  has  varied  very  widely 
from  year  to  year,  but  it  is  not  probable  that  the  maximum  of  about  6,000,  reached 
in  1905,  will  be  exceeded.  Indeed,  the  number  of  meters  tested  on  complaint  in 
the  thirteen  months  ending  December  31,  1906.  was  only  about  5,000,  and  It  is 
probable  that  as  soon  as  the  gas  consumers  understand  that  the  seal  of  the  Com- 
mission on  a  meter  stands  for  an  actual  and  careful  test  of  its  accuracy  the  num- 
ber of  applications  for  the  official  testing  of  individual  meters  will  fall  much  below 
even  the  smaller  amount.  As  bearing  on  this  probabilUy  the  Massachusetts 
figures  are  of  interest  and  show  that  in  1902,  out  of  a  total  of  42,688  meters 
tested  996  were  tested  on  consumers'  complaints,  while  in  1906.  although  the 
total  had  Increased  to  61,034  the  number  of  tests  on  complaint  had  dropped  to  424. 
It  is  therefore  probable  that  for  the  first  year  or  two  the  number  of  meters  to 
be  tested  and  sealed  will  not  be  over  250.000  per  year,  or  an  average  of  833  per 
day,  counting  300  working  days  in  the  year.  There  will,  however,  be  times 
during  the  months  from  September  to  March  when  meters  will  have  to  be  handled 
at  a  rate  of  possibly  1,200  per  day,  and  correspondingly  there  will  be  times  during 
the  rest  of  the  year  when  the  rate  may  fall  as  low  as  500  per  day. 

Number  of  Metkhs  Which  a  Man  Khould  Test  and  Seal  Per  Day  of 

Eight  Hours. 

Working  at  a  bench  equipment  with  two  provers,  a  good,  active  man  should  be 
able  to  test  and  seal  nine  three-light  meters,  or  twelve  five-light  meters  per  hour, 
it  being  possible  to  do  moro  of  tlio  flve-lic:ht  than  of  the  three-light,  because  In 
both  cases  two  cubic  feet  of  air  has  to  be  passed  through  the  meter,  and  In  the 
flvo-Uprhf  it  is  pass«'(l  at  a  rato  of  thirty  cubic  feet,  while  in  the  three-light  it  1«« 
passed  at  a  rate  of  only  eighteen  cubic  feet  per  hour.  These  figures  are  based 
upon  jrlvliitr  each  meter  only  one  test,  but  when,  on  repaired  meters  especially. 
the  first  test  coma's  out  close  to  the  limit  of  error  allowed,  a  second  test  should 
be  made  to  ninke  it  certain  that  the  motor  Is  inside  of  these  limits,  and  on  account 
of  th»^«e  s«'cond  tests  the  niiinber  tint  cnn  be  counted  upon  oer  hour  will  not 
rnn  over  seven  throo-liuhis  or  ten  five  lights.  As  these  two  sisses  will  make  up 
over  two  thn<ls  of  the  meters  tested,  it  can  bo  taken  that  the  average  number  of 
motors  fo'^tiMl  and  sonlod  per  dny  will  bo  al)ont  seventy-five.  On  this  basis  it  will 
bo  necessary  to  employ  an  a  vera  go  of  from  ton  to  eleven  testers,  and  this  number 
would  have  to  bo  irurc^ased  to  sixteen  at  tlio  time  of  greatest  activity  in  the  selling 
and    rci>alring    of    meters. 

This  is  the  number  of  men  that  will  bo  required  for  testing  only,  and  in  addition 
If  will  bo  necM'^sary  to  provide  for  visitiu','  The  promises  of  the  consumers  raalciug 
complaints  foi'  tlio  puri»ose  f)f  obtaining  the  descriptions  of  the  meters  and  tagging 
them  for  romov.il.  The  numlx'r  of  n;«'ters  tliat  <'in  be  located  and  tagged  per  man 
por  day  will  depc^nd  so  irreatly  upon  the  extent  to  which  the  individual  locations 
are  scalt<'red  over  the  territorv  tliat  it  is  i)racticaliv  Impossible  to  make  any  esti- 
mate of  th{«  number  of  men  rofiuired  for  this  work  in  advance  of  actual  experl- 
onco.  If  the  applientions  for  tests  wore  to  conllnno  to  come  In  at  the  rate  which 
prevailed  during  VM)i\.  of  aliout  ,'l.Si  jier  month,  or  fifteen  per  worldng  day,  it 
w«tnld    seeni   ns    if   at    least    iwo   men   wmild    In*   rciuirod   for   this   work. 

The  men  assigned  to  this  part  of  the  work  should  be  of  a  higher  grade  of  intelli- 
gence and  education  than  it  Is  noccBsary  to  have  in  men  who  are  to  do  nothlBg 
but  test  meters. 
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PljlCe  of  Testing. 

I  would  advise  that  all  new  meters  purchased  by  gas  companies  in  the  district 
from  meter  companies  whose  factories  are  also  located  in  the  district  be  tested 
at  these  factories.  It  will  be  more  economical  to  do  this  than  to  wait  until  the 
meters  reach  the  companies  and  test  them  at  their  shops,  because  in  the  case 
of  the  small  companies  located  on  the  outskirts  of  the  district  the  meters  will  be 
purchased  In  comparatively  small  lots,  and  the  time  occupied  by  a  tester  in  going 
to  and  coming  from  the  companies'  shops  will  be  a  very  large  proportion  of  the 
total  time  occupied  in  actually  testing  the  meters.  On  the  other  hand,  the  meter 
factories  are  located  in  the  centre  of  the  district  and  the  testers  can  be  expected 
to  reach  these  factories  in  their  own  time,  and  in  addition  will  be  able  to  test 
the  meters  in  larger  batches  and  so  be  able  to  average  more  for  a  given  length 
of  working  time  than  if  they  are  tested  at  tue  companies'  shops.  There  should  be 
no  difficulty  in  identifying  the  meters  which  are  to  be  used  in  the  district,  and 
theretorc  no  danger  of  testing  and  sealing  meters  which  are  not  going  to  be  used 
in  the  territory  covered  by  you.  As  far  as  I  am  able  to  learn  the  only  meter 
factories  in  the  district  are  as  follows : 

Mbtek   Factories   in   District  and  PRonAnLE   Requirements  At  Each   Factory. 

American  Meter  Company,  cJleventh  avenue  and  Forty-seventh  street. 

Mew  York   Improved    Meter  (Jompauy,    No.    306  East  Forty-seventh   street. 

tinited  States  Meter   Company.   No.   221)  Chestnut  street,   Brooklyn. 

I  have  nut  found  that  the  last  named  factory  is  selling  aiiy  meters  in  the 
district. 

The  largest  factory  Is  that  of  the  AmeiiCan  Meter  Company,  and  its  manager 
tells  me  that  at  the  busy  time  of  the  year  they  will  sell  to  companies  in  the 
district  at  the  rate  of  8,000  meters  per  month,  airnough  It  is  not  probable  that  they 
win  sell  altogether  more  than  from  50,000  to  55.000  new  meters  per  year  to  com- 
panies In  the  district,  or  an  average  of  about  170  to  185  per  day. 

The  manager  of  the  New  York  improved  Meter  Company  was  not  very  definite 
f^  to  the  number  of  meters  that  they  put  out  in  the  district  but  put  his  lowest 
sales  as  being  about  5,000  per  year.  As  the  company's  estimates  show  only  about 
66,000  new  meters  purchased  per  year,  it  is  not  probable  that  this  factory  will 
run  over  10.000  to  15,000  meters  per  year,  or  an  average  of  between  thirty  to 
fifty  per  day. 

On  the  basis  of  the  figures  given  above  it  will,  therefore,  probably  be  necessary 
to  keep  two  testers  at  the  factory  of  the  American  Meter  Company  all  the  time 
and  increase  this  number  up  to  four  at  the  time  of  greatest  activity,  while  it  will 
not  be  necessary  to  have  a  man  stationed  at  the  New  York  Improved  Meter  Com- 
pany's factory  all  the  time,  although  at  times  it  may  be  necessary  to  place  two 
men  there. 

Testing  of  Repaired  Meters. 

The  meters  which  have  been  repaired  to  such  an  extent  as  to  require  retestlng 
and  resealing  can  be  best  tested  at  the  shops  of  those  companies  who  do  their  own 
repairing,  or  who  have  repairing  done  outside  of  the  district,  and  at  the  factories 
when  the  companies  who  do  not  do  their  own  repairing  have  it  done  by  the  fac- 
tories in  the  district. 

The  companies  who  do  their  own  repairing  are  as  follows : 

Consolidated  Gas  Company,  which  has  one  large  shop  at  the  corner  of  First 
avenue  and  Twenty-first  street,  where  repairs  are  made  not  only  to  its  own  meters 
but  also  to  those  of  the  New  York  Mutual  Gas  Light  Company.  According  to  the 
information  furnished  bv  the  superintendent  of  shops  of  the  Consolidated  Gas 
Company  there  are  repa^ircd  at  this  shop,  to  an  extent  requiring  retestlng  and 
resealing,  meters  to  the  number  of  100,000  per  year,  or  an  average  of  about  330 
per  day. 

Standard  Gas  Light  Company,  the  meter  shop  of  which  Is  on  Ninety-first  street 
east  of  First  avenue.  The  number  of  meters  repaired  at  this  shop  and  which  it 
would  be  necessary  to  retest  and  reseal,  was  stated  to  be  about  12,500  per  year,  or 
an  average  of  about  41  per  day. 

New  Amsterdam  Gas  Company,  the  shop  of  which  is  on  Forty-second  street  east  of 
First  avenue.  At  this  shop  It  was  stated  that  rhe  number  of  meters  repaired  and 
which  would  require  retestlng  and  res^^allng  was  about  13,000  per  year,  or  an  average 
of  about  44  per  day. 

Central  T'nlon  Gas  Company,  the  shop  of  which  Is  at  the  corner  of  Alexander 
avenue  and  One  Hundred  and  Forty-s«'cond  street,  borough  of  The  Bronx.  This 
company  repairs  not  only  Its  own  met»>r^  but  also  those  of  the  Northern  Union  (Jas 
Company,  and  of  the  Westchester  Lighting  Company,  only  part  of  the  territory 
supplied*  by  the  latter  comi)any  being  in  the  First  district.  Tne  company  informed 
me  that  the  number  of  meters  b^lonplng  in  the  bMrst  District  which  were  repaired 
at  this  shop  and  would  refjulre  n-testlng  and  resealing  would  be  about  13,000  per 
year,  or  an  average  of  about  44  per  day. 

Tlie  Brooklyn  F'nlon  Gas  Company,  which  has  two  meter  repair  shops,  one  being 
on  Atlantic  avcnno  and  the  otlicr  at  the  corner  of  Bedford  avenue  and  S<mth  Se<'ond 
street,  both  in  Brooklyn,  The  total  numlxM*  of  meters  repaired  by  the  company 
during  a  year  was  stated  to  be  about  .'^'.OOO,  or  al>out  117  per  day,  of  which 
two-thirds  are  handled  at  the  Atlantic  aviniie  slu»p  and  the  remalnlns?  one-third  at 
the  Bedford  avenue  shop.  The  Brooklyn  I'nlon  Conipanv  also  repairs  the  meters 
belonging  to  its  subsidiary  companies,  viz.,  the  Flatbush  Gas  Companv,  the  Jamaica 
Gas  Light  Company,  the  Newtown  Gas  Light  Company  and  the  Richmond  Hill  and 
Queens  Gas  Company,  and  the  meters  of  these  companies  are  included  in  the  total 
given  aboTe. 
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Kings  Coonty  Lighting  Company,  which  has  its  meter  repair  shop  at  its  works  at 
E^fty-tlfth  street  and  First  avenue,  Brooklyn,  and  which  repairs,  in  such  a  way  as 
to  require  retesting  and  resealing,  600  meters  per  year,  or  an  average  of  only  2 
per  day. 

The  Brooklyn  Borough  Gas  Company,  which  has  a  repair  shop  at  Its  works  on 
Sheepshead  Bay,  Coney  Island,  and  which  repairs,  in  such  a  way  as  to  require 
retesting  and  resealing,  about  500  meters  per  year,  or  less  than  2  per  day. 

Queens  Borough  Gas  and  Electric  Company  at  Far  Rockaway,  which  repairs  at 
its  own  shop  an  average  of  4  meters  a  day,  and  has,  in  addition  to  this,  about  100 
meters  per  year  repaired  at  the  meter  factories. 

The  New  York  and  Richmond  Gas  Company,  which  has  its  office  at  Stapleton, 
and  its  works  at  Clifton,  Staten  Island,  and  which  repairs  at  its  own  works  about 
700  meters  and  has  repaired  at  the  meter  factories  within  the  District  about  600 
meters  per  year. 

The  companies  which  at  present  do  not  repair  their  own  meters,  but  have  them 
repaired  at  the  meter  factories  within  the  First  District,  are  — 

The  Bronx  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  Westchester,  and  the  New  York  and  Queens 
Gas  Company,  at  Flushing. 

From  the  figures  given  for  the  companies  which  repair  their  own  meters  it  will 
be  seen  that  it  will  be  necessary  to  keep  an  average  of  between  four  and  five  men 
at  the  shop  of  the  Consolidated  Gas  Company,  and  that  almost  the  full  time  of  two 
men  will  be  required  by  the  Brooklyn  Union  Company,  while  the  Standard,  New 
Amsterdam  and  Central  Union  companies  will,  between  them,  come  close  to  requiring 
the  services  of  two  more.  The  number  of  meters  repaired  per  day  by  the  other 
companies  are  so  small  that  their  requirements  during  the  course  of  a  year  will  not 
amount  altogether  to  more  than  about  forty  days  for  one  man. 

Testing  of  Complaint  MirrBBS. 

The  complaint  meters,  that  is,  those  which  are  tested  because  of  doubt  in  the 
mind  of  the  consumers  in  regard  to  their  accuracy,  will,  in  every  case,  have  to  l>€ 
tested  at  the  shop  of  the  company  to  which  the  meter  belongs.  The  present  custom 
with  the  Brooklyn  Union  Company  is  to  have  all  these  complaint  meters  tested  at 
the  office  of  the  branch  in  the  territory  to  which  the  consumer  belongs,  and  it  is 
possible  that  this  method  may  prove  as  convenient  as  that  of  having  all  the  com- 
plaint meters  sent  to  one  or  the  other  of  the  two  meter  repair  shops,  but  this  is  a 
question  which  will  have  to  be  decided  as  a  matter  of  experience. 

It  may  also  be  found,  after  further  experience,  that  it  will  be  more  convenient 
both  for  the  companies  and  the  Commission,  to  have  the  complaint  meters  from  the 
small  companies  operating  in  the  more  distant  parts  of  the  district  sent  to  a  central 
testing  place,  such  as  that  at  the  factory  of  the  American  Meter  Company,  or  that 
at  the  shop  of  the  Consolidated  Gas  Company.  In  case  this  method  of  handllnc; 
complaint  meters  for  the  small  companies  is  adopted  the  consumer  should  be  made 
to  pay  the  cost  of  sending  the  meter  to  this  central  testing  place  and  of  returning 
it  to  the  shop  of  the  company  in  addition  to  the  regular  fee  charged  for  the  State 
inspection.  This  is  done  in  Massachusetts,  where  practically  all  of  the  complaint 
meters  from  different  parts  of  the  State  are  sent  to  Boston  to  be  tested. 

Method  op  Handling  AppLiavTiONS  raoM  Consumers  foe  Meter  Tests. 

I  would  advise  that  applications  for  the  testing  of  meters  by  consumers  be  handled 
as  follows:  When  the  application  is  made  in  person  the  clerk  shall  fill  out  the 
application  blank,  form  "A^'  (copy  of  all  the  forms  mentioned  is  appended  to  this 
report),  and  have  it  sITpned.  When  the  application  is  made  by  letter  the  application 
blank  need  not  be  filled  out,  the  letter  serving  as  the  written  application  required 
by  law. 

The  application  having  been  properly  signed,  or  having  been  received  by  letter, 
the  clerk  shall  take  a  card  (form  "  B  "),  which  cards  shall  oe  numbered  serially  with 
the  application  number  and  u.sed.  In  order  of  these  numbers,  and  enter  upon  It  the 
date,  the  name  and  address  of  the  person  making  the  application,  and  the  name  of 
the  gas  company  supplying  the  premises  and  the  amount  of  the  fee,  if  the  size  of 
the  meter  Is  known,  and  if  the  fee  is  paid  Indicate  it  by  entering  tlie  date  in  the 
proper  space  and  give  the  proper  receipt  for  it.  WTien  this  data  has  been  entered 
the  clerk  shall  turn  the  card  over  to  the  Chief  Inspector. 

The  Chief  Inspector  will  assign  the  application  to  one  of  his  subordinates,  entering 
the  name  of  the  person  to  whom  this  assignment  is  made  in  the  proper  place. 

After  the  assignment  to  the  proper  inspector  has  been  entered,  the  clerk  shaU 
separate  the  two  parts  of  form  "  B."  file  the  duplicate  in  the  proper  place  in  order 
of  the  application  number  and  turn  the  original  over  to  the  Chief  Inspector. 

If  the  application  is  in  writing  the  clerk  shall  also  fill  out  and  mail  to  the  con- 
sumer form  "  L  "  as  a  notification  that  the  application  will  be  attended  to. 

All  tiie  applications  assigned  to  any  one  inspector  shall  be  turned  over  to  him  at 
the  end  of  each  day. 

The  inspector  to  whom  an  application  is  assigned  shall  take  form  "  B  "  and  pn>ceed 
to  the  premises  designated  on  this  form.  On  arrival  there  he  shall  collect  the  fee, 
if  it  has  not  been  paid,  entering  on  form  "  B  "  the  payment  of  this  fee  and  giving 
the  proper  receipt  for  It.  and  shall  locate  the  meter  and  enter  upon  form  "  B  "  Its 
description.  He  shall  then  fill  out  form  "  C."  dotach  the  white  original  sheet  from 
the  tag  and  attach  the  tag  to  the  meter,  entering  the  date  In  the  proper  place  on 
form  "  B  "  as  an  indication  that  the  meter  has  been  tagged.  At  the  end  of  the  day 
he  shall  send  in  to  the  office  all  the  copies  of  form  "B"  and  all  the  white  sheets 
of  form  "  C  '•  for  the  meters  that  he  has  attended  to. 

When  thev  reach  the  oflice  the  clerk  shall  send  the  white  sheets  of  form  "  C  ** 
to  the  proper  gas  companies  to  constitute  the  removal  orders  for  the  meters,  shall 
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enter  upon  the  cards,  form  "  B,"  In  the  proper  place,  the  date  upon  which  these 
orders  haye  been  sent,  and  shall  then  sena  the  cards  to  the  proper  testing  stations 
as  a  notification  that  the  meters  described  on  them  are  to  be  received  and  tested. 

Upon  receiving  form  *'  B  "  at  the  testing  station  the  tester  shall  look  out  for  the 
arrival  of  the  meter  described  on  this  form,  and,  when  it  is  received,  shall  enter  in  - 
the  proper  place  the  date  of  its  receipt.  lie  shall  then  test  the  meter, -after  allowing 
it  to  remain  in  the  station  not  less  than  five  (5)  hours  in  order  that  the  temperatures 
may  be  equalized,  within  twenty-four  hours  after  its  receipt,  unless  the  consumer 
desires  to  be  present  at  the  test  and  it  cannot  be  arranged  to  secure  his  presence 
within  this  time  limit.  After  the  test  has  been  made  the  tester  shall  enter  upon 
form  "  B  "  the  cubic  feet  passed  by  the  meter  and  by  the  prover,  and  the  percentage, 
fast  or  slow,  shown  by  the  test.  He  shall  also  fill  out  form  ''  D  "  and  paste  it  upon 
the  meter.  At  the  end  of  each  day  he  shall  send  into  the  office  all  the  copies  of 
form  "  B  "  upon  which  he  has  recorded  the  results  of  tests  during  the  day. 

When  the  card  Is  returned  from  the  testing  station  the  record  clerk  shall  send 
formal  notice  of  the  result  of  the  test  to  the  gas  company,  using  for  this  purpose 
form  "  K,"  and  shall  also  send  formal  notice  of  the  result  of  the  test  to  the  consumer, 
using  form  *'  F  "  if  the  meter  is  correct  or  slow,  and  form  **  G  "  if  the  meter  is  fast. 
After  filling  out  these  notices  he  shall  enter  upon  form  "  B "  the  date  on  which 
they  are  sent 

If  the  meter  is  fast  and  the  fee  deposited  for  the  test  is  returned  to  the  con- 
sumer the  record  clerk  shall  enter  upon  form  "  B  "  the  date  on  which  this  fee  was 
returned. 

He  shall  also  enter  upon  form  '*  B  "  the  date  upon  which  the  fee  for  a  fast  meter 
is  paid  by  the  gas  company.  In  the  case  of  a  meter  which  is  correct,  or  slow, 
the  two  last  entries  do  not  have  to  be  made. 

When  form  "  B  "  has  been  entirely  filled  out  it  shall  be  filed  In  the  proper  place 
alphabetically  by  the  name  of  the  consumer,  and  the  duplicate  which  has  been  held 
up  to  this  time  as  a  check  upon  the  completion  of  the  work  shall  be  destroyed,  or, 
if  the  original  shall  have  become  too  soiled,  the  information  on  the  original  may  be 
transferred  to  the  duplicate  and  the  latter  filed,  while  the  original  is  destroyed. 

Method  of  Handling  Applications  fbom  Gas  Companies  foe  MuTEn  Tests. 

In  many  cases  an  agreement  to  have  a  meter  tested  officially  is  made  between 
the  gas  company  and  the  consumer  affected,  and  the  securing  of  the  test  is  left  to 
the  gas  company.  In  such  cases  the  application  for  the  test  should  be  made  upon 
form  "  J  "  and  a  description  of  the  meter  given  upon  this  anplicatlon.  There  is  no 
reason  why  the  meters  covered  by  these  applications  should  be  tagged  by  a  State 
Inspector,  since,  if  there  is  any  suspicion  that  the  proper  meter  is  not  produced  for 
test,  this  suspicion  can  be  easily  proved  or  disproved  by  an  examination  of  the 
company's  records,  which  will  always  contain  a  description  of  tbe  meter  set  on 
the  premises  of  each  consumer.  In  fact,  the  Gas  and  Electric  Commission  of 
Massachusetts  does  not  tag  any  of  the  meters  which  it  tests  on  complaint,  not  even 
those  located  in  Boston,  which  form  by  far  the  largest  number  of  complaint  meters 
tested  by  them,  but  dei)end  entirely  upon  the  ability  to  check  the  identity  of  the 
meter  from  the  records  of  the  company  in  case  any  suspicion  arises. 

A  card,  form  **  B,"  should,  however,  be  filled  out  and  all  the  entries  except  those 
in  regard  to  payment  of  fee,  assignment  to  inspector,  and  date  of  tagging,  made  as 
in  the  case  of  an  application  by  a  consumer  bofore  the  duplicate  is  sent  to  the  testing 
place.  In  addition,  the  fact  that  the  application  has  been  made  by  the  company 
should  be  noted  on  the  back  of  the  card,  as'  this  fact  will  govern  the  'notices  to  be 
sent  out  after  the  test.  The  original  shall  be  kept  in  the  office  as  a  check  upon 
the  making  of  tJie  test,  as  in  the  case  of  an  application  made  by  a  consumer. 

After  the  test  has  been  made  notices  shall  be  sent  to  tbe  consumer  and  to  the 
gas  company,  but  these  notices,  from  the  nature  of  the  case,  will  diflTer  slightly  from 
those  sent  when  the  test  has  been  made  upon  application  of  the  consumer,  and  will 
be  as  per  forms  *'  M  "  and  "  N." 

The  gas  companies  shall  be  billed  monthly  for  the  fees  for  all  the  meters  tested 
upon  their  applications,  and  also  for  those  tested  upon  consumers'  applications 
which  have  proved  to  be  fast  and  the  fee  for  which  has,  therefore,  been  returned  to 
the  consumer. 

Rbcobd  op  All  Meter  Tests. 

Each  meter  tested  shall  be  provided  with  a  Gas  Meter  Test  Reeord  Book,  ruled 
and  printed  according  to  the  form  which  has  already  been  handed  in.  In  this  book 
he  shall  enter  in  the  proper  columns  the  description  of  each  meter  tested  and  the 
record  of  the  test,  including  the  state  of  the  Index,  the  number  of  cubic  feet  of  gas 
passed  by  the  meter  and  by  the  prover,  the  percentage  of  error  of  the  meter  and 
whether  fast  or  slow,  the  temperature  of  the  water  In  the  prover  and  the  air  in  the 
testing  room,  and  the  pressure  at  which  the  test  is  made.  Tie  shall  also  enter  any 
remarks  that  are  called  for  by  the  test.  These  entries  in  the  Test  Record  Book  shall 
be  made  for  complaint  meters  in  addition  to  the  similar  entries  on  form  "  B." 
Bach  page  of  this  book  shall  be  signed  by  the  meter  tester  making  the  tests  recorded 
on  it. 

These  books  have  been  made  up  so  that  all  of  these  entries  will  be  made  both  on 
an  original  and  on  a  duplicate  sheet,  and  the  duplirates  nre  to  l>e  detached  from 
the  book  and  sent  to  the  office  of  the  Bureau  of  Gas  and  Kleetrlcity  daily.  At  this 
office  they  will  be  filed  in  any  suitable  form  of  binder,  the  tests  made  by  each  man 
being  kept  all  together. 

Rdcord  of  Work  Done  by  Each  Gas  Meter  Tester. 

Prom  the  gas  meter  test  record  sheets  the  number  of  meters  of  each  size  tested 
by  each  Meter  Tester  shall  be  made  up  for  each  day  and  entered  upon  a  card  5x8 
incbet,  which  shall  be  headed : 
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Rex:ord  of  Work  Donb  by  Gas  Meter  Testers. 

Month  of 19 

Name 

and  ruled  so  as  to  have  a  separate  vertical  column  for  the  date  and  for  each  of  the 
standard  sizes  of  gas  meters  up  to  300  lights.  This  card  will  have  spaces  for  the 
entry  of.  the  work  done  on  twenty-seven  different  days  each  month  with  a  space  at 
the  bottom  for  the  total  for  the  month.  A  properly  ruled  form  for  this  card  is 
handed  in  with  this  report. 

By  means  of  these  cards  a  complete  record  of  the  amount  of  work  done  by  each 
Meter  Tester  will  be  available  and  it  will  be  very  easy  to  see  from  them  Just  which 
of  the  men,  if  any,  are  not  doing,  a  full  day's  work. 

SCMMiARY    OF   GAS    METER   TESTS. 

For  the  purpose  of  keeping  a  summary  of  the  meter  tests  so  as  to  make  it  possible 
to  know  just  now  much  work  has  been  done  at  the  end  of  each  month,  there  should 
be  made  up  books  so  ruled  as  to  show  a  summary  of  all  the  gas  meter  tests  made  on 
each  day.  There  will  be  two  of  these  books,  one  of  which  will  contain  on  each 
double  page  the  record  for  a  month  of  all  the  new  meters  and  all  the  repaired 
meters  testM  during  that  month,  these  meters  being  divided  by  sizes  into  two  classes. 
"  O.  K.,"  and  "  Needing  Adjusting,"  the  latter  being  the  meters  that  have  been 
found  to  l)e  in  error  to  a  greater  extent  than  the  limits  allowed  by  law  and  w^liich 
have  therefore  heen  turned  back  to  either  the  maker  or  the  gas  company  for  ad- 
justment and  retest.    A  form  of  ruling  for  this  book  is  handed  in  with  this  report. 

The  second  book  will  be  so  ruled  as  to  show  on  each  double  page  the  sumnmry  of 
the  complaint  meters  tested  in  any  one  month,  the  meters  being  separated  by  sizes 
and  there  being  given  under  each  size  the  number  found  to  be  correct,  fast  and  slow, 
and  the  total  percentage  fast  and  slow.  There  are  also  columns  giving  the  total 
numl>er  O  K.,'  fast  and  slow  and  the  grand  total  percentage  fast  and  slow,  and  in 
addition  columns  in  which  are  to  be  entered  the  number  and  sizes  of  the  meters 
which  do  not  register  or  do  not  pass  gas,  the  nunil>er  fast  or  slow  between  definite 
percentage  limits  and  the  maximum  percentage  of  error  fast  and  slow  shown  in  any 
test  during  the  month,  with  the  size  of  the  meter  showing  these  errors. 

These  summary  books,  which  will  be  kept  in  the  office  of  the  Bureau  of  Gas  and 
Electricity,  the  proper  figures  being  prepared  from  the  reports  sent  in  by  the  different 
Meter  Testers,  and  entered  dally,  will  provide  at  any  time  all  the 'information  in 
regard  to  the  results  of  the  meter  testing  that  experience  shows  it  is  advisable  to 
have. 

In  my  opinion  the  various  forms  and  books  which  have  been  described  above  are 
all  that  will  be  required  for  the  handling  of  complaint  gas  meter  tests  and  the  record- 
ing of  the  tests  of  such  meters  as  well  as  those  made  of  new  and  repaired  meters. 

In  addition  to  the  "  Instructions  for  Meter  Testers  "  and  the  copies  of  the  various 
forms  and  books  which  have  been*  mentioned  above  there  are  also  appended  to  this 
report  *'  Instructions  for  the  Handling  of  Applications  for  Tests  by  Consumers," 
divided  into  Instructions  as  to  the  work  done  by  each  person  through  whose  hands 
the  application,  or  the  meter  covered  by  it,  has  to  pass. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

(Signed)  ALFRED  E.  FORSTALL. 


"  Breakdown  Service." 

♦[Electric  companies  may  not  refuse  to  provide  breakdown  service  to  competitors.] 
Preliminary  Report  of  Commissioner  Maltbib. 
Approved   by   the  Commission. 
To  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District:  April  1,  1908. 

Sins  : —  Having  completed  for  the  moment  the  consideration  of  "  breakdown  ser- 
vice "  In  the  Investigation  of  the  electric  light  companies  and  having  obtained 
from  the  New  York  Edison  Company  concessions  of  great  benefit  and  financial 
value  to  consumers,  I  submit  the  following  preliminary  report  pending  the  com- 
pletion of  the  entire  Investigation. 

Term  Defined. 

The  term  "  breakdown  service  "  has  such  a  technical  moaning  that  a  few  wordt* 
of  explanation  are  necessary.  Narrowly  defined,  it  is  the  service  which  an  elec- 
tricity supply  company  renders  whon  it  provides  a  *' connection  "  between  Its  sys- 
tem and  the  Installation  of  a  consumer  having  his  own  electric  plant,  and  agrees 
to  stand  roady  to  supply  such  consumer  with  current  whenever  his  plant  actually 
breaks  down  In  whole  or  In  part.  As  currently  used,  however,  the  term  Inclades 
two  othor  kinds  of  service  :  first,  the  service  rendered  by  the  supply  company  to 
the  owners  of  private  plants   (both   readlness-to-serve  and  current)   during  nights. 


*  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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Sundays,  holidays  and  perhaps  longer  periods  when  only  a  small  amount  of  current 
relatively  is  demanded ;  second,  a  like  service  rendered  by  the  supply  company  to 
owners  of  private  plants  during  the  peak  period  of  the  day  —  usually  about  5 
1*.  M. —  when  the  consumption  of  current  reaches  its  maximum  for  the  day.  These 
two  classes  of  service  are  quite  different  and  distinct  from  pure  breakdown  service ; 
they  are  really  auxiliary  service;  but  in  common  usage  the  three  classes  are 
included  in  the  single  term  "breakdown  service."  This  is  largely  due  to  the  diffi- 
culty in  separating  any  one  class'  from  the  others  in  practice ;  for  if  a  service 
connection  is  provided,  the  consumer  has  it  within  his  power  to  take  current  at 
any  time  for  any  purpose.  It  has  been  suggested  that  the  switch  might  be  locked 
and  thus  placed  under  the  control  of  the  supply  company,  but  this  would  Involve 
so  great  delay  in  securing  the  current  when  needed  and  would  impose  such  a 
burden  upon  the  supply  company,  that  it  has  not  been  considered  practicable. 

It  should  be  understood  that  the  term  "  breakdown "  does  not  apply  to  the 
service  furnished  by  the  supply  company  to  any  part  of  a  building  or  plant,  even 
though  there  may  be  a  private  electric  plant  upon  the  premises  which  is  used 
to  provide  current  for  the  remainder  of  the  building  or  plant,  where  the  part  thus 
supplied  is  so  entirely  distinct  and  separate  that  it  cannot  be  connected  in  any 
way  with  the  private  plant.  In  other  words,  if  a  circuit  Is  "  segregated "  and 
cannot  be  supplied  from  any  other  source,  it  is  not  a  part  of  the  breakdown 
system,  and  all  of  the  companies  have  stated  that  they  have  heen  and  are  willing 
to  supply  current  to  segregated  circuits  at  the  usual  rates. 

Character  op  the  Service. 

Although  it  has  not  yet  been  found  practicable  to  design  a  connection  of  such 
a  character  as  to  differentiate  automatically  any  one  of  the  three  classes  o^  service 
from  the  others,  they  are  in  theory  quite  different  and  distinct.  In  order  to 
provide  a  pure  breakdown  service,  a  supply  company  must  provide  merely  the 
distribution  system  and  the  service  connections  for  the  maximum  load  to  be 
demanded  at  any  one  time  and  such  apparatus  in  the  generating  and  sub-stations 
as  would  be  equivalent  to  the  private  plants  disabled  at  any  one  moment.  In 
other  words,  as  plants  very  seldom  break  down,  it  would  not  be  necessary  for 
the  supply  company  to  duplicate  the  total  Installations  of  the  private  plants,  but 
merely*  such  a  portion  as  would  be  out  of  use  at  any  one  moment.  Such  service 
partakes  of  the  nature  of  Insurance,  and  If  statistics  were  available  to  show  with 
what  frequency  plants  break  down  and  how  long  they  remain  out  of  use,  just  as 
the  insurance  companies  have  mortality  statistics  extending  over  many  decades,  it 
would  be  comparatively  easy  to  determine  a  reasonable  charge  for  this  kind  of 
service  and  to  what  extent  It  would  impose  a  burden  upon .  the  supply  company. 
It  Is  probable,  in  view  of  the  comparative  infrequency  of  complete  disability,  that 
the  actual  demands  made  upon  the  supply  company  would  be  very  few  and  would 
not  involve  great  expense  either  in  the  way  of  fixed  charges  upon  the  duplicate 
plant  kept  ready  for  use  or  in  the  way  of  operating  charges  for  units  revolving 
slowly.' 

To  supply  the  second  class  of  consumers  —  those  using  current  nights,  Sundays, 
holidays  and  during  periods  when  a  small  amount  of  current  is  used  as  compared 
with  the  total  instanatioBs- — >the  supply  company  would  need  to  provide,  as  in 
the  first  case,  the  necessary  service  conDecttons  and  distribution  lines  for  each 
user.  But  as  current  would  be  demanded  when  the  stations  of  the  company 
would  otherwise  not  be  operated  nt  their  maximum  capacity,  it  would  not  be 
necessary  to  provide  station  equipments  spe<ilfcally  for  this  purpose.  It  might  be 
necessary  to  keep  certain  units  revolving  slowly,  but  in  this  respect  the  service 
would  not  differ  from  the  ordinary  service  where  there  must  be  constant  readiness 
to  serve  somewhat  in  excess  of  the  demand  at  that  moment.  Service  of  this  char- 
acter would  be  quite  desirable  from  the  standpoint  of  the  supply  company,  and  if 
''  breakdown  "  users  would  restrict  their  auxiliary  use  to  these  periods,  advan- 
tageous terms  could  be  offered  by  the  companies.  What  the  exact  rate  should 
bo  would  depend  upon  the  amount  of  such  use  and  the  precise  hours  of  the  day 
and   times  of  the  year  when  it  Is  demanded. 

The  third  kind  of  service  Is  the  most  expensive  of  all.  for  if  no  restrictions 
were  placed  upon  the  amount  of  current  consumed  or  the  time  of  its  use,  "  break- 
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down  "  consumers  could  ^asilj  so  plan  their  equipment  that  they  would  have 
sufDcient  capacity  to  supply  all  the  current  required  except  during  the  peak  hours 
of  the  day.  When  the  peak  load  began  to  come  on,  the  "  breakdown  "  user  could 
take  sufficient  current  from  the  supply  company  to  handle  this  peak,  breaking 
the  connection  when  the  peak  was  passed  and  the  consumption  became  normal 
again.  Inasmuch  as  the  peak  period  for  the  breakdown  consumer  is  apt  to  be 
the  peak  period  for  the  supply  company,  this  would  mean  that  the  supply  com- 
pany would  be  called  upon  for  a  considerable  amount  of  current  during  a  short 
period  when  the  demands  of  the  ordinary  consumers  are  at  their  height.  Thus 
the  supply  company  would  be  obliged  to  maintain  a  considerable  plant  during  the 
whole  day  in  order  to  supply  the  breakdown  consumer  during  one  or  two  hours 
and  to  carry  the  surplus  plant  throughout  the  year  in  order  to  handle  the  winter 
maximum  due  to  the  short  period  of  daylight  and  cloudy  weather.  Such  scrvlee 
is  expensive  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  company,  because  of  the  heavy  fixed 
charges  covering  the  whole  year.  It  Is  also  very  beneficial  to  the  consumer, 
because  it  enables  him  to  provide  a  smaller  plant  than  would  otherwise  be  neces- 
sary and  because  it  permits  him  to  shift  the  most  expensive  part  of  his  load  upon 
the  supply  company.  But  here,  again,  the  exact  amount  which  should  be  charged 
for  such  service  would  depend  upon  the  time  and  the  extent  of  the  use. 

Objections  by  Companies. 

Various  objections  to  breakdown  service  have  been  urged  by  the  companies. 
They  claim  that  if  many  private  plants  were  to  demand  it  and  were  to  switch 
on  suddenly,  the  maintenance  of  the  proper  voltage  would  be  difficult.  The 
evidence ^taken  does  not  show  thnt  there  have  been  such  cases,  and  this  objection 
does  not  appeal  to  me  as  having  much  weight.  If  the  companies  can  maintain 
pressure  in  the  face  of  the  sudden  storms  which  swe'fep  over  the  city  in  the 
summer,  they  ought  to  be  able  to  provide  for  the  demands  of  auxiliary  service 
which   can  be  more  or   less  foreseen. 

A  more  serious  difficulty  would  arise  if  there  were  a  long  continued  coal  .^strike, 
during  which  the  price  of  coal  would  be  so  gi-eatly  advanced  that  private  plants 
would  find  it  cheaper  to  shut  down  entirely  and  take  their  current  from  the 
supply  companies  at  the  usual  rates.  In  such  cases  it  might  be  a  serious  hardship 
to  require  the  companies  to  accept  every  person  who  applied  for  breakdown  service 
without  regard  to  the  unusual  conditions  tliat  had  arisen.  But  such  a  situation 
would  be  most  unusualr  rarely  occurs  and  would  have  to  be  dealt  with  in  a  special 
manner.  In  my  opinion,  it  would  not  be  proper  to  allow  this  unusual  condition  to 
prevent   the  provision  of  breakdown  service  under  ordinary  circumstances. 

There  are  also  several  other  objections  of  a  technical  nature,  but  the  evidence 
shows  that  devices  have  bei  n  invented  which  will  obviate  these  difficulties  and 
render  tliem  of  no  serious  importance. 

It  has  been  claimed  also  that  it  is  not  fair,  even  if  practically  possible,  to  ask 
the  supply  companies  to  furnish  current  to  private  plants,  their  competitors,  when 
it  becomes  dlsadvantngcous  for  these  competitors  to  supply  it  themselves,  any 
more  than  it  would  be  fair  to  permit  one  express  company  to  take  the  more 
profitable  business  and  to  compel  a  competitor  to  do  that  portion  of  its  business 
which  was  conducted  at  a  loss.  The  analogy  is  not  sound,  and  the  argument  is 
fallacious.  The  requirement  that  breakdown  service  be  supplied  does  not  Imply 
that  one  supply  company  shall  provide  current  for  another  company  at  less  than 
a  fair  price.  Further,  the  private  electric  plants  are  not  competitors,  for  they 
do  not  distribute  current  beyond  their  own  premises.  They  cannot  combine  their 
plants  and  thus  be  of  mutual  assistance  in  case  of  disability,  for  by  so  do'nn:  they 
would  bo  compelled  to  use  the  streets  for  their  wires,  and  to  do  so  would  require 
a  franchise  and  subject  them  to  public  regulation  and  control.  It  is  not  can- 
side  red  proper  for  a  railroad  company  to  refuse  to  carry  a  passenger  during 
stormy  weather  merely  because  he  uses  his  automobile  or  walks  during  fair 
weather  or  when  he  wishes  to  go  only  a  short  distance ;  neither  does  It  seem  fair 
for  an  electric  supply  company,  which  is  also  quasi-public,  to  refuse  to  supply 
an  individual  merely  because  he  produces  a  portion  of  the  current  vwhich  he 
consumes.  The  electric  companies  have  been  given  the  use  of  public  property : 
their  wires  are  in  the  streets ;  they  have  many  rights  and  privileges  which  the 
ordinary  individual  does  not  possess.  It  seems  but  fair,  therefore,  that  they 
should   also  undertake  to  perform   the  obligations   which   go   with  these  privileges. 
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and  one  of  these  fundamental  duties  is  to  supply  current  to  every  one  who  desires 
It  and  who  pays  a  fair  price. 

It  should  not  be  assumed  that  breakdown  service  or  any  special  kind  of  service 
must  of  necessity  be  supplied  at  the  same  rate  at  which  other  service  of  a  different 
character  and  of  a  different  cost  Is 'supplied.  It  may  be  that  such  special  service 
as  we  are  now  considering  should  be  supplied  at  a  different  rate  from  that  charged 
for  current  under  ordinary  circumstances ;  but,  asauming  that  the  rate  i8  fair, 
that  a  reasonable  profit  is  allowed  to  the  company  thereon,  it  is,  in  my  opinion, 
the  duty  of  the  supply  companies  tb  provide  breakdown  service  under  ordinary 
drcumsiancea. 

Rates  of  Chabgb. 

Applications  for  breakdown  service  have  been  made  of  only  three  companies  in 
Greater  New  York.  The  United  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  has  but  one 
consumer  and  no  others  have  applied.  The  Brooklyn  Edison  CompAny  has  10  con- 
sumers and  has  supplied  every  applicant.  The  New  York  Edison  Company  has  122 
connections  and  is  the  only  one  that  has  refused  of  late  years  to  give  breakdown 
service ;  but  it  is  also  the  only  company  where  the  service  seems  likely  to  become 
of  such  importance  as  to  make  it  at  all  serious.  Prior  to  the  summer  of  1905, 
when  the  act  of  the  Legislature  fixing  the  maximum  price  for  current  supplied  In 
Manhattan  at  10  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  took  effect,  the  New  York  Edison  Com- 
pany supplied  breakdown  service  to  every  applicant.  The  first  application  made 
after  the  new  law  took  effect  was  rejected,  and  from  that  time  until  the  Public 
Service  Commission  was  created,  the  company  refused  to  supply  breakdown  service, 
except  to  those  who  already  had  contracts. 

This  change  in  policy  was  productive  naturally  of  many  complaints,  and  the 
situation  was  finally  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Commission  of  Gas  and 
Electricity.  But  prior  to  July  1,  1907,  no  action  had  "been  taken,  although  much 
consideration  had  been  given  to  the  subject.  The  complaints  were  renewed  before 
this  Commission  last  fall,  and  the  Ekllson  Company  was  urged  to  resume  its 
former  practice.  To  this  the  company  objected,  but  after  considerable  discussion 
and  much  urging,  the  Edison  Company  submitted  a  proposal  to  the  Commission  in 
which  they  offered  to  furnish  breakdown  service,  but  insisted  upon  a  higher  rate 
of  charge  than  formerly.  The  contracts  which  had  been  made  had  provided  in 
most  instances  that  the  consumer  should  guarantee  to  pay  a  certain  amount 
annually,  ranging  from  $10  per  kilowatt  of  installation,  under  an  agreement  to 
use  current  during  certain  hours  of  the  day  only,  to  $30  per  kilowatt  of  mawimum 
demand  with  unrestricted  use.  If  the  consumer  did  not  use  sufficient  current  at 
the  ordinary  rates  to  equal  the  guarantee,  he  agreed  to  pay  the  guarantee;  but 
if  tl;ie  amount  consumed  at  the  usual  rates  exceeded  the  amount  guaranteed,  the 
guarantee  had  no  effect  of  course.  The  rates  which  the  Edison  Company  gave  In 
their  original  proposal  to  the  Commission  provided  for  a  minimum  charge  or 
guarantee  of  $30  per  kilowatt  of  installation,  which  was  a  marked  increase  over 
the  rates  in  the  old  contracts.  As  a  result,  the  individual  who  had  lamps,  motors 
and  apparatus  of  a  total  capacity  of  100  kilowatts,  say,  would  be  obliged  to 
guarantee  an  annual  payment  of  $3,000,  no  matter  what  amount  of  current  he 
consumed  and  no  matter  whether  he  used  only  20  or  80  kilowatts  at  any  one 
time.  As  the  total  installation  of  any  building  or  plant  is  seldom  all  in  use  at 
the  same  moment,  and  as  the  average  amount  of  use  has  been  variously  estimated 
from  30  to  60  per  cent,  of  the  total  Installation,  it  is  evident  that  a  charge  based 
upon  installation  and  not  upon  mawimum  demand  would  generally  be  unjust. 

Information  Insufficient. 
In  the  conferences  held  from  time  to  time  with  the  present  and  prospective 
users  of  breakdown  service,  the  general  opinion  seemed  to  be  that  the  charge  was 
prohibitive  in  most  cases  and  that  few  could  afford  to  take  the  service  at  such 
a  figure.  As  the  Edison  Company  insisted  that  It  was  reasonable,  an  attempt  was 
made  In  the  investigntion  to  secure  sufficient  evidence  to  determine  the  facts,  but 
it  was  found  that  sufficient  data  were  not  available.  For  one  should  know  not 
merely  the  ordinary  operating  costs  and  fixed  charges,  but  also  the  frequency  with 
which  private  plants  break  down,  the  amount  of  current  demanded  by  them  and 
the  hours  at  which  It  Is  used.  For  example.  If  it  were  necessary  for  the  supply 
company  to  provide  plant  and  equipment  for  60  per  cent,  of  the  connected  load, 
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the  rate  would  be  practically  doable  what  It  would  need  to  be  If  only  30  per  cent, 
should  be  provided.  Again,  if  breakdown  consumers  generally  use  current  at  the 
time  of  peak  load,  the  charge  should  in  fairness  be  much  higher  than  if  the 
current  is  consumed  daring  the  hours  when  the  generating  plant  is  running  on  a 
light  load. 

Neither  the  Edison  Company  nor  any  of  the  engineers  witif  whom  I  consulted 
were  able  to  state  definitely  what  the  conditions  had  been  or  were  likely  to  be. 
The  New  York  and  Brooklyn  Bdison  Companies  submitted  certain  calculations  to 
support  the  rates  charged,  but  they  were  so  yague  and  Indefinite  that  they  were 
most  unsatisfactory.  The  rates  have  been  fixed  more  or  less  arbitrarily  without 
a  knowledge  of  the  exact  facts  and  of  the  various  elements  which  determine  the 
cost.  To  secure  the  information  desirable  it  would  be  advisable  to  place  recording 
instruments  on  every  breakdown  connection  and  to  take  records  for  nearly  a  year, 
or  at  least  through  the  coming  summer  and  the  following  winter,  thereby  obtain- 
ing the  facts  as  to  the .  extremes  which  a  supply  company  must  provide  for. 
Although  this  will  involve  considerable  expense,  the  Edison  Company  has  agreed 
to  provide  the  apparatus  and  to  take  the  readings  under  the  supervision  and 
direction,  if  necessary,  of  the  Commission.  A$  a  saHafactory  decision  of  the  rate 
question  cannot  be  made  until  these  records  are  taken,  I  recommend  that  the  work 
be  carried  out  and  that  the  Electrical  Engineer  of  the  Oommission  be  instructed 
to  supervise  it. 

The  method  of  charging  for  breakdown  service  has  also  been  considered.  Many 
consumers  have  expressed  their  preference  for  a  plan  whereby  a  certain  amount 
would  be  paid  for  each  kilowatt  hour  of  current  used  and  another  amount  for  each 
kilowatt  of  maximum  demand,  the  latter  as  a  *' readiness-to-serve  *'  charge  to 
cover  the  cost  of  installing  a  connection,  of  providing  sufficient  plant  and  equip- 
ment to  meet  the  demand  «nd  of  being  ready  to  supply  current  the  instant  the 
consumer  wishes  it.  Here,  again,,  sufficient  data  were  not  available  to  determine 
whether  such  an  arrangement  should  be  more  satisfactory  than  the  minimum 
guarantee  plan  and  what  the  relation  should  be  between  the  "readiness-to-serve  " 
charge  and  the  current  rate.  Consequently,  I  do  not  recommend  that  a  change 
be  made  at  present  in  the  method  of  charge  now  in  vogue  but  that  a  decision  be 
postponed  until  accurate  records  Jiave  been  obtained. 

m 

Method  of  Chabqb. 

The  general  opinion  of  the  consumers,  present  and  prospective,  who  appeared  at 
the  conferences,  was  that  if  the  Edison  Company  would  recede  from  its  original 
demand  that  the  guarantee  should  be  based  on  installation  and  would  accept 
maximum  demand  as  the  base,  so  that  each  consumer  might  determine  for  hin^self 
the  amount  of  service  he  needed  irrespective  of  installation,  and  if  the  Bdison 
Company  would  agree  to  take  service  records  under  the  supervision  of  the  Com- 
mission, they  would  be  satisfied  to  have  a  final  determination  of  the  question  of 
rates  and  methods  of  charging  go  over-  until  the  necessary  information  has  been 
obtained.  This  suggestion  I  laid  before  the  Edison  Company  and  urged  that  it 
be  acceded  to.  As  a  result,  the  company  submitted  a  new  proposition  (appended 
hereto)  leaving  the  guarantee  practically  as  originally  suggested,  but  basing  it 
upon  maximum  demand  and  allowing  the  consumer  to  state  his  maximum  d^nand. 
This  will  mean  a  large  reduction  in  the  guarantee  to  be  given,  for  if  the  amount 
of  use  at  any  one  moment  or  at  the  moment  when  the  consumer  wishes  to  take 
advantage  of  the  breakdown  service  does  not  exceed  30  per  cent,  of  the  total 
installation,  the  guarantee  under  the  new  proposition  will  be  only  30  per  cent,  of 
the  guarantee  under  the  original  offer  of  the  company. 

Take  a  case  which  Is  illustrative,  although  somewhat  unusual,  of  a  consumer 
who  appeared  before  me:  His  total  installation  has  a  capacity  of  70  kilowatts. 
He  never  has  used,  he  stated,  at  any  one  time  more  than  14  or  15  kilowatts. 
Under  the  original  proposal  of  the  New  York  Edison  Company,  he  would  have 
been  obliged  to  give  a  cni&nintee  of  $2,100  per  year.  Under  the  revised  plan  he 
will  guarantee  only  a  consumption  of  $420  or  $450  —  a  difference  of  over  $1,650 
per  annum. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  Edison  Company  will  be  protected  b^  a  switch  specially 
designed,  which  will  prevent  the  consumer  from  using  a  'greater  amount  of 
currant  than  he  has  agreed  to  pay  for,  and  yet  the  company  will  not  be  required 
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to  provide   greater  facilities   than   the   consumers   have  demanded   and  for   which 
they  will  pay. 

To  summarize  the  results  so  far  obtained,  they  are : 

(1)  The  New  York  Edison  Company  will  fumiah  breakdown  service  to  any  owner 

of  a  private  plant  who  applies  for  it. 

(2)  The  use  of  current  need  not  be  restricted  to  certain  hours  or  certain  purposes; 

it  may  be  taken  at  any  time  and  for  any  purpose,  thereby  obtaining  not 
only  pure  breakdown  service  but  auxiliary  service  as  well. 

(3)  The  consumer  may  specify  the  m€upimum  amount  of  current  to  be  taken  at 

any  one  moment,  regardless  of  his  installation. 

(4)  The  guarantee  will   be  computed   not  upon  installation   but  upon  mcuBimum 

demand. 

(5)  The  company  will  place  recording  devices  upon  every  breakdown  connection 

and    take   the   records   unfier   the  supervision  of   the   ConMnission   for   the 
purpose  of  determining  a  fair  charge  for  service. 
These  beneficial  results  illustrate  what  may  be  accomplished  under  an  effectiye 
system  of  public  regulation  and  control. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

(Signed)  MILO  B.  MALTBIB, 

Commissioner. 

Mbmorandum  bb  Brbakdown  Sbuvicb  Submittbti  by  tub  Nbw  York  Edison  Com- 
pany, March,  1908. 

It  Is  understood  that  breakdown  connections  shall  be  furnished  to  any  applicant 
operating  a  private  plant  on  the  following  basis : 

(a)  A  service  charge  of  $30.00  Including  the  supply  of  electric  current  at  the 
best  rate  of  the  class  will  be  made  for  each  kilowatt  of  maximum  demand  for  which 
the  customer  may  make  written  request  to  the  Company  and  which  maximum  demand 
is  to  be  the  basis  of  a  year's  contract. 

(b)  The  maximum  demand  for  which  the  customer  contracts  will  be  controlled 
by  a  special  "  limit  service "  switch,  which  will  be  adjusted  so  as  to  allow  the 
customer  to  use  up  to  the  capacity  for  which  he  specifically  contracts. 

(c)  It  Is  understood  that  the  load  for  which  a  customer  contracts  will  be  ap- 
proximately a  "  balance  load,"  that  is,  the  load  will  be  taken  in  approximately  equal 
quantltlps  from  each  side  of  the  three-wire  system. 

(d)  For  each  instaliatioo  of  a  breakdown  or  reserve  service  of  a  capacity  less 
than  ten  kilowatts  of  maximum  demand,  there  will  be  a  charge  made  of  $75.00  for 
introducing  the  special  "  limit  awltch  "  and  other  protecting  devices. 

(e)  In  all  instances  the  customer  Is  to  provide  incandescent  lamps  for  the 
original  installation  and  renewals  and  carbons  and  trimming  and.  for  the  main- 
tenance of  any  arc  lamps.  The  company  assumes  no  responsibility  for  the  instal- 
lation. It  Is  understood  that  an  allowance  Is  made  offsetting  the  supply  of  Incan- 
descent and  arc  lamps  under  each  of  the  wholesale  forms  of  contract ;  where  a^^rvice 
is  taken  under  the  retain  contract,  a  special  reduction  of  one  cent  per  kilowatt  hour 
will  bo  made  In  view  of  the  customer  relieving  the  company  of  the  supply  and  care 
of  incandescent  lamps  or  arc  lamps. 

(f)  The  above  does  not  refer  to  any  installation  or  part  of  an  installation  per- 
manently segregated  from  the  private  plant  and  connecting  directly  and  permanently 
with  the  service  of  the  company.  Such  Installation  may  be  supplied  under  direct 
contract  at  the  best  rates  obtainable  by  any  other  consumer  under  like  conditions, 
using  an  equal  amount  of  current. 

N.  B. —  This  rate  is  made  experimentally  with  the  privilege  of  withdrawing  the 
rate  if  after  one  year  it  is  found  to  be  unsatisfactory. 


Gas  and  Electrical  Corporations. —  Right  to  charge  for  service  of 
installing  and  maintaining  pipe  or  wire  connections  between 
mains  and  consumers'  homes. 

•[Gas  and  Electric  Connections  —  Transportation  Corporations  I>«w,  Sections  65 
and  OS -- Conditions  may  be  Imposed  for  furnishing  service  to  premlsi^H  not 
witbtn  100  feet  of  mains—  If  within  100  feet,  owner  Is  required  to  pay  onlv  for 
installation  on  his  land.  In  such  case,  no  charge  Is  permissible  for  repair  or 
maintenance  of  pipe  in  street.] 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

Hon.  MiLO  R.  Maltbie,  Commissioner :  June  8,  1008. 

Sib  : —  Referring  to  your  letter  of  May  21.  1008.  in  which  you  nsk  certain  ques- 
tions concerning  the  right  of  gas  and  electric  companies  to  chargi*  for  service  of 


•  Ree  footnote,  page  9. 
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installing  and  maintaining  pipe  or  wire  connections  between  their  mains  and  the 
consumers'  homes,  I  beg  to  advise  you  as  follows : 

"(1)  Has  any  gas  or  electric  company  under  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Com- 
mission the  right  to  make  any  charge  for  providing  a  service  connection  between 
the  main  and  the  property  of  a  prospective  consumer?" 

By  section  65  of  the  Transportation  Corporations  Law,  gas-light  corporations  and 
electrlc-llght  corporations  are  obliged  to  supply  gas  or  light  to  a  building  or  premises 
within  one  hundred  feet  of  their  mains  or  wlros.  Not  being  under  obligation  to  ex- 
tend their  service  beyond  the  one  hundred  foot  line  the  companies  may  malce  con- 
ditions before  agreeing  to  give  such  service,  and  may  therefore  charge  for  service 
connection  to  consumers  outside  the  statutory  limit. 

"(2)  If  they  have  in  certain  cases,  have  they  any  such  right  provided  the 
nearest  point  of  the  property  lies  within  100  feet  in  a  direct  line  of  the  nearest 
pipe,  main  or  duct  of  the  company?" 

It  must  be  admitted  that  the  language  of  the  courts  in  cases  involving  questions 
somewhat  similar  to  that  now  conslaered  might  suggest  an  affirmative  answer.  But 
the  expressions  contained  In  the  reported  opinions,  referred  to  below,  were  not  neces- 
sary to  the  proper  dispositions  of  the  matters  before  the  court  and  In  my  opinion 
do  not  preclude  Independent  consideration. 

The  nrst  part  of  section  90  of  the  Transportation  Corporations  Law  provides  that 
upon  application  of  any  owner  or  occupant  of  a  building  or  premises  within  one 
hundred  feet  of  the  mains  or  wires  of  a  gas-light  or  electrlc-lfght  corporation,  the 
corporation  "  shall  supply  gas  or  electric  light  as  may  be  required  for  lighting  such 
building  or  premises,  notwithstanding  there  be  rent  or  compen^tatlon  in  arrear.  for 
gas  or  electric  light  supplied,  or  for  meter,  wire,  pipe  or  fittings,  furnished  to  a 
former  occupant,  etc.  A  penalty  is  then  provided  for  each  day  during  which  the 
company  refuses  service, 

"  provided  that  no  such  corporation  shall  be  required  to  lay  service  pipes 
or  wires  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  gas  or  electric  light  to  any  applicant 
where  the  ground  in  which  such  pipe  or  wire  is  required  to  be  laid  shall  be 
frozen,  or  shall  otherwise  present  serious  obstacles  to  laying  the  same;  nor 
unless  the  applicant.  If  required,  shall  deposit  in  advance  with  the  corpo- 
rations n  sum  of  money  sufficient  to  pay  the  cost  of  his  portion  of  the  pipe  or 
wire  required  to  be  laid,  and  ttte  eitpense  of  laying  such  portion." 

Section  68  of  the  Transportation  Corporations  Law  reads  In  part  as  follows : 

"  I  68.  If  any  person  supplied  with  gas  or  electric  light  by  any  such  corpo- 
ration shall  neglect  or  refuse  to  pay  the  rent  or  remuneration  due  for  the  same 
or  for  the  wires,  pipes  or  fittings  let  by  the  corporation,  for  supplying  or  using 
such  gas  or  electric  light  or  for  ascertaining  the  quantity  consumed  or  used  as 
required  by  his  contract  with  the  corporation,  or  shall  refuse  or  neglect,  after 
being  required  so  to  do,  to  make  the  deposit  required,  such  corporation  may 
prevent  the  gas  or  electric  light  from  entering  the  premises  of  such  person." 

From  a  memorandum  furnished  by  Messrs.  Beardsley  &  Ilemmens,  counsel  for  the 
New  York  Edison  Company,  It  seems  that  the  company  bases  Its  claim  to  a  right  to 
charge  for  service  connection  on  the  last  three  lines  of  section  Cw>,  above  quoted,  and 
on  tlio  laneuapje  of  the  court  In  the  case  of  Gould  vs.  Edison  Electric  Illuminating 
Company,  20  Misc.  240.  The  decision  In  that  case,  however,  was  merely  that  the 
company  had  the  right  to  make  a  minimum  charge  of  $l.oO  per  month.  Judge 
Beekma'n.  before  whom  the  case  was  tried  at  Special  Term,  said  (page  243)  : 

"The  Statute  recognizes  the  right  to  charge  for  light  consumed,  Ihc  rost  and 
expense  of  lajfinfj  wires  and  a  rental  for  wire  and  apparatus.  (Transportation 
Corporations  Law,  art.  6,  §§  66,  G8.)" 

As  no  question  was  before  the  court  as  to  charging  for  "laying  wires"  (service 
connection)   the  expression  on  that  point  must  be  taken  as  ohiter. 

In  Moore  vs.  The  Chaninlain  Electric  Comnany,  88  Appellate  Division,  page  289, 
an  action  for  penalties  had  been  brought  against  the  company  for  failure  to  connect 
their  wires  with  applicant's  premises.  The  applicant's  house  was  not  within  one 
hundred  feot  of  the  company's  wlrrs  used  for  supplying  light  for  domestic  purposes. 
and  no  question  of  paying  for  service  connection  was  directly  involved.  Judge 
Parker,  who  wrote  the  opinion,  said  (page  292)  : 

"  The  term  '  service '  pipe  or  wire,  as  used  in  that  connection,  means  the 
conjitrtion  from  Ihe  ntrcet  m-^iin  or  wire  to  the  house,  and  usually  the  expense 
of  laying  that  is  borno  by  both  the  company  and  the  owner  In  pronortions 
atrrecd  upon  between  them  and  it  is  as  to  that  expense  that  the  applicant  is 
re(ini'red  to  advance  his  proportion,  if  the  company  demand  it,  liefore  he  can 
insist  on  tras  or  light  being  furnished  to  him.  Evidently  this  provision  does  not 
Indicate  that  any  expense  in  laying  additional  mains  is  exnected  to  b*»  iKirne 
by  the  company  and  the  appiUant.  So  the  provisions  of  section  66.  require  the 
applicant  to  deposit  in  advance,  if  demanded,  a  reasonable  sum  for  the  light 
furnished  or  to  he  furnished  for  two  months,  and  reouires  the  comnany  to  pay 
interest  on  such  deposit.  Such  provisions  do  not  throw  any  light  upon  the 
interpretation  of  the  prior  section.  The  monev  is  advanced  solely  to  secure  the 
payment  for  light  to  be  thereafter  used,  and  has  no  application  to  the  question 
whether  the  mains  are  already  laid  or  to  he  thereafter  laid." 
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This  case  was  not  cited  In  the  memorandum  submitted  by  Messrs.  Beardsley  and 
Hemmens. 

In  my  opinion  tliere  is  nothing  in  either  of  these  decisions  to  deprive  the  words 
of  the  act  of  their  ordinary  meaoin?.  The  act  ^spc.  65 >  provides  that  the  company 
**  shall  supply  gas  or  electric  light "  to  applicants.  This  does  not  mean  that  the 
light  shall  be  left  some  fifty  or  sixty  feet  from  the  applicant's  premises,  but  that  it 
shall  he  brought  up  to  the  applicant's  premises.  Tne  applicant  has  no  franchise 
and  no  right  to  tear  up  the  street  and  lay  pipes  or  wires.  The  wires  or  pipes  when 
laid  in  the  street  belong  to  the  company.  On  the  other  hand. the  company  has  no 
right  without  permission  to  lay  pipes  or  wires  on  the  applicant's  property,  and  if  it 
does  so  at  his  request  he  should  if  required  l)ear  the  expense  of  the  installation  on  his 
land.  This,  I  believe  to  be  the  only  portion  of  the  pipe  or  wire  for  which  the  appli- 
cant can  be  made  to  pay. 

An  examination  of  the  opinion  rendered  by  the  Attorney-General  on  April  17,  1906, 
'  shows  that  the  view  which  I  take  of  sections  65  and  68  of  the  Transportation  Corpo- 
rations L^w  was  taken  by  him  in  connection  with  the  petition  of  the  Coney  Island 
Realty  and  Improvement  Company  as  to  service  charges  by  the  Brooklyn  Borough 
Gas  Company.  On  September  17,  1907,  this  same  view  was  taken  by  my  predecessor. 
Judge  Blackmar,  in  an  opinion  ms  to  the  meaning  of  sections  65  ana  68  of  the 
Transportation  Corporations  Law. 

"(3)  After  the  service  has  been  once  provided,  have  the  companies  the  right 
to  make  any  charge  for  maintaining  or  repairing  it,  or  of  turning  on  gas  or 
current  when  it  has  once  been  cut  off?  " 

In  my  opinion  when  the  consumer's  premises  are  within  one  hundred  feet  of  the 
mains  or  wires  no  charge  can  be  made  for  repairing  or  maintaining  the  portion  of 
pipe  or  wire  in  the  street,  or  for  turning  on  the  current  when  it  has  once  been  cut 
off.  When  the  premises  are  more  than  one  hundred  feet  distant  the  expenses  of 
installation,  repair  and  maintenance  may  be  the  subject  of  agreement  between  the 
parties. 

Respectfully  yours, 

(Signed)  GEO.  S.  COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Gommiasion. 


Electrical  Conduits. 

The  chiof  engineer  and  superintendent  of  United  States  pi|blic  buildings 
asked  the  commission  for  information  as  to  the  following: 

1.  Under  the  present  system  of  organization  by  what  companies  nse  the  conduits 
beneath  Broadwaif.  say  from  the  United  States  Court  House  and  l*08t  Office  building 
to  the  Battery,  nnd  beneath  Wall  street  from,  say  the  Sub-Treasury  building  to 
Broadway,  controlled? 

2.  Can  your  commission  see  any  oblectlon  to  the  T'nited  States  applying  for  rental, 
under  proper  conditions,  to  any  corporation  that  may  control  conduits  referred  to? 

3.  In  the  event  of  said  corporation  refusing  to  lease  conduits,  would  your  commls- 
misslon  have  any  power  in  the  matter? 

4.  Would  your  commission,  in  the  event  of  the  TJnIted  States  being  unable  to 
obtain  the  use  of  any  existing  conduit,  have  any  objection  to  the  application  to  the 
city  of  Now  York  and  to  the  Legislature  for  the  right  to  construct  a  suitable  conduit 
or  couduits,  of  reasonable  size,  placing  In  electrical  connection  the  buildings  named 
at  the  beginning  of  this  communication? 

The  matter  was  referred  to  the  counsel  for  the  Commission,  who  answered 
the  questions  as  follows: 

Opinion  of  Codnsel. 

"  1  have  received  from  the  secretary  copy  of  letter  addressed  to  the  Chairman  of 
the  rommlssion  by  Mr.  Alfred  B.  Fry.  Chief  Rnglnrer  and  Superintendent  of  T^nited 
States  Public  Buildings,  asking  for  information  regarding  the  right  of  the  United 
States  government  to  use  existing  conduits  or  subways  under  the  streets  of  the  city 
of  Now  York. 

"The  first  question  contained  in  Mr.  Fry's  letter  is  as  follows: 

*•  *  Under  Iho  prosont  system  of  ortranlzation  by  what  companies  are  the  conduits 
beneath  Broadway,  say  from  the  U.  S.  Court  House  and  Post  Office  building  to  the 
Battory,  and  beneath  Wall  street  from,  say  the  Sub-Troasui-y  building  to  Broadway, 
controlled?  ' 

•*  By  chapt*'r  .534  of  the  T^aws  of  1SS4  it  was  provided  that  all  telegraph,  telephone 
and  electric  light  wires  and  cables  used  In  any  Incorporated  city  of  Ibis  state  having 
a  population  of  five  hundred  thousand  or  over  should  thereafter  be  placed  under  the 
surface  of  the  streets,  lanes,  and  avenues  of  said  city.  Chapter  490  of  the  T^ws 
of  188.')  amended  the  act  of  th<»  previous  year  and  provided  for  the  appointment 
of  commissioners  of  electrical  subways.  The  Mayor,  Comptroller  and  Commissioner 
of  Public  Works  were  authorized  and  directed  to  appoint  three  "persons  who  should 
be  a  comrai"5slon  of  electrical  subways  charged  with  the  duty  of  executing  the  pro- 
visions of  the  act 
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"  CommlsBloners  were  appointed  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  act, 
and  on  July  22,  1886,  these  commissioners  entered  into  a  contract  with  the  Con- 
solidated Telegraph  and  Electrical  Subway  Company  whereby  said  subways  were  to 
be  constructed  by  said  company  and  space  therein  leased  by  said  company  to  such 
persons,  firms,  or  corporations  as  should  desire  to  operate  electrical  conductors  in  any 
street,  avenue  or  highway  in  the  city  of  New  York. 

"  On  April  7,  1887,  a. further  contract  was  entered  into  between  said  commissioners 
and  said  company  amending  the  contract  above  mentioned.  Section  IV  of  this 
contract  provides  that  space  in  said  subways  *  shall  be  leased  by  said  company  to 
any  company  or  corporation  having  lawful  power  to  operate  electrical  conductors 
in  any  street,  avenue  or  highway  In  the  city  of  New  York  that  mav  apply  for 
the  same,  including  any  company,  or  corporation  having  or  which  snail  acquire 
lawful  power  to  manufacture,  use  or  supply  electricity.' 

"On  June  25th,  1887,  an  act  was  passea  n^ijap.  716,  L.  1887),  ratlfyinjr  and 
confirming  said  contracts,  and  providing  that  the  Board  of  Commissioners  of  Elec- 
trical Subways  together  with  the  Mayor  of  the  City  of  New  York  should  conntltate 
the  Board  of  Electrical  Control  which  should  succeed  to  all  the  powers  and  duties 
of  said  Commissioners  of  Electrical  Subways. 

*'  On  December  8,  1890,  an  agreement  was  entered  into  between  the  Consolidated 
Telegraph  and  Electrical  Subway  Company  and  the  Empire  City  Subwav  CompauT 
in  and  by  which  said  first  mentioned  company  sold  to  said  second  mentioned 
company  Its  low  tension  subways, —  retaining  for  itself  the  high  tension  suuways. 
A  law  was  afterward  passed  (Chap.  2.'n,  L.  1891)  authorlzlncr  the  separation  of 
these  subways  as  above  stated  and  authorizing  the  Board  of  Electrical  Control  to 
enter  into  new  contracts  with  said  subway  companies  providing  for  such  separa- 
tion.  New  contracts  were  entered  into  accordingly,  which  contracts  are  still  in 
full  force.  Under  these  new  contracts  the  provisions  of  Section  IV  of  the  contract 
of  April  7,  1887,  are  left  undisturbed,  except  that  the  control  is  divided  between 
the  two  subway  companies  above  mentioned. 

"  The  answer  to  the  first  question  is,  therefore,  that  all  high  tension  subways 
are  controlled  by  the  Consolidated  Telegraph  and  Electrical  Subway  Company,  and 
all  low  tension  subways  are  controlled  by  the  Empire  City  Subway  Companv,  and 
application  should  be  made  to  one  or  both  of  these  companies  according  to  the 
kind  of  service  desired. 

"  The  second  question  is : 

•* '  Can  your  Commission  see  any  objection  to  the  United  States  applying  for 
rental,  under  proper  conditions,  to  any  corporation  that  may  control  conduits 
referred  to  ? ' 

"  I  see  no  objection  to  the  •  application  being  made,  if  the  United  States  has 
authority  in  law  to  receive  and  use  such  a  franchise. 

••  The  thir4  question  is  : 

*•  *  In  the  event  of  the  corporation  refusing  to  lease  ccmdults,  would  your  com- 
mission have  any  power  In  the  matter?' 

"  I  am  of  ^he  opinion  that  the  commission  has  power  in  a  proper  case  to  make 
an  order  requiring  the  corporations  mentioned  to  lease  space  in  their  conduits  or 
subways.  Tills  power  Is  not  granted  in  bo  many  words,  but  is  fairly  to  be  Implied 
from  the  powers  granted. 

"  Pub.  Serv.  Com.  L.  S  66,  sub.  1. 

"  Pub.  Serv.  Com.  L.  |  66,  sub.  6. 

*'  Pub.  Serv.  Com.  L.  f  4. 

"  Under  subdivision  1  of  section  66,  above  cited,  the  Commission  has  '  general 
supervision  '  of  all  conduit  companies. 

"  Under  subdivision  5  of  that  section  the  Commission  has  power  to  examine  all 
such  corporations  nnd  keep  Informed  as  to  the  methods  employed  by  them  in  the 
transaction  of  their  business  and  see  that  their  property  Is  maintained  and  oper- 
ated for  the  security  and  accommodation  of  the  oublic  and  In  compliance  with  the 
provisions  of  law  and  of  their  franchises  and  charters. 

"  By  section  4  it  Is  provided  that  the  Commission  shall  possess  the  powers  and 
duties  specified  in  the  act  and  also  all  powers  necessary  or  proper  to  enable  it  to 
carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  act. 

••  It  is  difllcult  to  see  how  It  would  be  possible  for  the  Commission  to  carry  out 
the  purposes  of  the  act  as  declared  in  subdivisions  1  and  5  of  section  66  unless  it 
has  power  to  make  appropriate  orders  to  that  end. 

"  The  fourth  and  last  question  is  : 

'*  *  Would  your  Commission,  in  the  event  of  the  United  States  beini;  unable  to 
obtain  the  use  of  any  existing  conduit,  have  any  objection  to  the  application  to 
the  city  of  New  York  and  to  the  Lejflslature  for  the  right  to  construct  a  suitable 
conduit  or  conduits,  of  reasonable  size,  placing  in  electrical  connection  the  buildings 
named,  at  the  beginning  of  this  communication?' 

•'  If  the  route  proposed  would  not  Interfere  with  other  ni*ces<»ary  subsurface 
structures  and  If  the  United  States  had  authority  to  receive  and  use  such  a  fran- 
chise in  the  public  streets  of  the  city  of  New  York,  there  might  be  no  objection  to 
the  application  on  the  part  of  the  Commission.  This  question,  however,  may  be 
readily  determined  by  the  Commission  if  occasion  should  arise. 

Respectfully  yours. 
(Signed)  GEORGE  S.  COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Commiasion." 

June  18,  1908. 
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Gas  Corporations. —  Improvements   in   and   inspection   of  gas 

meters. 

Hearing  Order  No.  676. 
Opinion  of  CJommissioner  MaltWe. 
Final   Order  No.   757. 
Final  Order  No.  758. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on   the  motion   of   the   Commission   on   tht 
question   of  improvements   to   be  adopted   by  Gas 
Corporations   within    its   Jurisdiction    in    the   par- 
ticulars hereinbelow  mentioned. 


ORDER  FOR  H  EARING 
No.   l.iU. 
August  14,  1C08. 


It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  27th  day  of  August,  1908, 
at  2  :30  o'clock  In  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough  of 
Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  and  State  of  New  York,  as  to  whether  improve- 
ments  are  necessary  and  should  be  ordered  in  the  methods  employed  by  gas  cor- 
porations within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  said  Commission,  to  improve  the  service  of 
said  gas  corporations  or  best  to  promote  the  public  interest,  protect  the  public 
health  or  protect  those  using  gas,  so  as  to  require  that 

1.  No  gas  meter,  after  once  having  been  put  in  use,  shall  be  verified  or  tested  by 
anyone  other  than  an  inspector  of  the  Public  Service  ComBbission,  provided  the  bill 
is  in  dispute  or  complaint  has  been  made  regarding  the  accuracy  of  the  meter. 

2.  Whenever  a  gas  meter  is  removed  from  the  premises  of  any  person,  a  notice 
shall  be  given  to  the  consumer  by  the  gas  company  in  a  form  prescribed  by  the 
Commission  that  such  meter  has  been  removed. 

3.  All  gas  meters  that  have  been  in  use  for  more  than  seven  years  shall  be 
removed  before  November  1,  1908,  and  all  gas  meters  that  have  been  In  use  for 
more  than  five  years  shall  be  removed  before  January  1,  1909,  and  the  same  shall 
not  be  agaia  put  in  use  until  tested  and  approved  by  an  inspector  of  the  Com- 
mission. 

4.  Hereafter  every  gas  meter  that  has  been  set  five  years  shall  be  removed 
within  twelve  months  thereafter  and  submitted  to  an  inspector  of  the  Commission 
for  a  new  test. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  proper. 

Further  ordered.  That  said  gas  corporations  be  given  at  least  ten  days*  notice 
of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  each  of  them,  either  personally  or  by  mail,  of  a 
certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing  said  corporations  be  accorded 
all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and  examining  and  cross-exam* 
ining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearings  hold  August  27th  and  September  4th. 

•  [Gas  meters  which  have  been  in  use  for  more  than  seven  years  should  be 
removed  and   tested.] 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted    October    2,    1908.) 
Commissioner  Maltbib  : — 

•*  Growing  out  of  the  experience  of  the  Commission,  and  particular] v  the  work 
of  the  Bureau  of  Gas  and  Electricity  which  handles  the  complaints  of  consumers 
against  the  gas  companies,  an  order  for  a  hearing  was  adopted  bv  the  Commiaslon 
upon  August  14th.  The  formal  hearing  was  held  upon  August  27th,  followed  by 
an  informal  conference  upon  September  4th.  After  hearing  the  facts  presented  by 
the  companies  It  seems  advisable  to  recommend  certain  modifications  of  the  pro- 
posed order,  as  indicated  by  the  final  orders  transmitted  herewith.  The  first  order, 
relating  to  the  removal  of  meters  regarding  which  complaint  shall  have  been  made 
to  the  companies,  will  enable  the  Commission  to  settle  certain  complaints  which 
in  the  past  it  has  been  unable  to  remedy,  owing  to  the  removal  and  repairing  of 
the  meter  complained  of  between  the  time  when  the  complaint  was  made  to  the 
company  by  the  consumer  and  the  date  of  his  application  to  this  Commission  for 
an  adjudication  of  his  case.  The  order  virtually  provides  that  pending  such  an 
adjudication  the  meter  may  not  be  removed  without  a  test  by  the  Commission, 
unless  a  considerable  period  shall  have  elapsed  during  which  the  consumer  has 
failed  to  complain  to  the  Commission. 

*  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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"  The  other  order  relates  to  meters  that  have  been  set  upon  the  premises  ot  a 
consumer  for  more  than  seven  years.  In  the  hearing  order  It  was  proposed  that  all 
gas  meters  having  been  in  use  for  more  than  five  years  should  be  removed  witJtiin 
lour  months.  In  each  case,  of  course,  the  consumer  would  be  furnished  with  a 
meter  which  had  the  seal  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  upon  it. 

"It  developed  at  the  hearing  that  the  number  of  meters  which  had  been  in  place 
for  seven  years  or  more  was  very  much  larger  than  had  been  expected.  Certain 
of  the  companies  had  a  small  number,  but  several  had  an  unusually  large  percent- 
age. Combining  the  returns  for  all  the  companies,  it  was  found  that  nearly  90.000 
bad  been  in  place  for  more  than  seven  years  upon  June  30,  1908,  or  approximately 
eight  per  cent,  of  the  total  number  in  use.  To  remove,  overhaul  and  repair  all  of 
these  meters  within  a  few  months  would  be  practically  impossible,  for  the  com- 
panies do  not  have  the  facilities  or  the  men  for  handling  such  a  large  number  in 
a  short  time  and  probably  could  not  obtain  them  without  very  great  expense.  In 
view  of  all  the  curcumstances,  It  is  my  opinion  that  July  1,  1909,  is  the  earliest 
date  by  which  the  companies  could  reasonably  be  expected  #0  remove  all  of  their 
seven-year  meters. 

"It  also  appeared  at  the  hearing  that  over  111,000  meters,  or  approximately 
nine  per  cent,  of  the  entire  number,  had  been  in  place  between  five  and  seven 
years.  In  view  of  this  large  number  and  of  the  extreme  dim^'ulty  of  removing 
these  meters  until  the  seven-year  meters  have  been  taken  care  of,  I  have  made  no 
recommendation  for  an  order  regarding  the  flve-to-seven-year  meters.  Other  public 
authorities  have  established  the  requirement  that  no  meter  shall  remain  contin- 
uously in  use  without  examination  and  repair  for  more  than  five  years.  Some 
such  period  should,  in  my  opinion,  be  established  by  this  Commission  t  but  until  the 
work  of  overhauling  the  seven-year  meters  shall  have  been  well  uader  way,  it  will 
be  impossible  to  fix  a  date  at  which  a  lower  limit  of  use  can  bo  reasonably  estab- 
lished. After  a  few  months  have  elapsed,  this  phase  of  the  matter  should  be  again 
considered,  but  I  have  withheld  any  recommendation  at  this  time." 

Orders  Nos.  757  and  7.'>8  were  thereupon  issued. 

ORDER  No.   757. 
October  2,  1908. 

An  order  known  as  Order  No,  076  having  been  duly  made  on  the  14th  day  of 
August,  1908,  that  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  question  whether  certain  improvements 
as  hereinafter  sot  forth.  In  the  methods  employed  by  gas  corporations  within  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  are  necessary  and  should  be  ordered,  to  promote  the 
public  interest,  preserve  the  public  health  and  protect  those  using  gas,  and  the  snld 
order  having  been  duly  served  upon  all  the  gas  corporations  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Commission,  to  wit :  Astoria  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company  :  Bronx  Gas 
and  Electric  Company ;  Brooklyn  Borough  (Jas  Company ;  Brooklyn  Union  Gas 
Company;  Central  Union  Gas  Company;  Consolidated  Gas  Company;  East  River  Gas 
Company ;  F'latbush  Gas  Company ;  Jamaica  Gas  Light  Company :  Kings  County 
Lighting  Company  ;  New  Amsterdam  Gas  Company  ;  New  York  and  Queens  Gas  Com- 
pany :  New  "iork  and  Richmond  Gas  Company:  New  York  Mutual  Gas  Light  Com- 
pany: Newtown  Gas  Company:  Northern  T'nion  Gas  Company;  Queens  Borough  Gas 
and  Electric  Company:  Richmond  Hill  and  Queens  County  Gas  Lieht  Company; 
Standard  Gas  Llgnt  Company  :  Westchester  Lighting  Company  and  Woodhaven  Gas 
Light  Company  ;  and  the  said  hearing  having  been  duly  held  on  the  27th  day  of 
August.  1908,  and  the  4th  dav  of  September.  1908.  before  Hon.  MUo  R.  Maltl>le» 
Commissioner,  Mr.  W.  R.  Addlcks  and  Mr.  R.  A.  Carter  appearing  fop  the  Con«?oll- 
dated  Gas  Company  :  Mr.  G.  W.  Doane,  President  of  the  New  Amsterdam  Gas  Com- 
pany :  Mr.  Charles  G.  Franklin,  President  of  the  Central  Union  Gas  Company  ;  Mr. 
L.  B.  Sharp,  General  Superintendent  of  the  Queens  Borough  Gas  and  Eh'ctric  Com- 
pany; Mr,  W.  G.  Hoyt.  President  of  the  Standard  Gas  Light  Company:  Mr.  E.  H. 
Rosenquest.  representing  the  Bronx  Gas  and  Electric  Company ;  Mr.  Thomas  O. 
Horton.  representing  the  Now  York  and  Richmond  Gas  Company  :  Mr.  W.  K.  Ros- 
slter.  Secretary  of  the  Brooklyn  TTnion  Gas  Company,  and  also  Vice-President  of  the 
Flatbush  (ins  Company,  the  Jamaica  Gas  Light  Company,  the  Newtown  Gas  Com- 
pany, the  Richmond  Hill  and  Queens  County  Gas  Company  and  the  Woodhaven  Ga» 
I.lght  Company  :  Mr.  W.  C.  Besson.  representing  the  New  York  Mutual  Gas  Light 
Company  ;  Mr.  W.  H.  Spear,  representing  the  New  York  and  Queens  Gas  Comoanv  ; 
Mr.  W.  M.  Flock,  Secretary  of  th«'  Kings  County  Lighting  Company  ;  Mr.  M.  M. 
Graham,  represonting  the  New  Amsterdam  Gas  Company ;  Mr.  A.  H.  Hall,  repre- 
senting the  Central  Union  Gas  Company,  and  Mr.  F,  B.  Jourdan,  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Brooklyn  TTnlon  Gas  Company,  also  appoaring:  and  the  Commission  beine  of 
opinion  after  said  hearing  that  the  following  improvements  In  the  methods  employed 
by  gas  corporations  witliin  its  jurisdiction  are  necessary  and  should  T>e  ordered  to 
promote  the  public  interest,  preserve  the  public  hoalth  and  protect  those  using  gas; 
It  is 

Ordered,  1.  That  on  or  before  the  12th  day  of  October,  1908,  every  gis  corporation 
within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  simll  provide  and  keep  at  all  of  Its  offices, 
where  complaints  have  boon  made  rogardlTij;  its  sorvice.  a  nrlnted  notice,  a  copy  of 
which  shall  be  filed  In  the  office  of  the  Commission,  substantially  in  the  form*  fol- 
lowing : 
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(Name  of  Company  and  address.) 

To  (Name  and  address  of  consumer).  ' 

Sir  : —  Receipt  of  acknowledgement  of  your  complaint  involving  the  question  ot 
the  accuracv  of  the  meter  on  your  premises.  If  you  desire  this  company  to  test 
the  meter  for  accuracy  of  reelstratlon,  please  sign  the  attached  application  and 
return  it  within  ten  days.  Ir,  however,  you  desire  to  have  your  meter  officially 
tested,  application  should  be  made  promptly  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  lor 
the  First  District  at  its  office,  154  Nassau  street,  New  York  city.  The  Commission 
will  make  such  a  test  upon  the  payment  of  a  small  fee  to  cover  the  actual  cost. 
This  fee  will  be  returned  to  you  and  collected  from  the  company  if  the  test  of  the 
meter  discloses  that  the  percentage  of  inaccuracy  equals  or  exceeds  two  per  cent, 
to  your  prejudice.  If  the  meter  is  found  to  register  slow  or  less  than  two  per  cent 
fast  this  fee  will  t)e  retained  by  the  Commission. 

(Name  of  company.) 

Per   

(Perforation  or  rule.) 

190     . 

To  (Name  and  address  of  company  printed  on  form). 

I  hereby  request  you  to  exchange  and  test  the  gas  meter  registering  gas  supplied 
to  my  premises  at (address) . 

(Signature  of  complainant.)    ' 

2.  That  every  gas  corporation  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  shall 
give  to  every  consumer  who  requests  that  his  meter  be  tested,  or  whose  complaint 
as  to  the  amount  of  his  gas  bill  is  not  immediately  adjusted  to  his  satisfaction,  a 
copy  of  said  notice,  the  blanks  therein  having  been  properly  filled  out. 

3.  That  in  case  a  consumer  shall  have  made  a  complaint,  involving  the  question  of 
the  accuracy  of  his  meter,  to  any  gas  corporation  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission,  said  meter  shall  not  be  removed,  unless  (a)  said  consumer  shall  have 
made  application,  in  the  form  above  provided,  to  said  gas  corporation  to  test  his 
meter;  or  (b)  fifteen  days  shall  have  elapsed  since  said  notice  shall  have  been  sent 
to  said  consumer;  or  (o  an  order  from  the  Commission,  directing  that  said  meter 
be  removed  for  test,  shall  have  been  received  by  said  gas  corporation. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  Immediately,  and  shall 
continue  in  force  for  a  period  of  two  years. 

And  it  is  further  ordered,  That  this  order  is  made  without  prejudice  to  any  other 
or  further  order  in  the  premises  that  the  Commissdon  may  make. 

I-^INAL  ORDER  No.  758. 
October  2,  1908. 

An  order  known  as  Order  No.  757  having  been  duly  made  by  the  Commission  after 
a  hearing  duly  had  on  motion  of  the  Commission,  as  therein  recited,  on  the  question 
whether  improvements  in  the  methods  employed  bv  gas  corporations  within  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  w^ere  necessary,  which  said  order  directed  certain 
improvements,  and  also  provided  that  it  should  be  without  prejudice  to  any  other 
or  further  order  in  the  premises  that  the  Commission  might  make,  and  tlie  Coramis- 
sloD  now  being  of  the  opinion  that  certain  other  improvements  in  the  methods  em- 
ployed by  gfis  corporations  within  its  Jurisdiction  are  necessary  aad  should  be 
ordered  to  promote  the  public  interest,  preserve  the  public  health  and  protect  those 
using  gns,  it  is 

Ordered,  That  prior  to  the  first  day  of  July,  1909,  all  gas  corporations  within  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  remove  and  submit  to  the  Commission  for  test,  any 
and  all  g.is  meters  which  shall  have  been  in  use  for  more  than  seven  years ;  and  It 
is  further 

Ordered,  That  after  the  first  day  of  July,  1909,  no  meter  shall  be  continuf^d  in  use  * 
by  any  gas  corporation  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  which  shall  have 
been    in  service  untested   for  more   than  seven   years,  and  no  such   gas  meter  shall 
again  be  set  for  use  until  tested  and  approved  by  the  (Commission  ;  and  it  Is  further 

Ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effeet  immediately  and  shall  continue  In  force 
for  a  period  of  three  years ;  and  it  is  further 

Ordered,  This  this  order  is  made  without  prejudice  to  any  other  or  further  order 
In  the  premises  that  the  Commission  may  make. 
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INVESTIGATION  INTO  THE  PEOPERTY,  FRAN- 
GUISES  AND  OPERATION  OF  ELECTRIC  LIGHT- 
ING CORPORATIONS. 


Investigation  of  Property,  Franchises  and  Operation  of  Electric 
Lighting  Companies. 

Order  No.  205. 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 
ORDER    NO.    205. 
January   17,    1008. 

Whereas,  Thia  CommUslon  has  }i:eneral  supervisloD,  among  other  things,  of  all 
persons  and  corporations  haTing  authority  under  law  to  erect  or  maintain  wires, 
conduits,  ducts  or  other  fixtures  in,  over  or  under  the  streets,  highways  and 
public  places  In  the  Counties  of  New  York,  Kings,  Queens  and  Richmond,  for  the 
purpose  of  furnishing  or  transmitting  electricity  for  light,  heat  or  power,  or  main- 
taining underground  conduits  or  ducts  for  electrical  conductors;  and  for  the 
purpose  of  properly  performing  the  duties  Imposed  upon  It  by  law.  It  is  necessary 
to  be- Informed  of  the  methods  employed  by  such  companies  In  manufacturing  and 
supplying  electricity  for  light,  heat  or  power  and  In  transmitting  the  same,  and 
the  methods  employed  by  them  in  the  transaction  of  their  business,  and  whether 
their  property  is  maintained  and  operated  for  the  security  and  accommodation  of 
the  puollc  and  in  compliance  with  the  provisions  of  law  and  of  their  franchises  and 
charters. 

Resolved,  That  this  Commission  do,  pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  In  sec- 
tion 06  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  investigate  ana  examine  Into  the 
franchises,  property  and  operations  of  the  electric  lighting  companies  doing  busi- 
ness In  the  city  of  New  York,  to  wit :  New  York  Kdison  Company,  Brush  Electric 
Illuminating  Company,  Flelschauer  Electric  bight  &  Power  Company,  United 
Electric  Light  &  Power  Company,  West  Side  Electric  Company,  Long  Acre  Electric 
Light  &  Power  Company,  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Company,  Kings  County 
Electric  Light  &  Power  Company,  Amsterdam  Lipht.  Heat  &  I*owor  Comnarv, 
Flatbush  Gas  Company,  Westchester  Lighting  Company,  Bronx  Gas  &  Electric 
Company,  New  York  &  Queens  Klectrlc  lA^tii  &  I'ower  Cnmnany,  Queens  Bor- 
ough Gas  &  Electric  Company,  Richmond  Light  &  Railroad  Company,  and  also 
the  Consolidated  Telegraph  and  Electrical  Subway  Company  and  Empire  City 
Subway  Company,  Limited,  and  any  other  compauy  engaged  in  the  business  of 
producini?  and  soiling  electricity  for  light,  heat  or  power  and  having  authority 
to  mnintain  wires,  conduits,  ducts  or  other  fixtures  in,  over  or  under  any  streets, 
hlphwfivs  or  public  places  in  the  city  of  New  York. 

Further  reaolred.  That  in  addition  to  the  Investigation  into  the  franchises,  prop- 
erty and  operations  of  the  said  companies,  inquiry  be  made  Into  the  methods 
employed  by  the  companies  and  each  of  them  with  respect  to  any  discrimination 
In  rni'o^  and  whether  such  discrimination  i.s  undue,  unreasonable  or  uniust  :  whether 
contracts  are  required  of  customers  as  a  condition  to  service,  and  if  so,  their  nature 
and  whether  legal,  Just  and  reasonable;  emersjenty  service  and  auxiliary  or  supole- 
mentnl  service;  regulations  governing  the  introduction  of  wires  unon  the  nremises 
of  customers  and  others  including  the  cost  and  charges  therefor;  regulations 
governing  the  discontinuance  of  service,  and  also  the  price  charged  for  electricity 
and  any  regulations  governing  the  same,  the  kind,  condition  and  accuracy  of 
m<»tors  ns«»d.  the  condition  of  the  plants,  wires,  conduits  and  services  and  gpn<»r«liy 
the  methods  employed  by  the  said  corporations  in  generating  and  supplying 
electricity  ami  In  the  transaction  of  their  business;  and  into  every  matter  and 
thlnp  necessary  or  proper  to  Inform  the  Commission  whether  the  property  of  said 
company  is  maintained  and  operated  for  the  swurity  and  accommodation  of  the 
public  and  In  compliance  with  the  provisions  of  law  and  of  their  franchfciA^  and 
charters,  togpther  with  any  other  matter  or  thing  relating  to  said  companies  op 
either  of  them   and   subject  to   the  control   or  supervision   of  the  Commission. 

Further  rotnhrd.  That  such  invpstipnticn  proceed  at  such  time  or  times  as  may 
be  fixed  by  this  Commission  or  the  Commissioner  presiding,  and  that  notice  of  the 
same  be  sent  to  the  company  or  companies  aflfectod   thereby. 

Hearings  were  held  February  26th,  March  5th,  7th,  12th,  17th,  18th.  27tb. 
28th,  .30th,  April  Ist,  2d,  4th,  9th,  14th,  15th,  May  14th,  20th,  27th,  June  1st, 
4th,  5th,  8th,  11th,  15th,  17th,  22d,  26th,  July  16th,  September  3d,  10th, 
25lh,  October  1st,  14th,  19th,  20th,  30th,  Novomlwr  6th,  9th,  16tb,  23d,  27th 
and  December  22d. 
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Optnion  of  Counsbl. 

September  13,  1008. 
Public  Service  Commiasion  for  the  First  District: 

Gentlemen  : —  I  am  In  receipt  of  yonr  communication  regarding  the  complaints 
made  by  the  Mutual  Inspection  &  Adjustment  Company  in  bebalf  of  Henry  Mouqiiin 
and  of  Messrs.  Vogler  &  Vogler.  both  agafaist  the  New  York  Edison  Company. 
The  first  of  these  complaints  refers  to  an  alleged  discrimination  in  charges,  and 
the  second  to  an  arbitrary  discontinuance  of  the  electric  light  connection. 

It  seems  to  me  that  both  of  these  complaints  are  well  founded.  It  was  decided 
in  the  case  of  Armour  Packing  Companv  against  the  Edison  Electric  Illuminating 
Company,  115  App.  Div.  51,  that  electric  lighting  companies  are  by  law  under  an 
obligation  to  furnish  service  without  discrimination  in  price  under  similar  circum- 
stances and  conditions.  In  that  case,  the  plantlff  sued  to  recover  payments  made 
to  the  defendant,  on  the  allegation  that  the  defendant  was  at  the  same  time  and 
under  similar  circumstances  and  conditions  furnishing  electricity  to  others  at  a  less 
rate,  and  upon  demurrer  the  Court  upheld  the  sufficiency  of  the  complaint 

The  complaint  of  Messrs.  Vogler  &  vogler  is  also  well  founded.  In  Mr.  Norton's 
letter  to  Mr.  Whitnev  accompanying  the  complaint,  he  suggests  that  a  report  be 
made  upon  the  following  "  fundamental  legal  points  involved : 

"(a)  The  right  of  the  New  York  Edison  Company,  a  'monopolistic  public 
service  corporation,'  to  cancel  their  agreements  and  disconnect  service  on 
thirty  days  notice,  If  a  customer  has  paid  all  bills  presented  in  full." 

"(b)  Tne  right  of  the  New  Yo^k.  Edison  Company  to  increase  its  rates  to 
customers  after  contract  has  been  once  entered  into." 

Regarding  the  first  of  these  propositions.  I  would  report  that  in  my  opinion 
an  electrical  cor^oration  has  no  right  to  cancel  and  disconnect  service  arbitrarily, 
unless  the  customer  is  in  default  of  pa.vment  of  bills  duly  rendered. 

Section  65  of  Chapter  566  of  the  Laws  of  1890,  known  as  Chapter  40  of  the 
General  Laws,  requires  that  gas  companies  and  electric  lighting  companies  furnish 
service  on  demand  to  persons  who  apply  for  It  in  writing,  and  whose  premises 
are  within  on^  hundred  feet  of  a  gas  main  or  electric  wire. 

Section  66  provides  that  the  lighting  companies  may  require  a  reasonable  deposit 
to  secure  the  payment  for  two  months  service.  If  the  applicant  for  service  is 
willing  to  make  the  deposit,  and  makes  a  formal  demand,  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
lighting  company  to  make  the  connection  and  furnish  the  service;  and  it  necessarily 
follows  that  such  a  company  is  without  right  to  disconnect  the  service  arbitrarily. 
It  seems  to  me  equally  plain  that  they  have  not  the  right  to  require  a  yearly  con- 
tract as  a  condition  for  making  the  service,  for  such  a  requirement  in  many 
instances  would  practically  nullify  the  provisions  of  Section  65  of  the  law  above 
referred  to. 

I  am  also  of  the  opinion  that  the  New  York  Edison  Company  has  no  right 
to  increase  Its  rates  to  customers  after  contract  has  once  been  entered  into. 
The  law  of  1905  established  a  maximum  of  10  cents  per  kilowatt  hour;  but  even 
if  The  rate  established  had  been  an  absolute  one,  contracts  theretofore  legally  made 
for  a  less  rate  would  remain  binding  upon  the  company?  It  is  elementary  that  a 
legislative  act  cannot  impair  the  obligation  of  valid  ccmtracts  already  made. 

In  both  of  these  cases  the  complainants  have  a  complete  remedy  in  the  courts. 
In  the  case  of  discrimination,  a  suit  may  be  brought  under  the  authority  of  the 
Armour  Tacking  Company  case  above  cited,  to  recover  back  the  excess  paid.  In 
the  ca^e  of  disconnection  of  service,  the  complainant  may  make  a  formal  written 
demand  for  the  connection,  and  if  the  company  refuses  to  furnish  service  he  may, 
under  the  authority  of  the  section  above  cited  recover  a  penalty  of  $10.00  and 
$5.00  for  each  day  during  which  the  refusal  continues. 

I  now  consider  the  power  of  this  Commission  in  dealing  with  these  complaints. 
The  provisions  regarding  the  supervision  and  control  of  gas  and  electrical  corpora- 
tions are  different  from  those  regarding  the  control  of  railroads  and  street  rail- 
roads. The  onlv  provision  In  the  Act  for  orders  against  gas  and  electrical  corpo- 
rations is  continued  in  Section  72.     It  is  there  provided  that 

*•  The  Commission  within  lawful  limits  may,  •  by  order,  fix  the  maximum 
price  of  gas  or  electricity  to  be  charged  by  such  corporation  or  person,  or  may 
order  such  improvement  in  the  manufacture  or  snpply  of  such  gas.  In  the  manu- 
facture, transmission  or  supply  of  such  electricity,  or  in  the  methods  employed 
by  such  person  or  corporation  as  will  In  its  Judgment  improve  the  service." 

It  is  obvious  that  these  orders  are  such  as  refer  to  the  general  service  and  not 
to  the  enforcement  of  the  rights  of  an  individual  against  a  corporation  In  isolated 
cases. 

If  it  is  claimed  that  a  general  method  exists  requiring  yearly  contracts  as  a 
condition  to  service,  an  investigation  might  be  ordered  under  section  72,  and  If 
such  method  is  found  to  exist,  it  could  he  prohibited  by  order.  The  same  might 
be  said  of  discrimination  in  service,  although  the  concrete  case  presented  seems 
to  me  to  be  an  Isolated  case  which  could  not  be  made  the  basis  of  a  general  order. 

If  the  Commlsslpn  desires,  I  will  frame  an  order  for  such  investigation. 

Yours  very  truly, 

(Signed)         ABDI.  E.  BLACKMAR, 

Counsel  to  the  Commisaion. 
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LABOR  LAW  VIOLATIONS. 


Cranford   Company. —  Charges   of  the   Commissioner   of   Labor 
against,  for  alleged  violations  of  the  Labor  Law. 

Hearing  Order  No.  674. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis. 
Final  Order  No.  602. 


In    the   Miitter 
of    the 
Charges  of  the  Commissioner  of  Labor  against  the 
Cranford   Company   for  alleged   violations   of   the 
Labor  Law. 


HEARING  ORDER  No.  574. 
June   12.   1908. 


On  motion  made  and  duly  seconded,  it  was 

Reaolved,  That  the  Secretary  be  directed  to  forward  a  copy  of  the  complaint  of 
the  Commissioner  of  Labor  to  the  Cranford  Company  notifying  it  that  Uie  Com- 
mission requests  a  written  answer  to  the  said  complaint  to  be  filed  within  six 
days,  and  further  notlfyhig  the  said  Cranford  Company  that  a  hearing  on  the  said 
complaint  will  be  held  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission  on  the  19th  day  of  June 
at  3 :30  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  at  which  it  will  be  required  to  attend  and 
defend  Itself  against  the  charges  presented;  and  it  Is  further 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  be  directed  to  notify  the  Commissioner  of  Labor 
of  the  action  taken  by  the  Commission,  and  to  request  him  to  be  present  at  the 
hearing,  either  In  person  or  by  a  representative,  and  to  offer  such  evidence  as  he 
may  deem  necessary. 

Hearing  held  June  20th. 

•  [Timbermen  placing  concrete  piles  and  preparing  excavations  for  concrete 
piles  and  supports  are  not  technically  shorers.] 

OriNiON  OP  Commission. 

(Adopted   June    26,    1908.) 
Commissionrh  Eustis  : — 

A  hearing  was  held  on  June  20,  1008,  at  10  A.  M.,  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commissioner  of  Labor  that  the  Cranford  Company,  the  contractor  for  Section  9-0-3 
of  the  Brooklyn  Lioop  lines,  failed  to  comply  with  the  Labor  Law  in  that  it 
employed  men  to  do  shoring  work  at  less  than  the  prevailing  rate  of  wages.  The 
contractor  duly  answered,  and  on  the  hearing  was  represented  by  counsel,  and 
the  Commissioner  of  Labor  appeared  by  Mr.  William  W.  Walling.  First  Deputy 
Commissioner.  It  appears  that  the  complaint  arose  from  the  work  of  the  con- 
tractor in  underpinning  the  buildings  along  Centre  street.  The  Department  of 
Labor  contended  that  the  work  was  that  of  shorin*;  buildings,  while  the  contractor 
contended  that  shoring  property  consisted  of  placing  timber  struts  against  the 
buildings  and  needling  them  as  a  method  of  support  while  the  buildings  were  off 
their  foundations,  and  claims  that  this  work  was  not  done  in  this  manner,  T.^' 
contractor  seems  to  have  adopted  a  novel  method  of  support  along  this  work  in 
that  the  foundations  of  the  buildings  are  not  disturbed,  excavations  being  made 
under  the  buildings,  and  concrete  supports  extended  thus  reinforcing  the  founda- 
tion. For  this  work  tlmlxjrmen  and  laborers  were  used,  but  the  aftidavit'*  and 
reports  presented  by  the  Commissioner  of  Labor  establish  the  -fact  that  where  a 
shorer  was  employed  by  the  contractor  he  was  in  each  instance  paid  the  prevailing 
rate  of  wages  of  $3.50  for  a  day's  work  of  eight  hours.  The  question  therefore 
resolved  itself  into  one  whether  timbermen,  placing  concrete  piles  and  preparing 
excavations  for  concrete  piles  and  supports,  were  technically  shorers  and  there- 
fore entitled  to  $3.50  a  day.  In  my  opinion  the  evidence  clearly  showed  that 
these  men  were  not  doing  what  Is  generally  and  usually  known  as  shorer's  work, 
but  were  doing  the  work  which  Is  usually  done  by  timbermen.  This  conclusion  Is 
also,  I  think,  the  conclusion  of  the  Deputy  Commissioner  of  Labor  who,  alTter  the 
hearing,  agreed  that  the  complaint  had  not  been  substantiated,  and  I  think  it  is 


•  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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also  the  conclusion  of  the  City  Comptroller's  office,  which  also  had  a  representa- 
tive present. 

I  therefore  report  that,  in  my  opinion,  no  violation  of  the  Labor  Law,  as 
charged,  exists,  and  advise  that  a  resolution  be  adopted  dismissing  the  complaint. 

Thereupon  the  following  dismissal  ordet  was  issued: 

ORDER  No.  602. 
June  26.   1906. 

Resolved,  That  the  complaint  of  the  Commissioner  of  Labor  against  the  Cranford 
Company,  the  contractor  for  Section  9-0-3  of  the  Brooklyn  Loop  Lines,  be  and  the 
same  hereby  Is  dismissed  upon  the  merits,  and  that  the  Secretary  be  directed  to 
advise  the  Commissioner  of  Labor  that  after  a  hearing  of  all  parties  concerned, 
the  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  no  violation  of  the  Labor  Law,  as  charged 
exists,  and  that  the  Secretary  advise  the  Comptroller  of  the  city  of  New  York 
of  the  Commission's  decision  in  the  premises. 


VIOLATIONS  OF  ORDEES  AND  PENALTY  SUITS. 


Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company. —  Wrecking  train 

at  Brooklyn  terminal  of  Brooklyn  Bridge. 

Hearing  Order  No.  213. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 
Final  Order  No.  257. 
Extension  Order  No.  280. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 
•Resolution. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing?  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  an  to  the 
regruintlons,  practices,  equipment  and  sen'Jro  of 
the  BROOKLYN  UNION  ELEVATKD  RAIL- 
TIOAD  rOMPANY,  in  the  respwts  hereinafter 
mentioned. 


ORDER  FOR  HEARING 
No.  213. 
January   21,    1908. 


It  in  herebu  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  3d  day  of  February,  1908, 
at  2:30  o'clock  in  tlie  afternoon,  or  at  anv  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  ndjourned.  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission  at  No.  154  Nassau  street,  borough 
of  ^'nnhattan.  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  reprulations, 
practices,  equipment,  appliances  or  service  of  the  said  company  on  its  line  on  and 
rf?os<?  and  noar  the  Brooklyn  Bridge,  In  the  city  of  New  York.  In  respect  to  the 
transportation  of  persons,  frelpht  or  property  within  the  State,  are  unjust, 
rnreasonable.  unsafe.  Improper  or  Ina^'eqiinte.  and  If  it  be  so  found  then  to 
determine  whether  changes  in  said  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances 
or  service.  In  the  particulars  followlne.  at  the  nlnce  or  nlnces  herein  mentioned 
would  be  Just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  nroner.  and  whether  such  changes 
fhall  he  put  In  force,  observed  and  used  on  the  line  of  said  company,  and  also 
to  Innulre  and  determine  whether  renalrs.  Imnroven^onis,  chan^^^s  or  i^nifions 
to  or  in  the  tracks,  switches,  termln-ils.  tnrm'nnl  facilities  or  other  property  or 
device  used  by  said  comnanv  In  the  particulars  following  ought  reasonably  to 
be  ?»inde  In  or'^er  to  pron^ote  the  secnrily  or  convenience  of  the  public  or 
en»rloyees.  or  In  order  to  secure  adequate  facilities  for  the  transportation  of 
pTRse^eors.  fre'eht  or  nro^ctv.  n''m''l^'  : 

Whether  said  company  should  be  directed  to  keep  and  maintain  at  its  terminal 
ynrd  n^  or  ne-^r  the  Brooklyn  terminal  of  the  Brooklyn  Bridee  a  wrecHn'r  cor  or 
wrecklncr  cars  or  wrecking  tra'n  or  wrecking  trains,  to  be  used  by  said  company 
In  clearing  Its  track  upon  and  near  said  bridge  and  opening  the  same  up  for 
transportation  In  cases  of  derailments  or  other  accidents  on  or  near  said  bridge, 
to  th**  end  that  l^e  dolny  in  thp-  trnn«'no»*fntlon  of  r>ns^ep«T»r>s.  fr^'^T'it  o-  nroner* y 
cinsed  hv  »ii">i  ac'dopts  shaT  be  as  slight  as  possible,  and  thit  the  public  safety 
and  convpni«^nce  «hflll   he  promoted. 

And  if  such  chinges.  Imnrovements  and  additions,  or  anv  of  them,  be  such  as 
oneht  fo  be  mad*»  as  nforcsnid,  tben  to  determine  what  nerlod  would  be  a 
reasonable  time  within  which  the  same  ought  to  be  directed  to  be  executed. 


720       Public  Service  Commission  —  Fibst  Disteiot. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the 
premises  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  be 
given  at  least  ten  days'  notice  of  such  hearing,  by  service  upon  It,  either 
personally  or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this. order,  and  that  at  such  hearing 
said  company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  to  present  evidence  and  to 
examine  and  cross-examine  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  hereinbefore  set  forth. 

Hearing  held  February'  3d. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 

(Adopted  February  11,  1908.) 
Commissioner  Bassett  : — 

I  was  designated  to  take  charge  of  a  bearing  regarding  the  need  of  a  wrecking 
car  at  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  terminal  of  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad 
Company's  lines.  There  appears  to  have  been  about  three  derailments  of  elevated 
cars,  one  at  end  the  others  near  the  Brooklyn  Bridge,  during  the  last  four  months, 
to  attend  to  which  a  wrecking  car  was  sent  for.  The  company  keeps  two  wreck- 
\ng  cars,  one  at  East  New  York  and  the  other  at  Thirty-sixth  street.  For  derail- 
ments near  the  bridge  the  East  New  York  wrecking  car  is  usually  sent  for.  It 
appears  that  on  each  occasion  it  took  about  one  hour  and  five  minutes  for  the 
wrecking  car  to  reach  the  scene  of  the  accident  after  its  happening.  The  com- 
pany is  about  to  install  six  large  boxes  of  wrecking  tools  at  different  places  at 
and  in  the  neighborhood  of  the  bridge,  and  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  company 
ofncials  and  engineers  that  tools,  Jacks,  etc.,  placed  at  convenient  intervals  In 
this  way  will  be  more  useful  than  to  maintain  a  wrecking  car  at  the  bridge. 

On  account  of  lack  of  head  room  derricks  cannot  be  erected  on  the  company's 
wrecking  cars,  and  on  this  account  the  cars  are  not  as  useful  as  on  ordinary 
railroads.  Special  crews  are  needed  and  no  crews  for  operation  of  a  wreck- 
ing car  kept  at  the  bridge  would  be  useful  during  the  Intervals  between  accidents. 
The  cars  are  kept  at  present  near  the  shops,  so  that  when  word  is  telephon*»d  to 
the  shop  superintendent  he  can  put  a.  crew  on  the  wrecking  car  and  run  It  to  any 
part  of  the  system.  Suitable  tools  can  be  placed  in  the  car  according  to  the 
nature  of  the   accident. 

I  think  it  is  the  fact  that  a  wrecking  car  is  useful  In  two  to  five  per  cent,  of  the 
elevated  railroad  accidents.  The  company  oflSclals  claim  that  in  the  case  of  the 
accidents  reported  by  our  Inspectors  the  delay  in  the  wrecking  car  reaching  the 
scene  of  the  accident  did  not  delay  the  operation  of  the  road  because  as  rapid 
progress  was  l)cing  made  in  replacing  the  car  as  would  be  made  if  the  wrecking 
car  was  actually  present,  and  that  sometimes  the  wrecking  car  )s  not  used  when 
it  is  sent  for.  Congestion  of  the  tracks  lessens  the  usefulness  of  a  wrecking  car 
on  a  crowded  elevated  railroad  because  it  cannot  get  by  other  cars  that  are  usually 
stalled  near  the  accident.     This  is  CFpoclally  so  on  the  Brooklyn  Bridge. 

Notwithstanding  these  facts,  the  present  operation  of  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  cars 
Is  so  dependent  upon  freedom  from  accidents  ana  quick  removal  of  stoppages  when 
they  occur  that  oven  If  the  presence  of  a  wrecking  car  at  the  Brooklyn  Bridce  Is  of 
only  slight  and  occasional  benefit,  one  should,  in  my  opinion,  be  maintained  there. 
The  Brooklyn  Bridge  problem  Is  so  acute  that  no  small  economy  as  to  men  or 
materials  should  stand  in  the  way  of  the  adoption  of  every  possible  precaution. 
If  the  six  large  boxes  are  supplied  there  certainly  must  be  men  kept  in  the  neigh- 
borhood of  the  bridge  who  are  competent  to  make  use  of  the  tools,  and  I  can  see 
no  reason  why  these  men,  or  possibly  a  few  additional  mechanics,  should  not  be 
kept  in  the  neighborhood  of  the  bricTgo,  who  can  operate  the  wrecking  car.  It  is 
my  opinion,  therefore,  that  the  tool  boxes  should  be  Installed  In  accordance  with 
the  plans  already  made  and  that  a  wrecking  car  in  repair  and  ready  for  use  should 
at  all  times  l>e  kept  at  or  near  the  Brooklyn  Bridge. 

Let  an  order  be  prepared  accordingly. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDER  No.  257. 

February    11,   1&08. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  a  hearing  held  herein  on  the  3rd  day 
of    February,    1908,    pursuant    to    an    order    of    the    Commission,    No.    213    made 
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January  21,  1008,  and  said  order  having^  been  duly  served  on  the  said  Brooklyn 
Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company,  and  service  of  said  order  having  been  duly 
aclcnowledged  by  said  Company,  and  It  appearing  that  said  hearing  was  held  by 
and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters  embraced  and  specified  in  said  Order 
No.  21S,  Commissioner  Bassett  presiding  and  conducting  the  investigation  on 
behalf  of  the  Commission  in  person,  and  Mr.  Arthur  N.  Dutton  appearing  for 
said  company,  and  proof  having  been  duly  taken  upon  said  hearing,  and  It  appear- 
ing therefrom  that  It  would  be  just,  reasonable  and  proper  to  direct  the  said 
Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  to  provide  the  Increased  facilities  below 
set  forth  for  removing  obstructions  to  traffic  in  case  of  accident,  and  that  the  time 
hereinafter  given  within  which  to  provide  such  additional   facilities  is  reasonable. 

Now,  on  motion  of  George  S.   Coleman,   Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 

It  i8  ordered:  1,  That  by  or  before  the  first  day  of  March,  1908,  said  Brooklyn 
Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  instal  at  or  In  the  Immediate  neighborhood  of 
the  Brooklyn  Bridge  six  large  boxes  of  wrecking  tools,  consisting  of  wedges» 
chains,  locks,  Jacks,  ropes,  fire  extinguishers  and  such  other  apparatus  as  may  be 
needed  for  use  In  case  of  accident  and  derailment  upon  the  Brooklyn  Bridge. 

2.  That  the  said  company,  by  or  before  the  1st  day  of  March,  1908,  station  at 
Its  terminal  yard  at  or  near  the  Brooklyn  terminal  of  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  and 
keep  and  maintain  there  a  wrecking  car  or  wrecking  train  ready  for  use  by 
said  company  In  clearing  its  tracks  upon  and  near  said  bridge,  and  opening 
the  same  up  for  transportation  In  cases  of  derailments  or  other  accidents  on  or 
near  said   bridge.      It  is  further 

Ordered,  That  within  five  (5)  days  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad 
Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  whether  the 
terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Upon  application  of  tlie  company  the  following  extension  order  was  issued: 

EXTENSION  ORDER   No.   280. 
February  21,    1908. 

An  order-  of  the  Commission,  No.  2o7,  having  been  made  herein  on  or  about 
the  11th  day  of  February,  1908,  onlering  and  directing  the  Brooklyn  Union 
Elevated  Railroad  Company  to  instal  at  or  in  the  immediate  neighborhood  of  the 
Broo»'lyn  Bridge  six  large  boxes  of  wrecking  tools,  on  or  before  the  first  day  of 
March.  1908,  and  the  said  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  having 
applied  in  writing  for  an  extension  of  such  time, 

Now,   on  motion    it   Is 

Ordered,  That  the  time  of  the  Brooklyn  T-nlon  Elevated  Railroad  Company 
within  which  to  Instal  the  six  boxes  above  mentioned,  be  and  the  same  hereby  lir 
extended  to  and  including  the  first  day  of  April,  1908. 

Resolution. 
(Adopted  April   17,   1908.) 

Whereas,  the  Final  Order  No.  257  of  this  Commission,  duly  made  on  the  11th 
day  of  February,  1908,  directed  and  remilred  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated  Rail- 
road Company  by  or  before  March  1,  1008,  to  station  at  its  terminal  yard  at  or 
near  the  Brooklyn  terminal  of  the  Brooklyn  Brid(?e  and  keen  and  raaintsin  1h<*re 
a  wrecking  car  or  wrecking  train  ready  for  use  by  said  company  in  clearing  lt» 
track  upon  and  near  said  bridge;  and 

Whereas,  said  Final  Order  No.  2r)7  was  duly  served  on  said  company;  and 

Whereas,  said  company,  on  the  13th  day  of  February,  1908.  duly  acknowledged 
service  of  said  order  and  accepted  said  order  and  agreed  to  obey  its  provisions 
In  regard  to  the  stationing  and  maintaining  of  said  -wrecking  car;   and 

Whereas,  said  company  failed,  omitted  and  neglected  to  obey,  observe  or 
comply  with  the  terms  of  said  Final  Oraer  No.  257,  and  failed  to  station  or 
maintain  any  wrecking  car  or  wrecking  train  at  said  terminal  by  or  before  the 
1st  day  of  March.  1908;  and 

Whereas,  such  violation  of  said  order  continued  over  each  and  every  day  to  and 
Including  the  16th  day  of  March.  1908,  and  still  continues; 

Therefore  he  it  resolved.  That  the  Counsel  to  the  Commission  b-*  authorized  and 
dIr<H»ted  to  commence  an  action  In  a  court  of  competent  Jurlsfllctlon  in  the  name 
of  the  People  of  the  State  of  New  York,  to  recover  from  the  said  Brooklvn  Union 
Elevated  Railroad  Company  a  fine,  penalty  or  forfeiture  of  fiftv  dollars  (.$50.00)  for 
each  day  from  the  2nd  day  of  Msrch.  1908.  to  the  16th  day  of  March,  1908. 
Inclusive,  and  to  prosecute  said  action  to  final  judgment. 

•  rwhor**  vlointlon  of  nn  nrcVr  '«>  'i"**  to  m'p+nkp  '^n  the  part  of  the  company 
and  the  order  has  since  been  comnlied  with,  an  action  brought  to  recover  the 
penalty    for   the  violation   should   be   discontinued.] 

Opinion  op  Commission. 

(Adopted   May  26,   1008.) 
Commissioner  BASSFrrT : — 

On  February  11,  1908,  the  Commission  made* final  order  No.  257  directed  to  the 
Brooklyn   Union   Elevated   Railroad   Company   and   duly   served   the  same   upon  It. 


•  Fee  footnote,  page  9. 
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The  order  required  among  other  things  that  the  company  should  station  at  or 
near  the  Brooklyn  terminal  of  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  a  wrecking  car  or  wrecking 
train  ready  for  use  by  said  company.  On  the  13th  day  of  February,  190S,  the 
said  company  duly  acknowledged  the  service  of  said  order,  accepted  the  same  and 
agreed  to  obey  its  provisions.  Under  the  provisions  of  the  order  certain  tool 
boxes  were  to  be  put  in  position  near  the  bridge  on  or  beXore  March  1,  1908,  and 
the  same  date  was  fixed  for  placing  the  wrecking  car.  At  the  same  time  that 
the  company  accepted  the  order  it  asked  for  an  extension  of  time  for  placing  the 
tool  boxes.  On  February  21,  1908,  the  commission  adopted  extension  order  No. 
280,  extending  the  time  of  the  company  to  install  the  tool  boxes  to  and  including 
the  1st  day  of  April.  The  date  for  the  placing  of  the  wrecking  car  was  not 
altered  and  remained  March  1st.  The  company  failed  to  comply  with  that  part  of 
the  order  which  required  the  wrecking  car  to  be  placed  at  the  bridge  terminal, 
but  on  March  16th  applied  for  an  extension  of  time  within  which  to  comply  with 
the  portion  of  the  order  relating  to  the  wrecking  car.  As  the  company  was  then 
in  default  in  this  regard  it  was  deemed  right  that  no  extension  should  be  made. 
The  Commission  does  not  consider  that  it  is  any  part  of  its  duty  to  bring  it  to  the 
attention  of  public  service  corporations  that  the  time  has  expired  within  which 
they  should  comply  with  its  orders,  intending  that  companies  should  accept  full 
responsibility  for  defaults.  Action  was  thereupon  taken  by  the  CommissioD, 
declaring  the  company  to  be  in  default  for  non-compliance  with  the  order  regard- 
ing the  wrecking  car  and  directing  counsel  to  institute  an  action  for  the  penalty 
under  the  law  for  those  days  that  the  company  waa  clearly  in  default :  t.e.,  from 
March  1,  1908,  to  March  10,  1908.  The  Commission  further  directed  counsel  to 
communicate  to  the  company  his  intention  of  bringing  an  action  in  order  that 
the  company  might  present  such  excuses  as  it  wished.  As  soon  as  the  company 
learned  of  the  action  of  the  Commission  it  complied  with  the  order  by  imme- 
diately placing  a  wrecking  car  at  the  bridge  terminal,  showing  that  it  was  not 
wilfully  resisting  the  order.  The  company  has  also  admitted  that  the  car  has 
been  of  service  in  its  present  position  and  that  earlier  noncompliance  was  due 
to  a  misapprehension  on  its  part.  The  following  letter  was  in  due  course  re- 
ceived  from    the  company : 

April  24,  1908. 

"  Replying  to  your  favor  of  the  2l8t  instant,  in  which  you  kindly  suggest  that 
any  statement  we  have  to  make  respecting  the  resolution  adopted  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  for  the  First  District  on  April  17,  1906,  directing  Counsel  to 
the  Coniniission  to  commence  an  action  against  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated 
Railroad  Company  to  recover  a  fine  for  failure  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  final 
ordt'r  to  station  or  retain  a  wrecking  car  at  or  near  the  Brooklyn  torminal  of 
the  New  York  and  Brooklyn  Bridge,  should  be  verified,  I  beg  to  submit  the 
following  : 

*•  The  order  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  above  referred  to  specified.  In 
paragraph  1,  six  large  tool  boxes  of  wrecking  tools,  and  in  paragranb  2.  a  wreck- 
ing car  or  wrecking  train,  both  to  be  installed  as  of  the  1st  day  of  March.  1908. 

'•  As  to  the  tool  boxes,  an  extension  was  granted  to  April  1st.  and  it  was 
mistakenly  assumed  by  this  company  that  the  extension  of  time  applied  also  to  the 
wrecking  car.  It  was  under  this  assumption  that  my  letter  under  date  of  April 
14tli  was  written  to  the  Commission,  suggesting  that  the  time  of  the  order  taking 
effect  be  further  postponed  to  May  1st.  owing  to  the  condition  of  yard  and 
tracks  at  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  terminus,  from  reconstruction  work  going  on  at  that 
point,  and   there  being  no  suitable  stan'Mng  room  for  the  car. 

"  No  roi)ly  to  this  communication  being  received  from  the  Commission,  it  was 
fnrther  assumed  that  the  rommisslon  agreed  with  the  management  on  this 
point  and  assented   to   the   suggestion. 

*'  An  examination  of  the  record  shows  that  the  management  was  mistaken  In 
Its  nnderstandlng  that  order  of  the  Commission  deferring  the  date  of  placing  the 
tool  l)oxes  Inclndcd  the  car.  and  that  it  was  not  In  f-^ct.  w»»'^ontof|  fn  this 
a.ssnnijition.  aside  from  the  bare  fact  that  certain  physical  conditions  rendered 
the  Ftnrage  of  the  car  at  that  point  for  the  time  being  impracticable. 

*•  The  sum  of  the  case  is  simply  this  —  the  management  of  the  company  was 
in  error,  and  that  without  the  least  Intention  to  deviate  from  the  expressed 
wishes  and  order  of  the  Commission,  It  was  led  into  the  commission  of  a 
technical  offense,  which  should  not  have  occurred. 

"  We  retrret  the  circumstances,  for  which  no  excuse  can  be  offered  other  thsn 
the  foregolne.  We  trust  that  the  Commission  itself  will  not  deem  us  chargeable 
with  any  spirit  of  indifference  to  their  orders,  which  at  all  times  In  the  past  we 
have  endeavored  to   fully  comply   with." 

Under  all  the  circumstances  and  Inasmuch  as  the  wrecking  car  was  imme- 
diately   placed    at    the    bridge    terminal    when    the    company    learned    that   it   wu 
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considered  to  be  in  default,  and  inasmuch  as  non-compliance  with  the  order  was 
caused  by  mistake  and  misapprehensian  on  the  part  of  the  company,  I  recommend 
that  the  resolution  of  the  Commission  directing  that  the  counsel  bring  an  action 
for  the  penalty  be  rescinded. 

Thereupon  the  following  resolution  was  adopted: 

Reaolvedj  That  th^  resolution  passed  April  17,  1908,  directing  the  counsel  to 
begin  action  against  the  Broolilyn  Union  Elevated  Railroad  Company  to  collect 
the  penalty  incurred  by  it  by  reason  of  its  non-compliance  with  Final  Order  No. 
257  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  rescinded. 

May  26,  1908. 


Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company. —  Overhauling 
<  and  repair  of  cars. 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 

Final    Order   No.   238. 

Resolution. 

Hearing  Order   No.  828. 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 

Commissioner  Bassett  : —  * 

"  I  have  a  final  order  that  I  should  like  to  propose.  The  Coney  Island  and 
Brooklyn  Railroad  Company,  operating  between  the  bridge  and  Coney  Island,  and 
the  lines  on  DeKalb  and  Franklin  avenues,  in  Brooklyn,  occasioned  great  com- 
plaint last  summer  by  reason  of  their  poor  summer  open-car  equipment.  It 
appeared  that  in  crossing  over  the  bridge,  although  this  road  had  16  per  cent,  of 
the  cars  that  went  over,  about  half  of  the  blown-out  fuses  and  stoppages  on  that 
account  were  due  to  this  road,  showing  a  very  disproportionate  amount  of  acci- 
dents that  held  up  traffic  on  the  bridge.  The  open  cars  are  now  unused,  and  this 
order  was  issued  in  order  to  compel  this  company  in  the  months  intervening 
between  now  and  next  summer  to  run  their  entire  open-car  equipment  through  the 
shops,  to  put  on  gear  pans,  to  put  on  new  circuit  breakers,  and  a  number  of 
other  items  that  are  specified  here.  The  order  requires  that  this  work  shall  be 
done  by  April  15. 

Thereupon  final  order  No.  134  was  issued  December  4.  1907.  Upon  applica- 
tion of  the  company  a  rehearing  was  granted  upon  which  Commissioner  Bas- 
sett wrote  the  following  opinion: 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  February  4,  1908.) 
Commissioner  Bassett  : — 

In  the  matter  of  the  hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the  question 
of  improvements  in  and  additions  to  the  equipment  of  the  Coney  Island  and  Brook- 
lyn Railroad  Company.  Matter  of  rehearing  on  portion  of  order  entered  December 
4,  1907,  No.  134. 

Among  the  requirements  in  Order  No.   134  was  the  following: 

"  That  said  company  by  or  before  the  said  15th  day  of  April,  1908,  provide  and 
equip  all  of  said  open  cars  with  two  (2)  new  automatic  circuit  breakers  of  suffi- 
cient capacity  and  modern  type." 

The  operating  company  asked  for  a  rehearing  upon  this  item,  which  was  granted 
by  Order  No.  166.  Hearings  have  been  held  and  further  testimony  taken.  The 
company  does  not  deny  the  propriety  of  equipping  all  of  its  said  cars  with  two 
modem  automatic  circuit  breakers,  but  claims  that  it  can  operate  all  of  its  open 
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cars  so  that  the  effective  automatic  circuit  breaker  shall  be  over  the  motoriiiaii*! 
head,  and  that  this,  although  somewhat  incouvenieut  for  the  operating  company, 
yet  gives  every  protection  to  the  public  and  prevents  delays  as  fully  as  If  two 
modern  automatic  circuit  breakers  were  placed  upon  each  car.  In  other  words, 
they  claim  that  the  present  expense  of  purchasing  two  new  circuit  breakers  for 
each  open  car  is  not  now  necessary. 

The  open  cars  of  this  company  caused  a  great  deal  of  delay  on  the  Brooklyn 
Bridge  in  the  summer  of  1907,  because  of  fuse  blow-outs.  An  examination  of  these 
cars  showed  that  some  had  no  automatic  circuit  breakers  whatever,  and  that  some 
had  only  one  automatic  circuit  breaker,  instead  of  two,  which  is  the  modern  prac- 
tice. The  function  of  a  circuit  breaker  is  to  cut  off  the  electric  current  when  for 
any  reason  the  volume  becomes  too  great,  thus  preventing  the  burning  out  of  the 
'fuse.  When  the  current  is  cut  out  by  the  circuit  breaker  all  that  is  necessary  for 
the  motorman  to  do  is  to  throw  a  handle  located  above  his  head,  whereupon  the 
current  immediately  is  restored  and  the  car  proceeds  without  delay.  If,  however, 
there  Is  no  circuit  breaker,  the  fuse  blows  out  and  a  new  one  must  be  inserted 
before  the  car  can  go  on.  This  causes  a  substantial  delay.  If  the  operating 
circuit  breaker  is  not  above  the  motorman's  head  there  are  two  drawbacks :  One 
is  that  the  conductor  or  motorman  must  go  to  the  back  platform  and  throw  the 
handle,  and  the  other  is  that  the  noise,  and  sometimes  flame,  that  occurs  when 
the  current  throws  the  breaker  is  apt  to  frighten  passengers  that  may  be  standing 
on  the  rear  platform.  On  these  accounts  good  practice  requires  two  automatic 
circuit  breakers  on  each  car,  so  that  the  one  that  Is  operative  may  always  be 
above  the  front  platform.  The  operating  company  show  that  many  of  their  open 
cars  are  operated  with  loop  terminals,  and  that  they  can  always  have  the  circuit 
breaker  in  the  front  of  such  cars.  This  is  probably  the  fact,  although  there  is 
some  evidence  to  show  that  it  is  not  well  to  operate  cars  continuously  in  the  same 
direction  on  account  of  uneven  wear  upon  motors  and  gears.  This  particular 
company  appears  to  have  been  remiss  for  some  time  past  in  the  upkeep  of  Its  roll- 
ing stock,  and  now  finds  it  dlfllcult  to  comply  with  all  modem  requirements  in 
a  few  months'  time.  On  this  accouut  I  am  inclined  to  look  with  favor  on  a 
modification  of  the  existing  order,  so  that  the  equipment  of  part  of  the  open  cars 
with  modern  automatic  circuit  breakers  may  oe  postponed  until  the  summer  of 
1009.  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion,  therefore,  that  the  order  should  make  the 
following  provisions : 

That  said  company  by  or  before  the  15th  day  of  April,  1908,  provide  and  equip 
all  of  the  said  open  cars  in  service  that  operate  into  a  switchback  terminal  with 
two  automatic  circuit  breakers  of  modern  type  and  connect  such  circuit  breaker* 
in  multiple  ou  each  such  car,  and  at  all  times  maintain  both  the  said  circuit 
breakers  on  each  such  car  in  good  and  perfect  repair  and  keep  the  same  properly 
adjusted  for  the  capacity  of  the  motors  of  the  cars  on  which  they  are  placed, 
and  that  the  circuit  breaker  over  the  motorman's  head  shall  at  all  times  be  the 
one  operative. 

That  said  company  by  or  before  the  15th  day  of  April,  1908,  provide  and  equip 
all  of  the  rest  of  its  open  cars  in  service  with  at  least  one  circuit  breaker  of  mod- 
ern type  and  at  all  times  maintain  the  said  circuit  breaker  in  good  and  perfect 
repair  and  keep  the  same  properly  adjusted  for  the  capacity  of  the  motors  of  the 
car  on  which  It  is  placed,  and  that  the  car  shall  at  all  times  be  operated  so  that 
the  said  circuit  breaker  shall  be  above  the  motorman's  head. 

That  said  company  by  or  before  the  15th  day  of  April,  1909,  provide  and  equip 
all  of  its  open  cars  in  service  with  two  automatic  circuit  breakers  of  modem  type 
and  connect  such  circuit  breakers  in  multiple  on  each  car,  and  at  all  times  main- 
tain both  the  said  circuit  breakers  on  each  car  in  good  and  perfect  repair  and 
keep  the  same  properly  adjusted  for  the  capacity  of  the  motors  of  the  car  on 
which  they  are  placed,  and  that  the  circuit  breaker  over  the  motorman's  head 
shall  at  all  times  be  the  one  operative. 

Let  an  order  bo  prepared  accordingly. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 
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In   the   Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission   on   the 
question  of  improvements  in  and  additions  to  the 
equipment  of  the  CONEY  ISLAND  AND  BROOK- 
LliN    liAILKOAD   COMPANY. 


Matter  of  rehearing  on   portion   of  Order  No.   134, 
entered  December  4,   1907. 


^OUDER  No.  238. 

February   4,   1908. 


An  order  having  been  made  and  filed  herein  the  4th  day  of  December,  1907, 
being  Oruer  No.  134,  under  and  pursuant  to  an  order  for  hearing  made  the  13th 
day  of  November,  1907,  being  Order  No.  88,  and  said  Order  No.  134  having  been 
duly  served  upon  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company,  and  said 
Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  having  accepted  said  Order  No. 
134  in  part,  but  having  applied  in  writing  to  this  Commission  for  a  modification 
of  paragraph  numberea  (2)  of  said  Order  No.  134,  and  an  order  having  been  made 
and  filed  the  20th  day  of  December,  1907,  returnable  December  31,  1907,  being 
order  No.  166.  which  directed  a  rehearing  on  the  matters  contained  in  said 
paragraph  numbered  (2)  of  said  Order  No.  134,  and,  it  appearing  that  said  rehear- 
ing was  duly  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  toe  matters  in  said  Order 
No.  166  specified  on  the  3l8t  day  of  December,  1907,  and  by  adjournment  duly 
had  on  the  14th  day  of  January,  1906,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  the  15tn 
day  of  January.  1908,  Mr.  Commissioner  Bassett  presiding,  and  proof  being  taken, 
and  Grosvenor  H.  Backus,  Esq..  appearing  for  the  Commission,  and  John  J.  Kuhn, 
Esq.,  appearing  for  the  railroad  company. 

Now,  h  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  rehearing  that 
it  Is  just,  reasonable  and  proper  that  said  Order  No.  134  should  be  modified  in 
the  manner  hereinafter  set  forth, 

Therefore,  on  motion'  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 

It  is  ordered,  That  paragraph  numbered  (2)  of  said  Order  No.  134,  made  the 
4th  day  of  December,   1907,  be,   and  the   same  hereby   Is,   modified  so  as  to  read 

As    follows* 

"  (2)  That  said  company  by  or  before  the  15th  day  of  April,  1908,  provide  and 
equip  all  of  its  open  cars  that  are  to  operate  into  a  switch-back  terminal  with 
two  automatic  circuit  breakers  of  modern  type,  and  connect  such  circuit  breakers 
in  multiple  on  each  such  car,  and  at  all  times  maintain  both  the  said  circuit 
breakers  on  each  such  car  in  good  and  perfect  repair  and  keep  the  same  properly 
adjusted  for  the  capacity  of  the  motors  of  the  cars  on  which  they  are  placed, 
and  that  the  circuit  breaker  over  the  motorman's  head  shall  at  all  times  be  the 
one  operated. 

•'  Tnat  said  company  by  or  before  the  15th  day  of  April,  1908,  provide  and 
equip  all  the  rest  of  Its  open  cars  with  at  least  one  circuit  breaker  of  modern 
type  and  at  all  times  maintain  the  said  circuit  breaker  in  good  and  perfect  repair 
and  keep  the  same  properly  adjusted  for  the  capacity  of  the  motors  of  the 
car  on  which  it  is  placed,  and  that  the  car  shall  at  all  times  be  operated  so  that 
said  circuit  breaker  shall  be  above  the  motorman's  head. 

"  That  said  company  by  or  before  the  15th  day  of  April,  1909,  provide  and 
equip  all  of  its  open  cars  with  two  automatic  circuit  breakers  of  modem  type 
and  connect  snch  circuit  breakers  In  multiple  on  each  car  and  at  all  times 
maintain  both  the  said  circuit  breakers  on  each  car  in  good  and  perfect  repair 
and  keep  the  same  properly  adjusted  for  the  capacity  of  tbe  motors  of  the  car 
on  which  they  are  placed,  and  that  the  circuit  breaker  over  the  motorman's  head 
shall  at  all  times  be  the  one  operated." 

And  it  is  further  ordrred.  That  except  as  to  the  portion  hereinbefore  modified, 
said  Order  No.  134  shall  remain  in  full  force  and  effect  until  modified  by  the 
further  order   of   this   Commission. 

And  it  Ui  further  ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  Immediately. 

And  It  is  further  ordered.  That  within  five  days  the  said  Coney  Island  and  Brook- 
lyn Railroad  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District 
whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

On  motion  of  Commissioner  Bassett  the  following  resolution  was  adopted: 

Whereas,  Final  Order  No.  238  of  this  Commission  duly  made  on  the  4th  day  of 
February.  1908.  directed  and  required  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad 
Company  by  or  before  the  15th  day  of  April,  1908,  to  equip  all  of  Its  open  cars 
so  that  they  could  at  all  times  be  run  with  an  automatic  circuit  breaker  of 
modem  type  In  oneratlon  over  the  motorman's  head  and  to  nin  said  open  cars  with 
such  an  automatic  circuit  breaker  of  modem  type  in  operation  over  the  motor- 
man's  head;  and 

Whereas,  said  Final  Order  No.  2W  wns  duly  served  on  anid  company:  and 

Whereas,  said  company  on  the  1.3th  day  of  February.  1908,  duly  acknowledged 
service  of  said  order  and  accepted  said  order  and  agreed  to  obey  Its  provisions; 
and 

Whereas,  said  companv  has  failed,  omitted  and  neglected  to  obey,  observe  or 
comply  with  said  Final  Order  No.  238,  and  has  failed  In  at  least  fifteen  Instances 
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to  equip  said  open  ears  as  directed  in  said  order  and  to  run  the  same  with  an 
automatic  circuit  breaker  of  modem  type  in  operation  over  the  motorman's'  head; 

Thierefore,  be  it 

HtbolvtU,  That  the  Counsel  to  the  Commission  be  and  hereby  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  commence  an  action  or  actions  against  the  said  Coney  island  and 
Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  to  recover  all  forfeitures  and  penalties  Incurred  for 
said  violations  of  said  Order  No.  238,  and  to  prosecute  the  same  to  final  Judg- 
ment pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law. 

June  26,  1908. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearing  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  of  compliance  by  the  CONEY  ISLAND 
AND  BROOKLYN  RAILROAD  COMPANY 
with  the  requirements  of  Order  No.  134  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District 
as  modiflud  by  Order  No.  238  of  said  Commission, 
with  respect  to  the  equipment  and  operation  of 
cars  with  automatic  circuit  breakers. 


HEARING  ORI^ER  No.   828. 
November  10,   iyo8. 


/*  i9  hereby  ordered,  Th*t  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  19th  dav  of  November.  1908, 
at  3:00  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may 
be  adjourned  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street,  in  the 
borough  of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  on  the  question  of  compliance 
by  the  Conev  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  with  Orders  No.  134  and 
238  of  this  Commission  in  respect  to  the  equipment  and  operation  of  cars  with 
automatic    circuit    breakers. 

Hearing  held  November  19th. 


Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  Dextember  29,  1908.) 
CoMiiiasiONBR  Bassett  : — 

An  action  having  been  brought  in  the  Supreme  Court,  Kings  county,  by  the 
counsel  to  the  Commission  in  the  name  of  the  People  of  the  State  of  New  York 
against  the  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company  to  recover  penalties  for 
fifteen  violations  of  Order  No.  134  of  the  Commission  as  modifitd  by  Order  No. 
238,  the  railroad  company  applied  to  the  Commission  to  discontinue  sn.'.d  action  en 
the  ground  that  the  violations  had  been  unintentional  and  unavoidable.  Upon  that 
application  the  Comraisbion  issued  Order  No.  828  for  a  hearing  on  the  question  of 
the  company's  compliance  with  Orders  Nos.  134  and  238.  It  is  conceded  by  the 
company  that  the  company  in  fifteen  separate  instances  violated  the  order  of 
the  Commission  in  operating  cars  without  an  automatic  circuit  breaker  over  the 
motorman's  head.  This  was  a  direct  violation  of  the  main  purpose  and  of  the 
express  provision  of  Order  No.  134  as  modified  by  Order  No.  238.  These  orders 
were  adopted  after  a  hearing  in  which  the  question  of  proper  equipment  and  opera- 
tion of  trolley  cars  in  the  matter  of  circuit  breakers  was  considered  at  length; 
and  It  was  made  plain  iu  the  course  of  that  hearing  that  the  policy  of  the  Com- 
mission was  to  eliminate  dehiys  and  to  bring  about  increased  safety  of  operation 
by  having  the  cars  of  the  defendant  company  equipped  with  circuit  breakers  In 
accordance  with  the  usage  adcpted  on  well  operated  roads. 

The  excuse  of  the  company  is  that  special  circumstances  had  required  the  com- 
pany to  switch  back  cars  in  the  middle  of  their  run,  which  ordinarily  ran  around 
the  loop,  and  that  this  deviation  from  their  regular  schedule  of  operation  was 
caused  by  blocks  on  the  line  or  other  unavoidable  circumstances  and  was  made  la 
the  Interest  of  the  traveling  public.  The  company  states  that  it  has  been  found 
impracticable  and  impossible  to  operate  all  of  its  cars  on  any  route  around  loops 
without  fail  and  that  in  consequence  of  this  fact  the  company  has  equipped  all  of 
its  cars  with  two  automatic  circuit  breakers  so  that  hereafter  It  will  be  possible 
to  carry  out  the  ordf'r  of  the  Commission  in  this  respect. 

The  company  is  censurable  for  the  manner  in  which  its  operating  expert  misled 
the  Commission,  and  further  for  its  failure  to  advise  the  Commission  when  It 
found  it  Impracticable  to  operate  its  cars  in  strict  compliance  with  the  terms  of 
the  Commission's  order.     The  Order  No.   238  modifying  Order  No.  134  took  effect 
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en  the  4th  day  of  F'ebruary,  1908,  and  required  the  company  to  complete  the 
eguipment  of  Its  cars  so  as  to  carry  out  the  order  by  or  before  April  15,  1908. 
rhe  particular  violations  which  were  observed  by  the  Commission's  inspectors 
ocLUiied  on  April  kO,  1908,  two  weeks  after  the  order  was  fully  in  force. 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  on  the  present  hearing  that  the  officials  of  the 
company  instructed  their  subordinates  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  the  Commis- 
sl(;n*s  order  and  it  is  claimed  that  the  only  departures  from  the  order  were  in 
cases  where  blocks  on  the  line  or  other  exigencies  of  traffic  conditions  required 
the  cuttiug  out  and  turning  back  of  its  cars  in  the  middle  of  a  run.  It  also 
appears  from  the  evidence  that  when  the  company  discovered  that  It  would  be 
impracticable  at  all  times  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  the  order  without  a  more 
extensive  addition  to  their  equipment  than  had  at  first  been  contemplated,  the 
company  gave  orders  'to  have  all  its  cars  equipped  with  two  automatic  circuit 
breakers  and  that  for  some  time  past  the  company  has  been  operating  all  of  its 
cars  with  such  equipment. 

In  view  of  this  provisiooi  by  the  company  In  excess  of  the  requirements  of  the 
order,  I  recommend  the  adoption  of  a  resolution  authorizing  the  counsel  to  the 
CommlHslon  to  consent,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  court,  to  the  discontinuance 
of  the  action  vvnich  has  been  brought  to  recover  penalties  under  Order  No.  134  as 
modified  by  Order  No.  238. 

The  fnllowing  resolution  was  thereupon  movod  and  duly  seconded: 

Whereas,  by  direction  of  the  Commission  the  Counsel  to  the  Commission  has 
brought  an  action  In  the  Supreme  Court,  Kings  county,  In  the  name  of  the 
People  of  the  State  of  New  York  against  the  CVmey  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad 
Company,  to  recover  penalties  for  violations  bv  said  company  of  Order  No.  134 
of  this  Commission,  as  modified  by  Order  No.  238;  and 

Whereas,  it  appears  after  a  hearing  that  the  officers  of  the  said  company 
Instructed  their  employees  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  said  order;  and  that  the 
said  violations  were  caused  by  lack  of  foresight  and  errors  of  judgment,  without 
intent  to  disregard  the  tenns  of  said  order;  and 

Whereas,  it  appears  further  after  said  hearing  that  said  company  has  of  Its 
own  Initiative  expended  a  considerable  sum  of  money  In  the  installation  of  equip- 
ment In  excess  of  that  required  by  the  terms  of  said  order,  and  has  done  so  for 
the  purpose  of  assuring  at  all  times  compliance  with  said  order; 

Now,   therefore,  on  motion  duly   made  and   secon^'ed.  It  Is 

RinnUrd,  That  the  Counsel  to  the  Commission  l>e  and  he  hereby  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  make  a  stloulation  with  said  Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Com- 
pany for  the  discontinuance  of  said  action,  without  costs,  subject  to  the  approval 
of  the  court  having  Jurlsdietlon  of  the  same. 

The  resolution  was  adopted  I>ecember  29,  1908. 


RECEIVERS. 


•  [Uecelvers  appointed  by  Federal  Court  are  subject  to  the  orders  of  the 
Commission. 

It  is  the  duty  of  such  receivers  to  render  annual  reporiS  and  they  are  subject 
to  penalty  for  default. 

Mandamus  will  He   to  enforce  this  duty.] 

Various  questions  came  up  in  connection  with  the  o|)eration  of  the  street 
railroads,  in  ^lanhattan  by  Federal  receivers  and  the  counsel  to  the  Commission 
rendered  opinions  as  follows: 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

March   21.    1908. 
Hon.  WiLMAM  R,  WlLLCox,  Chairman: 

Sir:  —  Ueforring  to  your  letter  of  March  9th.  asking  for  my  opinion  as  to  the 
binding  effect  of  the  (Mmmlssioii's  orders  directed  to  the  receivers  of  the  New 
York  City  Hallway  Company  and  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  I  beg 
to  advise  you   as   follows: 

These  receivers  were  appointed  In  causes  pendinsr  In  th"  United  States  Circuit 
Court,  and,  under  Ignited  States  Statutes,  K^etlnn  721.  Act  Manh  .t.  1SS7.  Ch.  373, 
sections  2.  3  (as  amended  1SH«),  the  recovers  must  menace  and  onernto  the 
property  according  to  the  requirements  of  the  Public  Service  ('onimlssionij  Law, 
which  Is  one  of  the  valid  laws  of  the  State  within  the  meaning  of  that  act. 

•  See  footnote,  psige  9. 
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It  does  not  follow,  however,  that  the  receivers  are  In  every  respect  subject  to 
the  orders  of  the  Commission,  for  it  Is  true  that  the  possession  of  the  receivers 
is  the  possession  of  the  court,  and  their  possession  must  not  be  -  interfered  with 
by  the  fetate  courts,  by  the  State.  Legislature  or  by^  a  State  Commission  withoot 
leave  of  the  Federal  Court  that  appointed  the  receivers. 

The  decisions  of  the  courts  In  interpreting  the  act  of  March  3,  1887,  as 
amended,  recognize  clearly  the  distinction  between  the  duty  of  the  Federal 
receivers  to  manage  and  opt  rate  the  property  pursuant  to  State  laws,  and  the 
duty  of  the  Federal  receivers  to  foxp  poaseaaion  of  that  property.  State  Statutes 
that  prescribe  hoto  the  property  shall  be  operated  have  been  enforced.  State 
Statutes  giving  State  ottlceis  power  to  rtmove  property  from  the  rpcelvers* 
possession  have  not  been  enforced. 

In  the  case  of  Erb  vs.  Morasch,  177  U.  S.  584,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  held  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Federal  receivers  to  operate  the 
railroad  according  to  State  laws,  and  upheld  a  city  ordinance  limiting  the  speed 
of  trains  operated  by  Federal  receivers.  In  the  Matter  of  Tyler,  149  U.  S.,  164, 
the  same  court  held  that  property  In  the  possession  of  Federal  receivers  is  not 
subject  to  seizure  and  levy  under  process  issuing  from  State  court  to  enforce 
collection  of  a  State  tax. 

The  order  of  your  Commission  prescribing  safe,  adequate  and  reasonable  methods 
of  operation  are,  in  my  opinion,  binding  upon  the  receivers,  as  are  all  orders 
calling  for  increase  in  the  number  of  cars  operated.  An  order  of  your  Com- 
mission, the  effect  of  which  was  to  take  property  out  of  their  hands,  would  not 
be  upheld  unless  the  Federal  Court  approved  Its  enforcement.  The  mere  fact  that 
the  Commission's  order  would  cause  the  expenditure  of  money  Is  not  a  sufficient 
reason  for  refusal  by  the  receivers  to  obey  the  Commission's  orders. 

An  order  to  repair  cars  is  to  a  certain  extent  an  interference  with  receivers' 
possession,  but  I  believe  It  would  be  upheld  as  made  pursuant  to  a  State  law 
governing  the  management  and  operation  of  the  railroad  and  which  did  not  take 
the  property  out  of  the  receivers'  possession.  If,  however,  your  order  directed 
the  receivers  to  send  a  number  of  cars  back  to  the  manufacturers  for  overhauling, 
I  believe  the  order  could  not  be  enforced  as  it  would  take  the  property  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  receivers. 

Having  outlined  the  effect  of  orders  of  the  Commission  directed  to  the 
receivers  on  the  assumption  that  the  Federal  Court  had  given  no  instructions  to 
the  receivers,  it  now  remains  to  inquire  what  action  has  been  taken  by  the 
Federal   Court. 

On  October  8,  1007,  upon  application  made  by  the  receivers  of  the  New  York 
City  Railway  Company  for  instructions.  Circuit  Judge  Lacombe,  in  Pennsylvania 
Bteel  Company  vs.  New  York  City  Railway  Company,  157  Fed.  Reporter,  440.  at 
445.   said: 

"  The  controlling  element  In  the  operation  of  the  property  bv  the  receivers 
will  be  the  circumstance  that  such  property  is  devoted  to  the'public  service. 
The  traveling  public  are  to  be  first  considered;  the  service  already  performed 
by  the  roads  mu.st  be  kept  up,  and  improved  upon  so  far  as  may  "be.  In  the 
matter  of  improvements  the  receivers  are  fortunately  relieved — at  least  in 
part  —  from  the  burden  of  devising  Improvements  in  the  system,  by  the  exist- 
ence of  the  Public  Service  Commission.  That  body  is  making  a  careful  and 
exhaustive  investigation  into  all  such  questions,  and  may  prescribe  variom 
changes  In  cunstnictlon,  equipment,  or  operation  devised  and  adapted  to  secure 
better  service.  These  directions  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  will  be 
carried  out  by  the  receivers  so  f.ir  as  the  income  from  operating  the  roads 
will  permit ;  whether  they  should  also  undertake  to  borrow  money  in  order 
to  complete  such  changes  is  a  question  which  can  be  determined  subsequently 
when  it  is  known  just  what  those  changes  are.  The  receipts  from  car  servlcfi 
will  bo  devoted,  first,  to  maintenance.  Including  all  necessary  repairs  and 
replacements  so  as  to  avoid  breakdown  at  any  point,  and  to  operation,  includ- 
ing not  only  employees,  materials,  and  supplies,  but  also  the  adjustment  of  all 
claims  arising  by  reason  of  such  operation,  and  the  obligations  due  to  the 
state  or  municipality  for  percontaee  of  gross  receipts,  taxes,  etc.,  and  the 
necessary  expenses  of  the   receivership." 

The  effect  of  this  Instruction  Is  to  lend  force  to  the  Commission's  orders  and  I 
believe  that  under  this  inptnictlon  the  receivers  would  be  unable  successfully  to 
resNt  an  order  even  tbonp:h  it  removed  property  from  their  possessions,  unless  new 
instructions  were  given  to  meet  that  situation.  1  have  prepared  a  memorandum 
of  authorities  bearing  on  the  question,  which  is  on  file  In  this  office  and  Available 
at  any   time. 

For  your  convenience,  I  send  you  a  copy  of  the  Federal  enactment  of  March  S, 
1887,   as   amended. 

Respectfully   yours, 
(Signed)  GEO.   S.   COLEMAN, 

Counsel  to  the  Commisaion. 

[As  to  the  filinp;  of  reports  by  receivers,  soe  opinion  of  counsel  under  date 
of  October  29,  1908,  published  herein  on  page  274]. 
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*[As  the  expenses  of  the  First  District  Commission  are  paid  by  the  city  and  of 
the  Second  District  Commission  by  the  State,  it  is  Inadvisable  to  have  locomotive 
boilers  in  the  First  District  tested  and  inspected  by  inspectors  of  the  Second  Dis- 
trict.] 

Sections  49a  and  49b  of  the  Railroad  Law  provide  for  the  inspecting  and 
testing  of  locomotive  boilers  by  an  inspector  to  be  appointed  by  the  Railroad ' 
Commission.      Upon   the   creation   of    the   Public   Service   Commissions   they 
succeeded  to  the  powers  of  the  Railroad  Commission.     The  Second  District 
Commission  sent  the  following  communication: 

JjEttjbr  of  Chaibman  Stbvens. 

Albany,  Beptemher  8,  1907. 
Hon.  William  R.  Willcox,  Chairman,  Public  Service  CommiBsionj  First  DiBtriot, 
Tribune  Building,  No.  154  Nassau  Street,  New  York  City: 
Dear  Sib: — We  inclose  copies  of  Circulars  12,  13  and  14,  and  Forms  1  and  2, 
In  relation  to  the  inspection,  testing  and  washing  of  locomotive  boilers. 

We  note  that  this  class  of  work  is  almost  entirely  confined  to  the  Second  Dis- 
trict, there  being  5,500  locomotive  boilers  to  inspect  in  this  district  and  only 
about  40  In  the  First  District,  divided  as  follows; 

The  following  companies  operate  locomotives  in  both  districts : 
Delaware,  Lackawanna  and  Western  Railroad  Company; 
New  York  Central  and  Hudson  Jtiver  Railroad  Company ; 
Lioug  Island  Railroad  Company ; 

New  York,  New  Haven  and  Hartford  Railroad  Company. 
The  following  roads  operate  wholly  in  the  First  District : 
Brooklyn  Elevated  Union  Railroad  Company,  7  locomotives ; 
Intcrborough  Rapid  Transit  Company,  2  locomotives ; 

Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company,  Staten  Island  Railway  Com- 
pany, Baltimore  and  New  York  Railway  Company,  30  locomotives. 
Wc  have  received  some  requests  from  the  railway  companies  involved,  asking 
whether  reports  are  to  be  made  to  the  First  or  Second  District  Commission,  and 
we  would  like  to  have  your  suggestion  as  to  the  best  method  of  handling  the  sub- 
ject. There  are  so  few  locomotives  operating  in  your  district  that  our  inspector 
can  easily  handle  them  for  you  without  extra  expense.  It  occurs  to  us  that  a 
satisfactory  method  would  be  to  have  the  State  Boiler  Inspector,  Mr.  G.  P.  Robin- 
son, report  to  your  Commission  regarding  locomotives  In  the  First  District,  as  you 
may  not  care  to  engage  a  separate  inspector  for  the  small  amount  of  work 
Involved. 

We  will,  of  course,  be  glad  to  co-operate  cordially  with  you  in  any  direction 
you  may  suggest.  Yours  very  truly, 

(Signed)  F.  W.  STEVENS, 

Chairman. 

Chairman  Willcox,  on  behalf  of  the  Commission,  made  the  following  reply 
thereto : 

Lbttkr  of  Chairman  Willcox. 

September  6,  1907. 
Hon.   F.    W.    Stevens,    Chairman,   Public  Service   Commission   for  the  Second  Dis- 
trict, Albany,  N.   T.: 

DnAR  Sim: — We  thank  you  for  your  cordial  letter  of  September  3d,  suggesting 
that  Mr.  G.  P.  Robinson,  the  inspector  now  in  the  employ  of  your  Commission, 
might  inspect,  without  expense,  the  few  steam  locomotive  boilers  within  the  Juris- 
diction of  our  Commission.  We  have  gone  over  this  matter  carefully.  While  our 
first  impulse  was  to  nccopt  your  suggest  Ion,  It  occurred  to  us,  on  consideration, 
that  we  should  submit  thesp  considerations  to  you. 


•  See  footnote,  page  0. 
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The  expenses  of  our  Commission  are  paid  by  this  city,  whereas  those  of  yoor 
Commission  are  paid  by  the  State.  If  we  should  adopt,  without  payment,  the 
services  of  any  of  your  employees  a  large  amount  of  criticism  might  be  made 
upon  a  vpry  small  matter.  We  could,  of  course,  pay  the  inspector  for  bis  time 
f^iven  to  our  work,  but  possibly  the  bookkeeping  involved  In  doing  this  would  be 
more  trouble  than  the  advantage.  Undoubtedly  your  Commission  will  be  much 
better  equipped  to  do  this  work  than  we  will  be. 

Kindly  consider  this  su^K^stion  In  the  same  spirit  that  It  is  oflFered.  After  a 
little  we  may  find  that  none  of  our  force  can  make  proper  locomotive  boiler 
inspections,  and  in  that  case  we  will  communicate  with  you  again. 

It  would  be  a  favor  if  Mr.  Robinson  would  cali  at  this  office  some  time  when 
In  the  city.  In  order  that  wc  might  go  over  the  matter  with  him. 

Again  thanking  you  for  your  courtesy,  I  am, 

Yours  very  truly, 
(Signed)  WILLIAM  R,  WILLCOX. 

Chairman. 

•[The  statute  for  testing  locomotive  boilers  does  not  apply  to  boilers  on  loco- 
motives used  by  a  company  not  incoi-porated  under  the  Railroad  Law.] 

The  question  aroae  as  to  whether  under  sections  49a-49c  of  the  Railroad  Law 
the  Ineoniotivi'  boilers  of  the  Xow  York  Dock  Company  were  subject  to  inspec- 
tion and  test.  Tlie  matter  was  referred  to  the  counsel  to  the  Commission  for 
his  opinion  and  ho  rendered  an   opinion   as   follows: 

Opinion  of  Counsel. 

April   15,   1908. 

Public  ffcrvice  Commisaion  for  the  First  District: 

Sij.s  • —  Hj^forrinp  to  the  opinion  dated  Kebruarv  13,  1908,  relating  to  the  powers 
nnd  duties  of  the  Commission  In  regard  to  the  Inspection  and  testing  of  the  boilers 
oM  1«"- .  iiotivps  U'^od  by  the  New  York  Dock  Company,  which  opinion  Indicated 
tlmt  th"  Coinniisslon  had  Jurisdiction  of  the  matter  mentioned,  I  beg  to  say  that 
upon  further  conMidc^ratlon  1  have  reached  the  conclusion  that  the  Jurisdiction  of 
the  Commission  doos  not  extend  so  far. 

It  app^^ars  that  the  New  York  Dock  Compiny  Is  not  incorporated  under  the  Rail- 
road I^w  of  thp*Statr.  The  company  Is  engaged  In  the  business  of  warehousemen. 
Incldrntal  to  Its  bn<!iTiPss  It  operates  small  locomotives  exclusively  on  its  own 
propcrry,  'i'h"^<'  lo«  omofivps  never  lonve  tlip  tracks  of  the  company  and  have  no 
connpftlon  witlj  any  other  railroad.  The  company  was  lncorporate<l  In  lOOl.  The 
question  presented  Is  whether  this  company's  line  is  a  railroad  within  the  meaning 
of  tin*  st-itutj'  providing  for  tho  in«^peotlon  and  testing  of  locomotive  boilers  and 
wlrMn    fh«'   meining  of   the    rublic   Srrviro   Commissions   Ijftw. 

Whatever  power'*  the  rublic  Service  Connnlssion  has  in  the  matter  of  Inspecting 
and  t'-'^tin'z  lo'-oTr<>tive  hollers  it  p(ws<^scs  a««  the  successor  of  the  Board  of  Railroad 
Comtn'ssioners  under  section  SO  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  l^w  which  Is 
as  follows : 

"  f)n  and  after  the  taking  effect  of  this  act  the  board  of  railroad  com- 
ml'^sioners  shall  he  abolished.  All  the  powers  and  duties  of  such  board  con- 
ferred and  imposed  by  anv  statutf  of  this  state  shall  thereupon  be  exercised 
and  performed  hy  the  public  service  coninnssions." 

The  powors  and  duties  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  In  the  matter  of 
the  inspection  and  testing  of  locomotive  iKiilers  are  prescribed  by  the  Railroad  Law. 

The  Ilallroad  Law  was  passed  In  ISOO.  As  originally  enacted,  it  contained  no 
provision  for  t>)e  Inspection  and  testing  of  locomotive  boilers.  By  chapter  611  of 
the  T  :iws  of  lPor>.  this  inw  was  amended  by  the  addition  of  sections  49-a  and  49-b 
proviriint;  for  such  Inspection  and  testing  and  defining  the  powers  and  duties  of 
th»>  lUvn-d  of  Rnllr<ad  ('omnii-<:slonprs  with  respect  thereto.  In  1907,  by  chapter  208, 
which  hern  me  a  law  on  April  2.').  1007.  section  40-a  was  amended  and  an  addl- 
tiopMl  v(.,tion  (49-c)  was  added,  making  the  present  reading  of  all  three  sections 
as  follows : 

•'  5  40-a.  iNsriCTioN  of  LnroMOTivE  Boilers. —  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every 
rnilroad  corpor.'Hion  operated  by  stenm  power,  within  this  state,  and  of  the 
di'e-tors.  mnnnjiers  or  superintendents  of  such  railroad  to  cause  thorough  inspec- 
tions to  1m'  riiJHie  of  the  boilers  and  their  appurtenances  of  all  the  stenm 
Ir.  .'t»,iHvi>s  «'hMh  shnil  l»e  usod  by  such  corporation  or  corporations,  on  said 
rallvouls.  Said  inspe<tlons  shall  be  made,  at  least  every  three  months  under 
thf  direction  nnd  superintendence  of  said  corporations,  or  the  directors,  mana- 
gers or  superintendents  thereof,  by  persons  of  suitable  quallflcatlons  and 
attainments  to  perform  the  services  required  of  Inspectors  of  boilers,  and  who 
from  their  knowledge  of  the  construction  and  use  of  hollers  and  the  appur- 
tenances therewith  connected,  are  able  to  form  a  reliable  opinion  of  the 
Btreneth,  form,  workmanship  and  suitableness  of  bollerii,  to  be  employed  wlth- 
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out  hazard  of  life,  from  imperfections  in  material,  workmanship  or  arrangement 
of  any  part  of  such  boiler  and  appurtenances.  All  such  boilers  so  used  shall 
comply  with  the  following  requirements:  The  boilers  must  be  made  of  good 
and  suitable  materials ;  the  openings  for  the  passage  of  water  and  steam 
respectively,  and  all  pipes  and  tubes  exposed  to  heat  shall  be  of  proper  dimen- 
sions ;  the  safety  valves,  fu.sible  plugs,  low  water  glass  indicator,  gauge  cocks 
and  steam  gauges,  shall  be  of  such  construction,  condition  and  arrangement 
that  the  same  may  be  safely  employed  in  the  active  service  of  the  railroad 
corporation  w^Ithout  peril  to  life ;  and  each  inspector  shall  satisfy  himself  by 
thorough  eacamination  that  said  requirements  have  been  fully  compiled  with. 
No  boiler,  nor  any  connection  therewith  shall  be  approved  which  is  unsafe  in 
Its  form,  or  dangerous  from  defects,  workmanship  or  other  cause.  The  person 
or  persons  who  shall  make  the  said  inspections  If  he  or  they  approve  of  the 
boiler  or  boilers  and  the  appurtenances  tUroujfliout,  shall  make  and  subscribe 
his  or  their  name  to  a  written  or  printed  certificate  which  shall  contain  the 
number  of  each  boiler  inspected,  the  date  of  its  Inspection,  the  condition  of 
the  boiler  inspected,  and  such  details  as  may  be  required  by  the  forms  and 
regulations  which  shall  be  prescribed  by  the  railroad  commissioners.  Every 
certificate  shall  be  verified  by  the  oath  of  the  inspector,  and  he  shall  cause 
said  certificate  or  certlcates  to  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  railroad  commis- 
sioners, within  ten  davs  after  each  inspection  shall  be  made,  and  also  a  copy 
thereof  with  the  chief  operating  officer  or  employee  of  such  railroad  having 
charge  of  the  operation  of  such  locomotive  boiler;  a  copy  shall  also  be  placed 
by  such  officer  or  employee  In  a  conspicuous  place  In  the  cab  connected  with 
the  locomotive  boiler  inspected,  and  there  kept  fiam«tl  under  glass.  The 
railroad  commissioners  shall  have  power,  from  time  to  time,  to  formulate  rules 
and  regulations  for  the  inspection  and  testing  of  boilers  as  aforesaid,  and  may 
require  the  removal  if  Incompetent  inspectors  of  boilers  under  the  provisions 
of  this  act.  Copies  of  such  rules  and  regulntlons  shall  be  mailed  to  every 
corporation  operating  a  railroad  by  steam  in  this  state.  If  It  shall  be  ascer- 
tained by  such  inspection  and  test  or  otherwise,  that  any  locomotive  boiler  is 
unsafe  for  use,  the  same  shall  not  again  he  used  until  it  shall  be  repaired,  and 
nmde  safe,  so  as  to  comply  with  the  requirements  of  this  section.     P3very  cor- 

E oration,  director,  manager  or  superintendent  operating  such  railroad  and  vlo- 
itlng  anv  of  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty,  to  be 
paid  to  the  People  of  the  State  of  New  York,  of  one  hundred  dollars  for  each 
offense,  and  the  further  penalty  of  one  hundred  dollars  for  each  day  It  or  they 
shall  omit  or  neglect  to  comply  with  said  provisions,  and  the  making  or  filing 
of  a  false  certificate  shall  be  a  misdemeanor,  and  every  inspector  who  wilfully 
certifies  falsely  touching  any  steam  boiler,  or  any  appurtenance  thereto  be- 
longing, or  any  matter  or  thing  contained  or  required  to  be  contained  in  any 
certificate,  signed  and  sworn  to  by  him,  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor.  Any 
person,  upon  apollcntion  to  the  secretary  of  said  Iward  of  rnilroad  commis- 
sioners, and  on  the  payment  of  such  reasonable  fee  us  said  board  may  by  rule 
fix,  shall  be  furnished  with  a  copy  of  any  such  certificate." 

"5  40-b.  Statk  iNSPEC'Tcui  ov  I.fuviMoTiVK  BoiLniis. —  Within  twenty  days 
after  this  .section  takes  effect,  the  state  railroad  conimi.sslon  shall  appoint  a 
competent  p«'rsfm  ns  Ins|)eetor  of  locomotive  boilers,  who  shall  receive  a  com- 
pensation to  he  fixed  hy  the  commission,  not  exfeedlni;  three  thousand  dollars 
per  year.  Such  h^pector  shall,  uniler  the  dIr*>ctIon  of  the  commission.  Inspect 
boilers  or  locomotives  us«h1  by  railroad  corporations  (jperatlng  steam  railroads 
within  the  state,  and  may  cause  the  same  to  be  tested  by  hydrostatic  test 
and  shall  perform  such  other  duties  In  conne<'tIon  with  the  Inspection  and  test 
of  locomotlvi*  l>oi1er<  as  the  commission  shall  direct.  But  this  section  shall 
not  relievo  any  railroad  corporati(m  from  the  duties  imposed  by  the  preceding 
section." 

"5  49-0.  Capi:  of  STBA^f  LoroMorivrs  :  Steam  and  Water  Cocks  :  Penalty. 
—  It  shnll  be  the  duty  of  every  corporation  operating  a  steam  railroad,  within 
this  state,  and  of  Its  directors,  managers  or  superintendents,  to  cause  the 
boiler  of  every  loeomotlve  used  on  such  railroad  to  he  washed  out  as  often 
•  as  once  every  thirty  days,  and  to  equip  each  boiler  with,  and  maintain  thereon 
at  all  times,  a  water  class,  showing  tiie  height  of  water  in  the  boiler,  having 
two  valves  or  shut -off  eo<*ks.  one  at  each  end  of  such  glass,  which  valves  or 
shut-off  cocks  shall  he  so  constructed  that  they  can  he  easily  opened  and  closed 
by  hand  ;  also  to  cause  such  valves  or  shut-off  cwks  and  all  gnuge  cocks  or 
try-cocks  attached  to  the  ])oller  to  b?»  removed  and  <h*aned  whenever  the 
boiler  Is  washed  out  pursuant  to  the  foreiroing  requirements  of  this  section  ; 
also  to  keep  all  st<'am  valves,  co<'ks  and  joints,  studs,  bolts  and  seams  In  such 
repair  that  they  will  not  at  any  time  emit  st«'am  In  front  of  the  engineer,  so 
as  to  obscure  his  vision.  No  lo(omr)rive  shall  hereafter  he  driven  in  this  state 
unle«»s  the  same  is  (H|ulpiK*d  and  cared  for  In  conformity  with  the  provisions 
of  this  section:  but  nothing  here  contained  shall  he  construed  to  excuse  the 
observance  of  any  other  requirement  Imposed  hy  this  chapter  upon  railroad 
corporations,  their  directors,  officers,  managers  and  suT>erlntendents.  Kvery 
corporation,  person  or  persons  operating  a  steam  rallro-ul  and  violating  any 
of  the  provisions  of  this  section,  shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty  of  one  hundred 
dollars  for  each  ofTense.  and  the  further  penalty  of  ten  dollars  for  each  day 
that  such  violation  shall  continue.  The  lMiar<l  of  railroad  commissioners  shall 
enforce  the  provisions  of  this  act." 

Chapter  611  of  the  T^ws  of  IDO.'  Is  entitled,  "An  Act  to  amend  the  railroad  law, 
In  relation   to  the  inspection  of  locomotive  boilers."     Chapter  1I0«  of  the  Iaws  of 
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1907  is  entitled,  "An  Act  to  amend  the  railroad  law,  in  relation  to  the  inspection 
and  care  of  steam  locomotives."  In  and  by  these  chapters  it  is  provided  that  the 
subdivisions  thereof  shall  constitute  sections  49-a,  49-b  and  49-c  of  the  Railroad 
Law.  It  is  thus  clear  that  these  chapters  are  intended  to  form  a  component  part 
of  the  Railroad  Law  of  the  State. 

It  will  be  noted  that  the  provisions  of  these  sections  relate  to 'steam  railroads 
and  to  railroad  corporations  operating  steam  railroads,  and  the  question  arises  as 
to  Just  what  Is  meant  by  the  term  "  railroad  corporation  "  and  "  railroad,**  as  used 
in  the  Railroad  Law.  The  solution  of  this  question  will  determine  how  far  the 
powers  and  duties  of  the  State  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  in  the  matter 
of  the  inspection  and  testing  of  locomotive  boilers  extended  under  the  Railroad 
Law,  and  therefore  will  determine  the  extent  of  the  powers  and  duties  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  In  the  same  matter. 

In  1890  the  Legislature  passed  several  acts  relating  to  corporations,  and  sub- 
sequently passed  others,  all  of  which  were  evidently  Intended  to  furnish  a  con- 
solidation of  the  statutory  corporation  law  of  the  State. 

Chapter  563,  Ia  1890,  was  called  the  "  General  Corporation  Law." 
Chapter  564,  L.  1890,  was  called  the  ".Stock  Corporation  Law." 
Chapter  565,  L.  1890,  was  called  the  "  Railroad   Law." 
Chapter  566,  L.  1890,  was  called  the  "  Transportation  Coiporatlons  Law." 
Chapter  567,  L.  1890,  was  called  the  "  Business   Corporations    Iaw,"    and    there 
have  been  added  other  chapters  which  deal  with  other  classes  of  corporations. 

The  Business  Corporations  Law  provides  a  scheme  for  the  organization  of  busi- 
ness corporations  in  general,  with  certain  exceptions.  The  law  provides  for  the 
filing  of  a  certificate  of  incorporation  and  for  the  contents  of  such  a  certificate. 
It  is  expressly  provided  that  a  railroad  corporation  shall  not  be  organized  under  the 
provisions  of  this  law.     The  language  is: 

"  Three  or  more  persons  may  become  a  stock  corporation  for  any  lawful 
business  purpose  or  purposes  other  than  a  moneyed  corporation,  or  a  corpora- 
tion provided  for  by  the  banking,  the  insurance,  the  railroad,  and  the  trans- 
portation corporation  laws,  by  making,  signing,  acknowledging  and  filing  a 
certificate  which  shall  contain :" 

(Here  follows  an  enumeration  of  the  particulars  required  to  be  contained  in  the 
certificate). 

Further,  in  the  classification  of  corporations  contained  in  section  2  of  the 
General  Corporation  Law  a  railroad  corporation  Is  classified  as  something  wholly 
distinct  from  a  business  corporation. 

The  Railroad  Law  of  the  State  of  New  York  contains  elaborate  provisions  for  the 
organization  of  railroad  corporations,  including  steam  railroad  corporations.  The 
organization  is  not  effected  by  filing  a  certificate  of  incorporation  under  the  Business 
Corporations  Law,  but  the  Legislature  has  deemed  it  Important  to  require  a  distinct 
form  of  certificate  of  incorporation  for  railrood  corporations,  and  s-nrtlon  2  of  the 
Railroad  Law  provides  at  length  for  the  contents  of  such  a  certificate.  Further, 
section  59  of  the  Railroad  Law  provides  that  no  railroad  corporation  hereafter 
formed  under  the  laws  of  this  State  shall  exercise  the  powers  conferred  by  law  upon 
such  corporation  or  begin  the  construction  of  its  road  until  the  Board  of  Railroad 
Commissioners  shall  certify  that  all  the  requirements  of  the  law  have  been  com- 
piled with,  and  that  public  convenience  and  necessity  re(luire  the  construction  of 
the  railroad  as  proposed  in  the  articles  of  association,  it  has  been  held  that  the 
corporation  is  not  complete  until  this  certificate  has  been  Issued. 

People  ex  rel  Depew  and   Southwestern  R.  R.  Co.  v.  Board  of  Railroad 
Commissioners,  4  App.  DIv.  259. 

It  Is  thus  plain  that  after  the  enactmf»nt  of  the  Railroad  Ijiw  no  railroad  cor- 
poration could  be  formed  except  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Railroad  Ijiw, 
and  no  railroad  could  be  constructed  by  It  except  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  that 
law.  The  New  York  I>ock  Company  was  organized  in  1901,  but  not  under  the 
Itallroad  I^w,  and  hence,  within  the  moaning  of  that  law,  this  corporation  could 
not  be  a  railroad  corporation  nor  could  its  road  be  regarded  as  a  railroad. 

A  reference  to  some  of  the  decisions  of  the  courts  leads  to  the  same  result. 

It  has  been  held  that  the  fact  that  the  charter  of  a  lumber  company  authorised 
it  to  build  a  railroad  as  an  incident  of  its  business  did  not  make  It  a  railroad 
within  a  statute  making  railroad  companies  liable  for  Injuries  to  employees. 

Ellington    v.    Beaver    Dam    Lumber   Company,    93    Ga.    53    (As   cited   in 
Elliott  on  Railroads,  2d  ed..  Vol.  I,  p.  2).. 

Also  that  a  "  union  depot  and  railroad  company  "  is  not  an  ordinary  railroad  com- 

f>any  and  that  it  ne<'d  not  l)e  incorporated  under  the  statute  providing  for  the 
nco'rporation  of  railroad  companies,  but  might  be  incorpovated  under  the  general 
law  providing  for  the  incorporation  of  ordinary  private  corporations. 

People   V.    Cheeseman,    7    Colo.    376    (As  cited   In   Elliott  on    Railroads, 
2d  ed.,  Vol.  I,  p.  3). 

In  Grigps  v.  Houston  (104  U.  S.)  the  defendants  who  were  contractors  engaged 
in  building  a  railroad  were  sued  by  the  widow  of  one  Griggs  for  damages*  caused 
by  his  flpath.  Ho  was  riding  on  the  pilot  or  bumper  of  a  locomotive  forming  part 
of  a  construction  train  of  the  defendants  at  the  time  it  collided  with  loaded  cars 


Oedees  of  the  Commission  Issued  in  1908.  733 

standing  on  the  track.  Griggs  received  injuries  resulting  in  his  death.  Plaintiff's 
claim  to  recover  was  based  upon  sections  of  the  Code  of  Tennessee,  prescribing 
certain  precautions  which  a  railroad  company  must  observe  in  running  its  trains. 
The  trial  court  charged  the  Jury  that  these  provisions  did  not  apply  to  the  case, 
and  the  Jury  found  for  the  defendants.  On  appeal  the  Judgment  was  affirmed.  The 
court  says: 

"  We  agree  entirely  with  the  court  below  In  the  opinion  that  the  statutes 
in  relation  to  railroads  relied  upon  by  the  plaintiff  in  error  are  not  applicable  to 
the  facts  of  this  case.  If  upon  the  evidence  the  Jury  had  brought  in  a  verdict 
against  the  defendants  it  would  have  been  the  duty  of  the  court  to  set  It 
aside  and  grant  a  new  trial." 

Griggs  V.  Houst^,  104  U.  S.  553; 

Although  a  company  is  organized  under  an  act  which  provides  for  the  formation 
and  regulation  of  railroad  corporations,  yet,  If  the  road  is  designed  solely  for 
private  use,  it  is  not  such  a  railroad  as  is  contemplated  by  the  statute  and  the 
company   is    not   entitled   to  exercise   the    right  of   eminent   domain.      So  held   In 

Weidenfeld  v.  Sugar  Run  R.  R.  Co.,  48  Federal  Rep.  615. 
(See)  Matter  of  Split  Rock  Cable  Road  Co.,  128  N.  Y.  408. 

The  Troy  Union  Railroad  Company  was  Incorporated  under  a  special  act  to 
construct  a  railroad  through  the  city  of  Troy  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  tlie  railroad 
companies  running  trains  to  and  from  said  city. 

Held  (in  effect)  that  this  company  was  not  liable  for  damages  resulting  from 
failure  to  fence  both  sides  of  the  track  as  required  by  the  General  Railroad  Act, 
but  that  the  liability  rested  upon  the  railroad  company  that  happened  to  be  using 
the  road  at  the  time  ef  any  loss. 

Tracy  v.  The  Troy  and  Boston  Railroad  Company,  38  N.  Y.  433. 

The  Harlem  River  and  Portchester  Railroad  Company  whose  line  extends  from 
Harlem  river  to  New  Rochelle  in  the  State  of  New  York  was  organized  in  1866 
under  the  General  Railroad  Act  (Laws  1850,  Ch.  140)  which  limits  the  rate  of 
transportation  to  three  cents  per  mile.  In  1880  the  company's  less«e  (New  York, 
New  Haven  &  Hartford  Railroad  0)mpany)  built  a  spur  of  this  road  from  Van  Nest. 
a  station  six  miles  from  Harlem  river  to  a  race  course  one-half  mile  distant,  for 
the  purpose  of  running  special  trains  to  accommodate  visitors  to  the  race  course, 
issuing  and  selling  a  round  trip  ticket  for  fifty  cents,  which  was  fourteen  cents  in 
excess  of  the  statutory  limit  of  three  cents  per  mile.  The  company  owned  the 
ground  over  which  the  spur  was  built.  The  spur  was  never  used,  nor  Intended 
to  be  U8ed  except  during  the  races. 

Held,  that  as  such  spur  was  not  laid  out  nor  title  to  the  right  of  way  acquired, 
as  provided  in  section  28  of  the  General  Railroad  Act,  it  was  not  a  railroad  con- 
structed under  that  act ;  but  a  private  enterprise,  which  the  company  was  at  liberty 
to  abandon  at  any  time,  and  the  amendment  of  that  act  (C  1886.  Ch.  415), 
Imposing  a  penalty  for  transportation  charges  in  excess  of  the  statutory  limit,  did 
not  apply  to  the  spur. 

Palm  V.  New  York,  New  Haven  &  Hartford  R.  R.  Co.,  17  N.  Y.  Supp.  471. 

It  has  been  held  that  a  dockage  and  warehouse  company  is  not  a  corporation 
organized  for  a  public  purpose  or  use  which  Justifies  the  delegation  to  It  of  the 
right  of  eminent  domain.  It  has  not  such  right  even  when  the  Legislature  has 
attempted  to  confer  such  right  upon  It.  Such  act  of  the  Legislature  is  unconstitu- 
tional and  void. 

Matter  of  E>ureka  Basin  Warehouse  and  Manufacturing  Co.,  96  N.  Y.  42. 
(See)  Matter  of  New  York,  Lackawanna  and  Western  Railway  Com- 
pany, 99  N.  Y.  12. 

In  the  case  last  cited  (99  N.  Y.  12)  a  railroad  company  sought  to  condemn 
dockage  or  wharfage  property  of  a  steamboat  company.  The  steamboat  company 
resisted  on  the  ground  that  the  property  was  alreadv  devoted  to  a  public  use,  but 
the  court  held  that  the  railroad  company  might  condemn. 

Judge  Finch  says :  "  The  steamboat  company  was  organized  under  a  general  law. 
(Laws  of  1864,  Ch.  232.).  Under  that  law  it  was  and  might  remain  a  private 
corporation.  Its  charier  did  not  make  it  a  common  carrier  or  impose  upon  it 
public  obligations.  If  it  became  a  common  carrier,  or  assumed  public  obligations, 
that  sprang  from  Its  own  voluntary  action  and  not  from  the  will  of  the  sovereign. 
It  might  carry  passengers  or  not  as  it  pleased.  It  might  transport  freight  for  one 
firm  or  corporation,  or  a  single  individual,  excluding  all  others,  and  confine  Its 
operations  within  that  narrow  boundary,  and  practically  and  mainly  such  was  the 
scope  of  its  business.  It  might  use  the  lands  here  in  question  wholly  for  the  pur- 
pose of  building  and  equipping  the  vessels  of  Its  line  and  then  apply  them  solely 
to  private  uses.  The  test  appears  to  be,  not  what  It  does  or  may  choose  to  do,  but 
what  under  the  law  It  must  do,  and  whether  a  public  trust  is  Impressed  upon 
it  It  does  not  so  hold  Its  property  Impressed  with  a  trust  for  the  public  use 
unless  its  charter  puts  that  character  upon  it  and  so  that  it  cannot  be  shaken  off. 
If  the  law  of  its  existence  docs  not  prevent  It  from  being  a  mere  private  corpora- 
tion, from  disregarding  If  it  pleases  all  public  uses ;  if  it  may  abandon  its  buKiness 
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at  any  moment  and  refuse  to  run  its  propellers  and  sell  Its  lands  by  an  absolute 
title  without  responsibility  to  tlie  sovereign,  which  is  permitted  by  Its  charter 
(§2)  ;  in  short,  if  under  that  charter  it  may  be  a  purely  private  corporation,  its 
property  is  not  so  held  as  to  be  exempt  from  a  talcing  under  the  law  of  eminent 
domain.  •  ♦  'If  the  test  should  be  made  that  of  the  actual  use,  of  the 
character  of  the  business  done  and  the  benefit  to  the  public  realized,  we  shall  never 
know  where  to  draw  the  line,  and  must  equally  exempt  individuals  whose  property 
Is  thus  used ;" 

The  Pul»lic  Servlee  Commissions  I>Jiw  makes  no  attempt  to  define  cither  the  term 
"railroad"  or  the  term  **  railroad  corporation."  The  provisions  of  section  2  of 
that  law  are  not  intended  as  definitions  but  to  furnish  a  rule  for  the  constniction 
of  these  terms  when  used  in  that  law. 

What  is  said  about  the  term  "  railroad  "  is  as  follows : 

"  The  term  •  railroad,'  when  used  in  this  act.  Includes  every  railroad,  other 
than  a  street  railroad,  by  whatsoever  power  operated  for  public  ufte  in  the 
conveyance  of  persons  or  property  for  compensation,  with  all  bridges,  ferries, 
tunnels,  switches,  spurs,  tracks,  stations  and  terminal  facilities  of  every  kind 
used,  operated,  controlled  or  owned  by  or  in  connection  with  any  such  railroad." 

It  is  manifest  that  this  is  not  a  definition  of  the  term  "  railroad."  If  It  were, 
then  street  railroads  would  no  longiu*  be  railroads.  It  is  simply  a  provlsiOD  that 
certain  appurtenances  of  a  railroad  shall  be  understood  as  included  in  the  term 
"  when  used  in  this  act."  In  other  words,  what  is  evidently  iutended  is  that  the 
meaning  of  the  terra  *'  railroad  '*  shall  be  held  to  be  no  different  than  heretofore 
(except  that  street  railroads  are,  for  the  purposes  of  this  act,  excluded),  but  that 
whenever  the  term  *'  railroad "  is  used  in  the  act  the  appurtenances  mentioned 
shall  be  deemed  to  l)e  included  as  a  part  thereof.  It  was  not  Intended  that  each 
one  of  the  appurtenances  mentioned  should  separately  constitute  a  railroad. 

What  is  said  about  the  term  "  railroad  corporation  "  is  as  follows : 

"  The  term  *  railroad  corporation.*  when  ufted  in  this  act,  includes  every 
corporation,  company,  aj-sr>clatlon.  Joint-stock  association,  partnership  and  per 
son,  tW'Ir  Ics.-sei'S,  trustees,  or  receivers,  appointed  by  any  court  wnalso«'\er. 
owning,  operating,  managing  or  controlling  any  railroad  or  any  cars  or  ether 
equipment  used  thereon  or  in  connection  therewith." 

Here  again  a  rule  of  construction  is  laid  down  for  the  purposes  of  this  act  only. 

Tliat    there   was   no   intent   to    make   the   provisions   of  the  act   apply    to  private 

coHJoratlons   or   to   other   railroads   than   those   (outeraplatc»d   by   the   Railroad   Law 

Is  shown  by  the  lirst   section  of  the  act,  defining  the  application  thereof,  which  iu 

as  follows : 

"  This  chapter  shall  bs  known  as  the  public  service  commissions  law.  ana 
shaft  apply  to  the  public  services  lierein  described,  and  to  the  commissions 
hereby  created." 

The  effect  is  to  limit  the  application  of  the  act  as  far  as  railroads  arc  concerned 
to  such  railroads  as  are  agencies  for  the  public  service.  The  term  "  railroad  "  under 
this  law  would  .therefore  mean  "public  servlte  railroad,"  and  the  term  "railroad 
corporation  "  would  mean,  "  public  service  railroad  corporation."  As  has  been  s«»€n, 
a  dockage  and  warehouse  company  is  not  a  public  service  corporation,  but  Is  a 
private  corporation  emraged  In  a  private  enterprise  and  not  entitled  to  exercise 
the  right  of  eminent  doinain,  even  when  conferred  by  the  I-egislature,  and  having 
no  power  to  resist  condemnation  proceedings  by  and  on  behalf  of  a  public  service 
corporation.  .  ^     .  ,  , 

It  is  to  be  noted  further  thnt  what  is  said  In  section  2  of  the  act  about  the 
term  "railroad"  and  the  terra  "railroad  corporation"  (as  above  quoted)  has  no 
application  bevond  the  act  itself,  the  application  being  restricted  by  the  words, 
"  when  used  iii  this  act."  The  act  contains  no  provisions  relating  to  the  Inspection 
nnd  testing  of  locoraotive  boilers,  and  hence.  In  the  act.  the  term  "  railroad  "  and 
the  terra  "  railroad  corporation  "  are  not  used  in  that  connection  at  all. 

For  the  reasons  stated,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  New  York  Dock  Company'* 
road  is  not  a  rn  11  road  within  the  meaning  of  the  Railroad  Iaw  or  of  the  Vubllc 
Service  Commissions  l^w.  and  thnt  the  powers  and  duties  of  the  Commission  relating 
to  the  inspvMiion  and  testing  of  locomotive  l)oilers  do  not  extend  to  this  road.  The 
opinion   heretofore  written  indicating  a  different  conclusion  la  herebjb  withdrawn. 

Respectfully  yours. 

(Signed)  GEO.   S.  COLEMAN. 

Counsel  to  the  Commission. 
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ACCOUNTS  OF  THE  COMMISSION. 


Accounting  System. 


*[The  Commission  should  have  a  simple  system  of  accounts  so  that  any  citizen 
may  ascertain  how  money  is  being  spent.] 

Commissioiipr  Maltbie  presented  the  following  report  upon  accounting, 
system  of^the  Commission,  which  was  approved. 

Report  Upon  Accounting  System. 
To  the  PuhUc  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District: 

Sirs. —  Soon  after  the  Commission  took  office  it  was  found  that  the  system  of 
accounts  used  by  the  Rapid  Transit  Commission  would  need  to  be  altered  and 
extended  considerably  to  adapt  it  to  the  needs  of  the  I'ublic  Service  Commission 
with  its  much  larger  field  of  work  and  its  varied  activities.  •  As  the  committee  to 
whom  the  matter  was  referred,  I  beg  to  submit  the  following  report : 

Upon  recommendation,  the  Commission  authorized  the  employment  of  Mr.  J.  R. 
MacNeille  of  the  Investors*  Agency  to  go  over  the  system  of  accounts  used  by  the 
Rapid  Transit  Commission,  to  examine  the  organization  created  by  the  Commis- 
sion, to  examine  the  Public  Service 'Commissionjii  Law%  and  to  prepare  a  system  of 
accounts,  forms  of  books,  vouchers  and  other  necessary  papers  and  such  instruc- 
tions for  the  handling  of  the  financial  affairs  of  the  Commission  as  would  be  in 
conformity  with  the  best  modern  accounting  practice.  The  importance  of  having 
as  simple  a  system  of  accounts  as  could  be  devised  so  that  any  cltTzen  might 
easily  ascertain  how  the  mcney  was  being  spent  was  emphasized. 

Mr.  MacNeille  has  prepared  and  submitted  five  reports  upon  different  phus-'s  of 
the  subject,  w^hich  I  transmit  herewith.  The  blank  forms  and  books  necessary  for 
the  accounting  work  have  been  prepared,  have  been  approved  by  me  and  are  now 
in  use.  The  accounts  of  the  Commission  have  been  kept  upon  the  new  plan  since 
January  1st  of  this  year  and  the  detailed  instructions  to  the  auditor  of  the  Com- 
mission and  his  assistants  have  just  been  approved.  With  these  in  force  the  same 
classification  and  methods  will  be  followed  from  year  to  year  regardless  of  the 
changes  that  may  occur  in  the  personnel,  and  the  annual  report  will  contain  a 
statement  of  receipt:^  and  expenditures  in  such  a  form  that  any  citizen  may  ascer- 
tain the  sources  of  all  income  and  the  purposes  for  which  the  money  appropriated 
by  the  city  has  been  expended.  Respectfully  submitted, 

( Signed)  MILO   R    MALTBIR. 

April   10,  1008.  ^  Commissioner. 


MISCELLANEOUS  ORDERS. 


Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company. —  Freight  yards 

near  Vanderbilt  avenue.  ■ 

Final  Order  No.   462. 
Henrin^  Order  No.  492. 
Opinion  of  Commissioner  McCarrolL 
Final   Order  No.   .'^.ST. 
Final  Order  No.   666. 


In   the  Matter 
of  the 
lleirlng   on    the   motion    of   the   Commission    on    the 
question   of   Improvement   In   and   acUliHon*   to   t>i'» 
servleo    and   eouloment   of    the   STATKN    ISLAND 
RAPID  TRANSIT  RAILWAY   a)MPANY. 


Y  FINAL  ORDER   No.  462. 
May  r>,  1908. 


This  matter  coming  on   upon   the  report  of   the   hearing  had   herein    on    the  22(t 
day  oif  November,   1907,  and  it  appearing  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and 

•  See  footnote,  page  9. 
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pursuant  to  an  order  of  this  Commission,  made  November  8,  1907,  and  returnable 
on  the  22d  day  of  November,  1907,  and  that  the  said  order  was  served  upon  the 
Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company,  and  that  the  said  service  was  by 
it  duly  acknowledged,  and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Com- 
mission on  the  matters  In  said  order  specified,  on  November  22,  1907,  before  Com- 
miss.oner  McCarrol I,  presiding,  Abel  E.  Blackmar,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Commission, 
Joseph  P.  Cotton,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Staten  island  Rapid  Transit  Railway 
Company,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  November  26,  1907,  and  ^yy  adjoummeiit 
duly  had  on  December  3,  1907,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  December  10. 
1907,  at  all  of  which  adjourned  sessions  Arthur  DuBols,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the 
Commission,  and  Joseph  P.  Cotton,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  raltwavs,  Mr.  Commis- 
sioner Eustis  presiding  at  the  session  of  December  3,  1907,  and  Mr.  Commissioner 
McCarroll  presiding  at  all  other  adjourned  sessions,  and  proof  having  been  taken 
at  all  of  said  sessions,  and  it  further  appearing  that  on  January  24,  1908,  Order 
No.  217  was  made  by  the  Commission  and  duly  served  upon  the  Staten  Island 
Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company,  which  order  was  made  without  prejudice  to  fur- 
ther action  by  the  Commission  in  respect  of  anything  therein  prescribed,  or  In 
respect  of  anything  covered  by  the  order  for  hearing  on  which  the  said  Order 
No.  217  was  made; 

Now,  the  Commission  being  of  the  opinion  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  hearing 
that  the  regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances  and  services  of  the  Staten 
Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company,  in  respect  to  transportation  of  persons 
and  property  in  the  First  District,  have  been  and  are  in  certain  particulars  unsafe, 
unreasonable,  improper  and  inadequate,  and  in  the  Judgment  of  the  Commission 
certain  changes,  improvements  and  additions  thereto  being  such  as  ought  reasonably 
to  be  made  in  the  manner  below  set  forth  In  order  to  promote  the  security  or  con- 
venience of  the  public  or  of  its  employees,  or  In  order  to  secure  adequate  service 
and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  and  property,  and  it  being  the 
Judgment  of  the  Commission  that  the  changes,  additions  and  improvements  in 
regulations,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  said  company  as  below  set 
forth  are  such  as  are  Just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper  and  ought  reason- 
ably to  be  mad?  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public  and  employees, 
and  the  Commission  being  informed  by  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway 
Company  tlvat  the  said  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway*  Company  had  carefully 
considered  the  situation  and  would  on  an  order  from  the  Commission  transfer  their 
freight  business  from  the  side-track  at  Bay  street  to  the  Vanderbllt  avenue  yard. 

Therefore  it  is  ordered: 

1.  That  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company  remove  its  freight 
business  now  being  conducted  at  the  freight  yard .  Just  east  of  Bay  street  and 
opposite  Townsend  avenue,  Clifton,  to  the  yard  located  east  of  Bay  street  and  about 
one  hundred  and  fifty  feet  north  of  Vandprbilt  avenue  and  extending  therefrom 
north  about  five  hundred  and  seventy-five  feet. 

2.  That  the  movement  of  the  locomotives  from  the  locomotive  storage  yard  oppo- 
site Slmonson  avenue,  Clifton,  into  and  out  of  service,  be  discontinue  across  Bay 
street  as  far  as  it  may  be  practicable  to  do  so  by  introducing  said  locomotives  into 
service  from  the  northern  end  of  the  yard. 

And  it  ie  further  ordered.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  May  15th,  1906,  and 
shall  continue  in  force  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  the  taking  effect 
of  the  same,  but  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearings 
and  action  thereon  by  the  Commission  in  respect  of  anything  herein  prescribed 
prior  to  the  expiration  of  said  period  of  two  years. 

And  it  i9  further  ordered.  That  before  May  13.  1908,  the  said  Staten  Island  Rapid 
Transit  Railway  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  Dis- 
trict whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

Orders  492.  537  and  506  while  appearing  to  constitute  a  separate  proceed- 
ing were  in  effect  a  continuation  of  the  above  matter. 


In  the  Matter 
of  the 
Hearlrg  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  of  improvement  in  and  additions  to  the 
recusations,  equloment  and  appliances  of  the 
STATEN  ISLAND  RAPID  TRANSIT  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 


Freight   Yards  near  Vanderbllt  Avenue. 


.HEARING  ORDER  No.  492. 
May  15,  1908. 


It  i9  hereby  ordered  that  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  25tb  dav  o€  May,  1906,  at 
10  :30  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  he 
adiuumed.  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission.  No.  154  Nassau  street.  In  the  borouRli 
of  Manhattan,  city  and  State  of  New  York,  to  Inquire  whether  the  regnlationn, 
equipment  and  apnllances  of  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company,  in 
respect  to  the  transportation  of  passengers  and  property  in  the  First  District,  are 
ansafe,  unreasonable,  improper  or  inadequate  and  wheuier  changes,   improvements 
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and  additions  thereto  ought  reasonably  to  be  madp  in  thp  manner  below  act  form 
in  order  to  promote  the  security  or  convenience  of  the  public  or  employees  or  in 
order  to  secure  adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers 
and  property  and  ii  such  be  found  to  be  the  fact,  then  to  determine  whether  a 
change,  addition  or  improvement  of  regulations,  equipment,  appliances  and  service, 
as  hereinafter  set  forth  Is  such  as  would  be  just,  reaaonablc,  safe,  adequate  and 
proper  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made  in  order  to  promote  the  security  and  con- 
venience of  the  public  or  employees  and  in  order  *to  secure  adequate  service  or 
facilities  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  and  property  in  the  First  District, 
that  is  to  say : 

1.  That  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company  remove  its  freight 
business  now  being  conducted  at  the  freight  yard  Just  east  of  Bay  street  and  opposite 
Townsend  avenue,  Clifton,  to  the  yard  located  east  of  Bay  street  and  about  one 
hundred  and  fifty  feet  north  of  Vanderbllt  avenue  and  extending  therefrom  north 
about  Ave  hundred  and  seventy-five  feet. 

2.  That  the  movement  of  the  locomotives  from  the  locomotive  storage  yard 
opposite  Slmonson  avenue,  Clifton,  into  and  out  of  service  be  discontinued  across 
Bay  street  as  far  as  it  mav  be  practicable  to  do  so,  by  introducing  said  locomotives 
into  service  from  the  northern  end  of  the  yard. 

3.  That  such  other  changes  be  made  in  the  arrangement  of  freight  yards  and  in 
the  switching  of  locomotives,  as  may  be  necessary  to  prevent  or  reduce  to  a 
minimum  the  use  of  the  railroad  tracks  across  Bay  street  for  the  switching  of 
locomotives  and  freight  cars -In  or  near  the  Clifton  freight  yard. 

And  if  any  such  changes,  improvements  and  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as 
ought  to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  would  be  a  reason- 
able time  within  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

Air  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  in  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company  be 
given  at  least  three  (3)  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it  either 
personally  or  by  mall  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order  and  that  at  such  hearing 
said  company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and 
examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. ' 

Hearings  were  hold  May  25th  and  20th. 

Opinion  of  Commission. 
(Adopted  May  29,  1908.) 
CoMMissiONEB  McCabroll  : 

Your  committee  to  whom  was  referred  several  matters  on  the  subject  of  com- 
plaints of  organizations  and  citizens  in  Staten  Island,  would  report: 

Perhaps  the  most  serious  matter  which  has  been  considered  by  the  committee 
is  the  one  of  the  operation  of  the  steam  railroads  of  the  Staten  Island  Railway 
Company  across  the  highway  known  as  Bay  street.  The  Interruptions  to  travel 
have  been  very  serious,  being  oftentimes  quite  prolonged  and  resulting  in  lifcon- 
venience  and  loss  to  the  public.  It  has  also  been  a  point  of  great  danger  notwith- 
standing the  precautions  which  have  been  taken  by  the  railway  company  to  protect 
the  people.  The  borough  ofilclals  and  the  citizens  have  from  time  to  time  during 
nearly  twenty  years  of  this  operation  been  endeavoring  to  secure  a  remedy,  but 
seem  to  have  been  unable  to  reach  It. 

By  direction  of  your  committee  a  thorough  investigation  was  undertaken  both 
by  the  Bureau  of  Inspection  and  the  Electrical  Engineer's  Department;  both  Mr. 
McLlmont  and  Mr.  Turner  have  given  their  personal  attention  and  examination, 
and  they  have  had  frequent  observations  and  inspections  made  by  their  staff.  In 
conference  with  Mr.  Trlbus,  the  Commissioner  of  Public  Works  in  the  Borough  of 
Richmond,  and  others,  a  plan  for  the  removal  of  the  difficulty  was  found.  Con- 
ferences by  your  committee  were  held  with  the  railway  company,  represented  by  Its 
president,  Mr.  George  Campbell.  Following  them,  the  hearings  were  given  on  order 
of  the  Commission,  and  your  committee  now  recommends  the  issuance  of  a  final 
order  which  accompanies   this   report. 

This  order  Involves  the  removal  by  the  company  of  its  switching  operations  to 
a  new  part  of  tbelr  premises,  which  will,  to  a  very  large  extent,  if  not  entirely, 
remove  the  danger  and  Inconvenience  of  the  previous  mode  of  operation.  It  will 
restore  the  use  of  the  highway  1o  the  people  of  the  borough  without  any  serious 
Interruption,  and,  of  course,  at  the  same  time  remove  the  danger  that  was  neces- 
sarily  involved   In  these  operations. 

Serious  complaint  has  also  been  made  an  to  the  Inadequate  service  rendered  by 
the  Staten  Island  Railway  Company  and  the  Staten  I.sland  Rapid  Transit  Railway 
Company.  The  companies,  on  representation  of  your  committee,  have  Indicated  their 
readiness  to  remedy  this,  but  upon  the  Issuance  of  the  summer   time  table,  under 
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date  of  Ma  J  20th,  it  was  found  that  thoro  was  not  the  Increase  of  service  antici- 
pated, and  that  other  changes  were  made  which  had  resulted  in  inconvenience  to 
the  traveling  public.  Your  committee  presented  these  complaints  to  the  ccHnpanies 
with  tbe  urgency  that  they  should  be  met  and  remedied.  After  a  conference  the 
railway  companies  have  agreed  to  restore  some  trains  that  were  taken  off  which 
were  important  for  the  convenience  of  travelers  and  by  stopping  some  other  trains 
at  points  on  the  schedule  which  the  trains  previously  had  passed.  It  is  believed 
that  all  due  accommodations  will  be  given  and  that  the  public  will  be  well  served. 
No  further  action  is  therefore  required  in  any  of  these  matters. 

The  question  of  fare  has  been,  already  acted  upon  by  the  Commission.  An  order 
was  adopted  by  the  Commission  at  yesterday's  meeting  providing  for  a  public  hear- 
ing on  July  8th. 

Thereupon  the  following  final  order  was  issued: 

FINAL  ORDBR  No.  537. 
May  29,  1908. 

This  matter  coming  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  25th 
day  of  May,  1908,  and  it  appearing  tnat  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pur- 
suant to  an  order  of  this  Commission  made  May  15,  1908,  and  returnable  on  May 
25,  1908,  and  that  the  said  order  was  dulv  served  upon  the  Staten  Island  Rapid 
Transit  Railway  Company,  and  that  the  said  service  was  by  it  duly  acknowledged, 
and  that  the  saLd  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters 
in  said  order  specified  on  May  25,  1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  McCarroll,  pre- 
siding, Arthur  EhiBols,  E}sq.,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission, 
Edward  B.  Bruce,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Rallwav 
Company,  and  proof  having  been  taken, 'and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  May  26, 
1908,  George  H.  Campbell,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit 
Railway  Company,  and  'Arthur  DuBois  for  the  Commission, 

Now,  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  hearing  that  the 
regulations,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit 
Railway  Company  in  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  and  property  in  the 
First  District  have  been  and  are  in  certain  respects  unsafe,  unreasonable,  improper 
and  inadequate,  and  that  changes  and  improvements  thereto  ought  reasonably  to 
be  made  in  the  manner  below  set  forth,  in  order  to  promote  tbe  security  or  con- 
venience of  the  public,  and  It  appearing  that  the  changes  and  improvements  as 
below  set  forth  are  such  as  are  just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper,  and 
ought  reasonably  to  be  made  to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public. 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  Esq.,  counsel  to  the  Commission, 

It  it  ordered,  1.  That  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company  remove 
its  freight  business  now  being  conducted  at  the  freight  yard  Just  east  of  Bay  street 
and  opposite  Townsend  avenue,  Clifton,  to  the  yard  located  east  of  Bay  street  and 
about  one  hundred  and  fifty  feet  north  of  Vanderbilt  avenue  and  extending  there- 
from north  about  five  hundred  and  seventy -five  feet. 

2.  That  the  movement  of  the  locomotives  from  the  locomotive  storage  yard 
opposite  Slmonson  avenue,  Clifton,  Into  and  out  of  service  be  discontinued  across 
Bay  street  as  far  as  it  mav  be  practicable  to  do  so,  by  introducing  said  locomotives 
into  service  from  the  northern  end  of  the  yard. 

And  it  is  further  ordered,  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  June  15,  1908,  and 
shall  continue  in  force  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  the  taking  effect 
of  the  same,  but  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearings 
and  action  thereon  by  the  Commission  In  respect  of  anything  covered  by  the  order 
for  hearing  prior  to  the  expiration  of  said  period  of  two  years,  and  it  is 

Further  ordered.  That  Order  No.  462,  made  and  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Com- 
mission on  May  5.  1908,  be  and  the  same  herebv  is  In  all  respects  abrogated. 

Further  ordered,  That  before  June  30,  1908,  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit 
Railway  Company  notify  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District 
whether  the  terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 

ORDER  No.  566,  MODIFYING  ORDER  No.  537. 
June  9,  1908. 

The  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company,  having  applied  in  writing 
on  June  2,  1908,  for  a  cnanffe  and  modification  in  Order  No.  537  heretofore  made 
on  May  29,  190S,  and  the  Commission  being  of  opinion  that  Order  No.  637  for  the 
improvement  in  and  addition  to  the  service  ana  equipment  of  the  Staten  Island 
Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company  in  respect  to  the  freight  yards  near  Vanderbilt 
avenue,  Clifton,  Staten  Island,  should  be  changed  and  modified  in  certain  particulars, 

Ordered,  That  Order  No.  537  made  May  29,  1908.  be  and  the  same  her^y  is 
changed  and  modified  to  read  as  follows: 
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FINAIi  OKDBR  No.  687. 

This  matter  coihlng  on  upon  the  report  of  the  hearing  had  herein  on  the  25th 
day  of  May,  1008,  and  It  appearing  tnat  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  pur- 
suant to  an  order  of  this  Commission  made  May  15,  1908,  and  returnable  on  May 
25,  1908,  and  that  the  said  order  was  duly  served  upon  the  Staten  Island  Rapid 
Transit  Railway  Company,  and  that  the  said  service  was  by  It  duly  acknowledged, 
and  that  the  said  hearing  was  held  by  and  before  the  Commission  on  the  matters 
in  said  order  specified  on  May  25,  1908,  before  Mr.  Commissioner  McCarroll  pre- 
siding, Arthur  DuBols,  Esq.,  assistant  counsel,  appearing  for  the  Commission, 
Edward  B.  Bruce,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Hallway 
Company,  and  proof  having  been  taken,  and  by  adjournment  duly  had  on  May  20, 
1908,  George  H.  Campbell,  Esq.,  appearing  for  the  .Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit 
Railway  Company,  and  Arthur  DuBols  for  the  Commission. 

Now  it  being  made  to  appear  after  the  proceedings  upon  said  hearing  that  the 
regulations,  equipment,  appliances  and  service  of  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit 
Railway  Company  in  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  and  property  in  the 
First  District  have  been  and  are  In  certain  respects  unreasonable,  improper  and 
inadequate,  and  that  changes  and  improvements  thereto  ought  reasonably  to  be  made 
in  the  manner  below  set  forth,  in  order  to  promote  the  security  or  convenience  of 
the  public,  and  it  appearing  that  the  changes  and  improvements  as  below  set  forth 
are  Just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper,  and  ought  reasonably  to  be  made 
to  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  public 

Therefore,  on  motion  of  George  S.  Coleman,  E}sq^  Counsel  to  the  Commission, 

It  i8  ordered,  1.  That  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company  remove 
its  freight  business  now  behig  conducted  at  the  freight  yard  Just  east  of  Bay  street 
and  opposite  Townsend  avenue,  Clifton,  to  the  yard  located  east  of  Bay  street  and 
about  one  hundred  and  fifty  feet  north  of  Vanderbllt  avenue  and  extending  therefrom 
north  about  five  hundred  and  seventy-five  feet. 

2.  That  the  movement  of  the  locomotives  from  the  locomotive  storage  yard 
opposite  Slmonson  avenue,  Clifton,  into  and  out  of  service  be  discontinued  across 
Aj  street  as  far  as  it  may  be  practicable  to  do  so,  by  Introducing  said  locomotives 
into  service  from  the  northern  end  of  the  yard.     And  it  is 

Further  ordered.  That  said  order  shall  take  effect  on  June  30,  1908,  and  shall 
-continue  in  force  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  and  after  the  taking  effect  of  the 
same,  but  without  prejudice  to  an  order  for  further  or  additional  hearlnsrs  and 
action  thereon  by  the  Commission  In  respect  of  anything  covered  by  the  order  for 
hearing  herein  prior  to  the  expiration  of  said  period  of  two  years,  and  it  is 

Further  ordered.  That  Order  462,  made  and  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Commission 
on  May  5,  1908,  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  in  all  respects  abrogated. 

Further  ordered.  That  before  June  15,  1908,  the  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit 
Railway  Company  notify  the  Public  "Service  Commission  for  the  First  District 
whether  the  terms  of  tms  order  are  accepted  and  will  be  obeyed. 


Brookl3m  Heights  Railroad  Company. —  Hours  of  labor  of  train 
dispatchers  and  tower  switchmen  on  the  Bridge  Division.  • 


In  the  Matter 

of  the 

Hearfng  on  the  motion  of  the  Commission  on  the 
question  of  improvements  lu  the  service  of  tho 
BROOKLYN  IIEIGHTS  RAILROAD  COMPANY 
in  respect  to  employment  of  train  dispatchers  and 
tower  switchmen  on  the  Bridge  Division. 


HEARING  ORDER  No.  603. 
May  19,  1908. 


Jt  U  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  had  on  the  29th  day  of  May,  1908,  at 
2  :30  o'cloclc  in  the  afternoon,  or  at  any  time  or  times  to  which  the  same  may  be 
adjourned,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission,  No.  154  Nassau  street.  In  the  borough 
of  Manhattan,  city  of  New  York,  State  of  New  York,  to  inquire  whether  the  regu- 
lations, equipment  and  service  of  the  Brooklyn  He!f;hts  Railroad  Company  in 
respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons  in  the  First  District  are  unjust,  unreason- 
able, unsafe,  improper  or  inadequate,  and  If  such  be  found  to  ho  the  fact  then  to 
determine  whether  it  is  and  will  he  just,  reasonable,  safe,  adequate  and  proper 
regulation  and  practice  to  diroot  that  the  hours  of  labor  for  the  following  em- 
ployees be  limited  to  not  more  than  eight  hours  in  each  day  of  twenty-four  hours: 

1.  Two  Brooklyn  train  dlspatchors. 

2.  Two  Park  row  train  dispatchers. 

3.  Three  tower  switchmen  at  Tlllary  street. 

4.  Three  tower  switchmen  in  the  dividing  switch  tower  situate  about  one  hundreij 
and  fifty  feet  west  of  the  Brooklyn  terminal. 

5.  Three  tower  switchmen  in  the  Park  row  terminal. 

And  if  any  such  changes,  improvements  or  additions  be  found  to  be  such  as  ought 
to  be  made  as  aforesaid,  then  to  determine  what  period  will  be  a  reasonable  time 
in  which  the  same  should  be  directed  to  be  executed. 

All  to  the  end  that  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  or  orders  In  the 
premises  as  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable. 
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And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  the  said  Brooklyn  Heights  Railro&d  Company  be 
given  at  least  seven  days'  notice  of  such  hearing  by  service  upon  it,  either  pei- 
sonally  or  by  mail,  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  order,  and  that  at  such  hearing 
said  company  be  afforded  all  reasonable  opportunity  for  presenting  evidence  and 
examining  and  cross-examining  witnesses  as  to  the  matters  aforesaid. 

Hearing  held  May  20th. 


Pennsylvania  Tunnel  and  Terminal  Railroad  Company  and 
Long  Island  Railroad  Company. —  Gas  line  through  Sunny- 
side  yard.  • 

Complaint  Order  No.  778. 
Extension  Order  No.  803. 
Hearing  Order  No.  826. 
Complaint  of  the  East  Riveb  Gas   Com- 
pany OF  Long  Island  City 
against 
Pennsylvania  Tunnel  and  Terminal  Rail- 
road   Company,    and   the   Long    Island 
Railroad  Company. 

Complaint  Order  No.  778  (see  form,  note  1),  issued  October  13th. 
Extension  Order  No.  803  (see  form,  note  2),  issued  October  27tli. 
Hearing  Order  No.  826   (see  form,  note  3),  issued  November  lOth. 
Hearings  were  held  November  18th  and  December  18th. 
Adjourned  to  January  12,  1909. 
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In   the  Matter 
of  a 
General    Investigation   Into   the   condition    of   Gas 
Corporations  within  the  First  District. 


ORDER  No.  (551. 

July  10,  1909. 


Whereas,  This  Commission  is  vested  by  law  with  the  general  supervision  of  all 
persons  and  corporations  having  authority  within  the  First  District  under  any 
general  or  special  law  or  under  any  charter  or  franchise  to  lay  down,  erect  or 
maintain  pipes,  conduits,  ducts  or  other  fixtures  in,  over  or  under  streets,  highwayss 
and  public  places  of  any  municipality,  for  the  purpose  of  furnishing  or  distributing 
gas.  and  not  only  has  the  power  but  la  charged  with,  the  duty  to  examine  the 
methods  employed  by  such  persons,  corporations  and  municipalities  in  manufacturing 
and  supplying  gas  for  light  or  heat  and  in  transmitting  the  same,  and  to  order 
such  improvements  as  will  best  promote  the  public  interest,  pre8e^^''e  the  public 
health  and  protect  those  using  gas  or  those  employed  in  the  manufacture  or  dis- 
tribution thereof  or  in  the  maintenance  or  operation  of  the  works,  poles,  lines, 
conduits,  ducts,  and  systems  maintained  in  connection  therewith  and  to  examine 
all  persons,  corporations  and  municipalities  under  its  supervision  and  keep  informed 
as  to  the  methods  cmploved  by  them  in  the  transaction  of  their  business  and  wee- 
that  their  property  is  maintained  and  operated  for  the  security  and  accommodation 
of  the  public  and  in  compliance  with  the  provisions  of  law  and  of  their  franchises 
and   charters. 

Now.  therefore,  be  it  .     ,   ,  . 

Resolved,  That  this  Commission  shall  forthwith,  as  required  by  section  66  ot 
the  Public  Service  Commissions  Lraw,  examine,  inquire  Into,  and  Investigate,  the 
general  conditions  of  each  and  every  gas  corporation  within  the  Mrst  District, 
its  capitalizatloa.  its  franchises,  and  the  manner  in  which  Its  lines  owned,  leased. 
controlled  or  operated,  am  nianjisjed,  conducted  and  operated,  including  the  methods 
employed  bv  it  In  manufactnrin;<  and  supplying  gas  and  in  transmitting  the  same 
and  the  methods  employed  by  It  In  the  transaction  of  its  business  and  as  to 
whether  its  property  is  maintaned  and  operated  for  the  security  and  accommodation 
of  the  public  and  in  compliance  with  all  the  provisions  of  law  and  of  Its  franchises 
and  charters, 

Further  resolved.  That  the  Chairman  may  designate  from  time  to  time  a  Com- 
missioner to  preside,  with  power  to  call  and  adjourn  hearings  hereunder. 
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Order  No.  198 319 

Despatchers  and  "trouble"  reports: 

Order  No.  228 297 

Brooklyn  Union  Gas  Company: 

Application  for  authority  to  issue  $3,000,000  of  capital  stock  for  the 
purpose  of  converting  debentures  into  capital  stock:  • 

Opinion  of  counsel ; 114 

Hearing  Order  No.  627 116 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis 116 

Pinal  Order  No.  640 116 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  812,  812b 277 

Brush  Electric  Illuminating  Company  of  New  York: 
Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos,  812,  812b 277 

Canarsie  Railroad  Company: 

Application  for  approval  of  contract  with  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated 
Railroad  Company: 

Case  No.  1009,  Hearing  Order 186 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett 186 

Case  No.  1009,  Final  Order 187 

Central  Crosstown  Railroad  Company: 

Application  for  approval  of  agreement  for  operation  of  road  under 
modification  of  lease  to  the  Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Com- 
pany and  New  York  City  Railway  Company: 

Hearing  Order  No.  622 183 

Hearing  Order  No.  622a 184 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis 184 

Final  Order  No.  637 186 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  748a 270 

Central  Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company: 

Establishment  of  through  routes  and  joint  rates  with  the  Metropolitan 
Street  Railway  Company: 

Hearing  Order  No.  670 249 

Final  Order  No.  673 260 
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Central  Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company. —  Continued: 

Efitablishment  of  through  .routes  and  joint  rates,  etc. —  Continued: 

Order  No.  693 261 

Hearing  Order  No,  752 261 

Final  Order  No.  815 252 

Rehearing  Order  No.  821 253 

Rehearing  Order  No.  825 254 

Final  Order  No.  830 254 

Through  routes  and  joint  rates  with  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad 
Company,  Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanville  &  St.  Nicholas 
Avenue  Railroad  Company: 

Hearing  Order  No.  786 260 

Extension  Order  No.  793 260 

Hearing  Order  No.  796 261 

Guard  rails  on  horse  cars  used  on  the  "  Belt  Line  " : 

Hearing  Orders  Nos.  668,  694 368 

Final  Order  No.  709 369 

Service  on  Fifty -ninth  Street  Crosslown  line: 

Hearing  Order  No.  649 429 

Receipts  and  expenses  for  a  thirty-day  period: 

Order  No.  669 314 

Receips  and  expenses  of  lines  and  number  of  car-miles  operated: 

Order  No.  804 314 

Central  Union  Gas  Company: 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  812,  812b 277 

City  Island  Railroad  Company: 

Application  for  approval  of  change  of  motive  power: 

Hearing  Order  No.  807 168 

Opinion  of  counsel 169 

Statements  by  Commissioners  Baasett  and  Maltbie 170 

Final  Order  No.  843 170 

Improvements  in  and  additions  to  the  service  and  equipment: 

Hearing  Order  No.  428 613 

Final  Order  No.  568 614 

Extension  Order  No,  619 614 

Extension  Order  No.  703 615 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  748a 270 

City  of  New  York: 

Application  to  acquire  title  to  various  streets  in  the  boroughs  of 
Queens  and  Brooklyn: 

Hearing  Orders  Nos.  230,  230a 205 

Hearing  Orders  Nos.  230b,  230c 206 

Hearing  Order  No.  230d 207 

Application  to  open  Hegeman  avenue  acrof?s  the  tracks  of  the  Long 
Island  Railroad  Company  and  the  Brooklyn  Union  Elevated 
Railroad  Company: 
Hearing  Order  No.  230d-l 207 
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City  of  New  York.^  Continued  : 

Application  to  open  Hegeman  avenue  across  the  tracks,  etc. —  Con. 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Basaett 208 

Final  Order  No.  490 209 

Application  to  open  West  Two  Hundred  and  Thirty- fourth  street 
across  the  tracks  of  the  Putnam  division  of  the  N.  Y.  C.  &  H. 
R.  R.  R.  Co.: 

Hearing  Order  No.  278 210 

Application  to  open  Chester  street  across  tracks  of  Long  Island 
Railroad  Company  between  Riverdale  avenue  and  East  Ninety- 
eighth  street,  Brooklyn: 

Hearing  Order  No.  430 200 

Application  to  open  Avenue  P  across  tracks  of  Long  Island  Railroad 
Company    and   Brooklyn   Union   Elevated   Railroad   Company 
between  Ocean  avenue  and  Gravesend  avenue,  Brooklyn: 
Hearing  Order  No.  655 204 

Common  Carriers: 

Investigation  into  the  general  condition  of: 

Opinion  of  Counsel 691 

Order  No.  615 691 

Stockholding  in: 

Order  No.   136a 296 

Commutation  Rates  (see  Rates,  Fares  and  Charges,  page  230). 

Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company: 

Application  for  authority  to  issue  $30,000  of  bonds: 

Hearing  Order  No.  233 117 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett 117 

Final  Order  No.  273 ". 118 

Application  for  authority  to  issue  additional  bonds: 

Hearing  Order  No.  420 119 

Insufficient  service  on  DeKalb  avenue  line  at  Borough  Hall: 

Complaint  Order  No.  281 430 

Service  on  Covert  avenue  and  Stanhope  street  lines: 

Complaint  Order  No.  340 433 

Hearing  Order  No.  476 433 

Dismissal  Order  No.  542 433 

Service  on  DeKalb  avenue  line: 

Hearing  Orders  Nos.  384,  384a 430 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett 432 

Inadequate  service  on  DeKalb  avenue  line: 

Complaint  Order  No.  672 434 

Operation  of  DeKalb  avenue  line: 

Case  No.   1017 319 

Automatic  circuit  breakers;  new  car  bodies: 

Hearing  Order  No.  203 589 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett , 690 

Final  Order  No.  255 590 

Extension  Order  No.  268 590 
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Coney  Island  and  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company. —  Continued: 

Defective  equipment  and  poor  service  on  Smith  street  line: 

Rehearing  Order  No.  197 587 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett 587 

Final  Order  No.  239 588 

Overhauling  and  repair  of  cars: 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett 723 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett 723 

Final  Order  No.  238 725 

Resolution 725 

Hearing  Order  No.  828 726 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett 726 

Resolution •. 727 

Inspection,  overhauling,  repair  and  equipment  of  cars: 

Hearing  Order  No.  271 591 

Final  Order  No.  433 593 

Rehearing  Order  No.  5*63 595 

Final  Order  No.  596 595 

Extension  Order  No.  779 598 

Overhauling  cars  —  surface  car  congestion  on  Brooklyn  bridge: 

Report  of  Commissioner  Bassett 598 

Delays  caused  by  cars  of,  during  September,  1907,  and  September, 
1908,  compared  and  analyzed: 
Report  of  Commissioner  Bassett 599 

Defective  switches  and  tracks  at  Main  and  Prospect  streets  and  at 
Main  and  Fulton  streets: 
Dismissal  Order  No.  219 621 

Repair  of  tracks,  frogs  and  switches: 

Hearing  Order  No.  192 622 

Final  Order  No.  309 622 

Ten-cent  fare  to  Coney  Island: 

Complaint  Order  No.  275a 248 

Hearing  Order  No.  350 248 

Ten-cent  fare  to  Coney  Island: 

Complaint  Order  No.  275 248 

Extension  Order  No.  305 248 

Hearing  Order  No.  352 248 

Crossing  at  Atlantic  and  Franklin  avenues^ 

Hearing  Order  No.  692 199 

Final  Order  No.  727 200 

Extending  time  to  file  information  regarding  cars,  fenders,  wheel- 
guards  and  brakes: 
Extension  Order  No.  520 309 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  748,  748c 270 

Extending  time  to  file  information  regarding  motors,  car  bodies  and 
car  trucks: 
Extension  Order  No.  519 807 
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Coney  Island  and  Gravesend  Railway  Company: 
Ten-cent  fare  to  Coney  Island: 

Complaint  Order  No.  276 247 

Extension  Order  No.  304 247 

Hearing  Order  No.  35^ 247 

Ten-cent  fare  to  Coney  Island: 

Complaint  Order  No.  276a 247 

Extension  Order  No.  303 247 

Hearing  Order  No.  351 247 

Consolidated  Gas  Company  of  New  York: 
Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  812,  812b 277 

Consolidated  Telegraph  and  Electrical  Snbway  Company: 
Certain  corporate  documents  required  to  be  filed: 

Order  No.  247 294 

Cranford  Company: 

Charges  of  the  Commissioner  of  Labor  against,  for  alleged  violations 
of  the  Labor  Law: 

Hearing  Order  No.  574 718 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis 718 

Final  Orfer  No.  602 719 

DeKalb  Avenue  and  North  Beach  Railroad  Company: 
Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  748,  748c 270 

Demurrage  (see  Rates,  Fares  and  Charges,  page  231). 

Department  of  Water  Supply,  Gas  and  Electricity: 
Repairs  in  water  mains  —  Bills: 

Opinion  of  counsel 325 

Dry  Pock,  East  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company: 

Form  to  be  used  in  reporting  cars  repaired  and  ready  for  inspection: 

Order  No.  261 297 

Increase  of  service  on  the  Grand  street  crosstown  line  and  Grand  and 
Desbrosses  line  to  Brooklyn: 

Hearing  Order  No.  397 434 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 435 

Final  Order  No.  421 436 

Final  Order  No.  472 437 

Unsanitary  conditions  of  horse  cars,  Canal  street  line: 

Complaint  Order  No.  287 561 

Overhauling  and  repair  of  cars: 

Hearing  Order  No.  234 604 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 605 

Final  Order  No.  260 606 

Hearing  Order  No.  332 607 

Rehearing  Order  No.  341 608 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 608 
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Dry  Dock,  East  Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Cpinpany. —  Continued: 
Overhauling  and  repair  of  cars. —  Continued: 

Final  Order  No.  365 609 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 609 

Final  Orders  Nos.  403,  455 610 

Opinion  of  Coimsel 611 

Extension  Order  No.  737 612 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  748b,  748g 271 

Extending  time  to  file  information  regarding  motors,  car  bodies  and 
car  trucks: 

Extension  Order  No.  484 307 

Extending  time  to  file  information  regarding  cars,  fenders,  wheel- 
guards  and  brakes: 
Extension  Order  No.  487 .t 309 

East  Riyer  Gas  Company  of  Long  Island  City: 
Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  812b,  812d 278 

East  River  Terminal  Railroad  Company: 

Application  for  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  a  necessity: 

Opinion  of  Counsel 161 

Hearing  Order  No.  634 162 

Ri^port  of  Commissioner  Bassett 163 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett 166 

Certificate  of  convenience  and  a  necessity 167 

Edenwald  Street  Railway  Company: 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  748a ." 270 

Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Company  of  Brooklyn: 
Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  812,  812b 277 

Electrical  Conduits: 

Right  of  United  States  government  to  use  existing  conduits  or  sub- 
ways under  the  streets  of  the  city  of  New  York: 
Opinion  of  Counsel 711 

Electrical  Corporations: 

Prevention  of  discrimination  and  unreasonable  preference: 

Opinion  of  Counsel 278 

Hearing  Order  No.  822 279 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 280 

Case  No.  822,  Final  Order 286 

Regulations  prescribing  the  form  and  governing  the  construction  and 
filing  of  scheduler  of  rates  and  forms  of  contracts: 

Opinion  of  Counsel 286 

Hearing  Order  No.  823 288 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 280 

Case  No.  823,  Final  Order 291 
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Electrical  Corporatioiis. —  Ck)ntinued: 
"  Breakdown  Bervice  " : 

Report  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 704 

Investigation  of  the  property  franchises  and  operation  of: 

Ord*»r  No.  205 *716 

Opinion  of  Counsel 717 

(See  Gas  and  Electrical  Corporations.) 

Empire  City  Subway  Company: 

Certain  corporate  dociunents  required  to  be  filed: 

Order  No.  247 294 

Flatbush  Gas  Company: 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  812,  812b 277 

Erection  of  a  gas  tank  at  Nostrand  avenue  and  Winthrop  street, 
Brooklyn : 

Complaint  Order  No.  534 567 

Hearing  Order  No.  548 567 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett 568 

Dismissal  Order  No.  600 568 

Fort  George  Street  Railway  Company: 
Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  748d,  748e 271 

Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanville  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railroad 
Company: 

Through  routes  and  joint  rates  with  the  Third  Avenue  Railroad  Com- 
pany and  the  Central  Park,  North  and  Elast  River  Railroad 
Company : 

Hearing  Order  No.  786 260 

Extension  Order  No.  793 260 

Hearing  Order  No.  796 261 

Form  to  be  used  in  reporting  cars  repaired  and  ready  for  inspection: 

Order  No.  261 297 

Certified  copies  of  conductors'  day  cards  required  to  be  filed: 

Order  No.  200 318 

Service  south  of  One  Hundred  and  Seventeenth  street : 

Discontinuance  Order  No.  589 530 

Lack  of  heat  on  Broadway  cars: 

Complaint  Order  No.  302 561 

Unsanitary  condition  of  closed  car9  on  Forty- second  street  crosstown 
line: 

Complaint  Order  No.  447 600 

Hearing  Order  No.  497 600 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 600 

Final  Order  No.  547 : 600 

Overhauling  and  repair  of  cars: 

Hearing  Order  No.  234 604 

Opinion  of  Compiissioner  Maltbie 606 

Final  Order  No.  260 606 
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Forty-second  street,  Manhattanville  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railroad 
Company.—  Continued: 

Overhauling  and  repair  of  cars. —  Continued: 

Rehearing  Order  No.  332 607 

Rehearing  Order  No.  341 608 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 608 

Final  Order  No.  365 609 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 609 

Final  Orders  Nos.  403,  455 610 

Opinion  of  Counsel 611 

Extension  Order  No.  737 612 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  748b,  748g 271 

Fulton  Street  Railroad  Company: 

Restoration  of  cars  on  the  Fulton  street  line: 

Complaint  Order  No.  731 220 

Extension  Order  No.  751 220 

Hearing  Order  No.  800 220 

Opinion  of  Counsel 220 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 221 

Gas  Corporations: 

Greneral  investigation  into  the  condition  of: 

Order  No.  651 740 

Rules  and  regulations  regarding  the  testing  of  gas  meters: 

Report  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 692 

Improvements  in  and  inspection  of  meters: 

Hearing  Order  No.  676 713 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 713 

Final  Order  No.  757 714 

Final  Order  No.  758 715 

Gas  and  Electrical  Corporations: 

Corporate  documents  required  to  be  filed: 

Order  No.  22a 295 

Right  of  companies  to  charge  for  service  of  installing  and  maintaining 
pipe  or  wire  connections  between  mains  and  consumers'  homes: 
Opinion  of  Counsel 709 

Stockholding  in: 

Order  No.  137a 296 

Form  of  annual  reports: 

Final  Order  No.  728 276 

Mnal  Order  No.  851 276 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  812,  812a-812d 277 

Glendale  and  East  River  Railroad  Company: 
Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  747 264 

Harlem  River  and  Portchester  Railroad  Company: 

Application  for  permission  to  operate  by  the  high  potential  alternat- 
ing electric  current  system: 
Case  No.  1001,  Hearing  Order 688 
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Hudson  and  Manhattan  Railroad  Company: 

Application  for.  permiffsion  to  put  into  effect  a  short  notice  tariff 
schedule : 

Caae  No.   1024 212 

Annual  and  other  reports  of  companies  engaged  in  interstate  com- 
merce: 

Opinion  of  Counsel 272 

Opinion  of  Counsel 273 

Opinion  of  Counsel 274 

Payments  on  account  of  franchise: 

Letter  of  Deputy  Comptroller 327 

Opinion  of  Counsel 327 

Application  for  approval  of  terminal  station  under  Sixth  avenue  near 
West  Thirty- third  street: 

Order  No.  768 191 

Restoration  of  pavement  on  Sixth  avenue  between  Fourteenth  and 
Twenty-third  streets: 

Complaint  Order  No.  705 677 

Hearing  Order  No.  720 677 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 678 

Discontinuance  Order  No.  749 678 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  748h 271 

InterbOTOugh  Rapid  Transit  Company: 

Application  for  authority  to  issue  a  mortgage  of  $55,000,000: 

Hearing  Order  No.  315 120 

Opinion  of  Chairman  Willcox 122 

Final  Order  No.  438 135 

•     Final  Order  No.  445 136 

Letter  of  Chairman  Willcox 138 

Application  for  permission  to  make  changes  in  signal  system: 

Final  Order  No.  343 193 

Final  Order  No.  343a '. 193 

Application  for  authority  to  extend  operation  of  the  subway  from 
Borough  Hall  to  the  Flatbush  avenue  station : 

Final  Order  No.  444 194 

Application  for  authority  to  construct  an  additional  platform  at 
Bowling  Green  station: 

Hearing  Order  No.  557 194 

Resolution 194 

Application  for  permission  to  discontinue  express  service  on  the  third 
track  of  the  subway  between  Ninety- sixth  street  and  One  Hun- 
dred Thirty- seventh  street  on  Saturday  afternoons: 

Final  Order  No.  639 195 

Application  for  authority  to  operate  in  the  subway  from  Two  Hun- 
dred and  Thirtieth  street  to  Two  Hundred  and  Fortieth  street: 
Final  Order  No.  650 * 195 
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Interborottgh  Rapid  Tranait  Company. —  Continued: 

Application  for  permission  to  maintain  a  temporary  spur  connection 
between  its  main  power  house  and  the  tracks  of  the  New  York 
Central  and  Hudson  Kiver  Railroad  Company: 

Case  No.  1011,  Permit 196 

Operation  of  trains  in  the  subway  at  Twentieth  street  on  January 
11,  1908: 

Order  No.  199 , .  320 

Additional  service  in  the  subway: 

Order  No.  259 339 

Extension  of  Broadway  express  service  to  Kingsbridge  and  of  local 
service  to  Dyckman  street: 

Hearing  Order  No.  408 532 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis '. 532 

Dismissal  Order  No.  556 533 

Failure  of  subway  trains  to  stop  at  Mott  avenue  station: 

Complaint  Order  No.  781 343 

Hearing  Order  No.  813 343 

Side  Doors  —  Changes  in  cars  now  in  use  and  type  of  cars  to  be 
purchased  for  future  use  in  the  subway: 

Hearing  Order  No.  270 344 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis 344 

Final  Order  No.  629 346 

Extension  Order  No.  783 347 

Extension  Order  No.  835 348 

Case  No.  629,  Extension  Order 348 

Lack  of  designation  signs  in  subway  trains: 

Case  No.  1005,  Complaint  Order 349 

Case  No.  1005,  Extension  Order 349 

Case  No.  1005,  Hearing  Order 349 

Inconvenient  location  of  ticket  box  at  Kingsbridge  subway  station: 

Complaint  Order  No.  306 340 

Discontinuance  Order  No.  309 ...  * 340 

Ticket  booths  in  the  subway  station  at  Brooklyn  Bridge: 

Complaint  Order  No.  335 340 

Dismissal  Order  No.  394 340 

Failure  to  run  elevators  at  Mott  avenue  and  One  Hundred  and  Forty- 
ninth  street  after  1  a.  m.: 

Complaint  Order  No.  293 642 

Discontinuance  Order  No.  329 642 

Placing  and  maintenance  of  vending  and  weighing  machines  in  the 
Brooklyn-Manhattan  subway : 

Hearing  Order  No.  839 348 

Suggested  change  of  name  of  the  subway  station  at  Sixty- sixth 
street  to  "Lincoln  Square": 

Case  No.  1023,  Hearing  Order 349 

Proposed  station  on  Columbus  avenue  at  Ninety-ninth  street: 

Hearing  Order  No.  254 641 
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Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Continued: 

Advisability  of  building  a  subway  station  at  or  near  One  Hundred  and 
Ninetieth  street  on  the  Broadway  division: 
Case  No.  1021,  Hearing  Order 349 

Leak  in  patent  lights  at  foot  of  stairs,  subway  station,  Forty-second 
street  side  of  Broadway: 
Complaint  Order  No.  460 341 

Tools  for  use  in  case  of  accident: 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis 370 

Dismissal  Order  No.  232 370 

Elmergency  organization  for  use  in  case  of  accident: 

Hearing  Order  No.  477 341 

Enclosures  to  prevent  draughts  at  One  Hundred  and  Sixty-eighth  and 
One  Hundred  and  Eighty- first  street  stations: 

Final  Order  No.  402 342 

Final  Order  No.  560 343 

Proposal  that  the  city  of  New  York  should  purchase  the  "  Steinway 
Tunnel ": 

Letter  of  Chairman  Willcox 360 

Report  entitled  "  The  Steinway  Tunnel  " 361 

Report  of  Committee 35'6 

Case  No.  1029,  Resolution 367 

Ticket    sales    at    Fulton    street.    Wall    street,    Bowling    Green   and 
Borough  Hall  subway  stations   from  January  2  to  January 
16,  1908: 
Order  No.  208 315 

Removal  of  side  tracks  in  Twelfth  avenue  and  Fifty-ninth  street: 

Order  No.  595 343 

Smoke  nuisance  at  power  house  at  foot  of  West  Fifty-ninth  street: 

Hearing  Order  No.  553 568 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis 669 

Dismissal  Order  No.  616 569 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  748c 271 

Extending  time  to  file  information  regarding  motors,  car  bodies  and 
car  trucks: 
Extension  Orders  Nos.  540,  579,  621 307 

Despatchers  and  "trouble  reports"  on  subway  and  elevated  lines: 

Order  No.  227 298 

Temperature  in  cars  on  elevated  lines: 

Hearing  Order  No.  250 562 

Additional  station  signs  on  all  elevated  roads: 

Hearing  Order  No.  495 653 

Final  Order  No.  491 654 

Extension  Order  No.  675 655 

Increase  in  number  of  trains  on  Second  avenue  elevated: 

Final  Order  No.  361 439 

Rehearing  Order  No.  392 440 
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InterbOTongh  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Continue  i: 

Service  on  Second  avenue  elevated  between  1  a.  m.  and  5  a.  m.: 

Hearing  Order  No.  374 530 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis 531 

Dismissal  Order  No.  426 531 

Inadequate  stairway   facilities  at   Eightieth   street,   Second  avenue 
elevated: 

Complaint  Order  No.  369 646 

Extension  Order  No.  399 646 

Dismdsaal  Order  No.  467 646 

Additional  stairway  at  Eighty- sixth  street  on  the  Second  avenue 
elevated: 

Complaint  Order  No.  370 040 

Extension  Order  No.  400 646 

Dismissal  Order  No.  468 646 

Removal   of   Btation   on    Second    avenue    elevated    from   Allen   and 
Rivington  streets  to  Allen  and  Delancey  streets: 

Opinion  of  Counsel 647 

Hearing  Order  No.  366 648 

Dismissal  Order  No.  499 649 

Additions  to  Ninety-second  street  station,  Second  avenue  elevated: 

Hearing  Order  No.  226 656 

Final  Order  No.  494 657 

Extension  Order  No.  529 658 

Rehearing  Order  No.  545 658 

Final  Order  No.  795 659 

Service  of  the  Third  avenue  elevated  road  to  South  Ferry  at  midday : 

Hearing  Order  No.  241 438 

Dismissal  Order  No.  290 438 

Skipping  Eighty-fourth  street  station  on  Third  avenue  elevated: 

Hearing  Order  No.  647 533 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis 534 

Discontinuance  Order  No.  654 534 

Service  on  the  Third  avenue  elevated: 

Final  Order  No.  221 441 

Rehearing  Order  No.  246 442 

Final  Order  No.  337 443 

Opinion  of  Commissioners  Eustis  and  Maltbie 445 

Suspension  Order  No.  569 444 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  617,  630,  699,  814 444 

Progress  in  making  changes  at  the  One  Hundred  and  Thirty- eighth 
street  and  One  Hundred  and  Forty -ninth  street  stations  of  the 
Third  avenue  elevated: 
Order  No.  218 316 

Signs  and  additional  platform  at  City  Hall  station  of  Third  avenue 
elevated: 

Hearing  Order  No.  373 643 

Final  Order  No.  546 644 
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Intexborough  Rapid  Transit  Company. —  Continued: 

Enlargement  of  southbound  platform  at  One  Hundred  and  Sixteenth 
street  station  on  Third  avenue  elevated: 

Hearing  Order  No.  552 651 

Enlargement  of  men's  toilet  room  at  Eighty-ninth  street  station  on 
Third  avenue  elevated: 

Hearing  Order  No.  593 651 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis 652 

Final  Order  No.  624 652 

Additional  stairway  at  the  Eighty-ninth  street  station  on  the  Third 
avenue  elevated: 

Complaint  Order  No.  362 665 

Hearing  Order  No.  409 655 

Final  Order  No.  498. . . : 655 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  682,  753 656 

Inadequate  transportation  facilities  at  stations  on  the  Third  avenue 
elevated  in  the  Borough  of  The  Bronx: 

Complaint  Order  No.  791 659 

Extension  Order  No.  810 659 

Additional  stairway  at  One  Hundred  Sixty- first  street  station  on  the 
Third  avenue  elevated: 

Hearing  Order  No.  410 660 

Final  Order  No.  852 660 

Service  on  the  Sixth  avenue  elevated: 

Final  Order  No.  206 444 

Opinion  of  Commissioners  Eustis  and  Maltbie 445 

Order  No.  569 446 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  617,  630,  699,  814 446 

Order  modifying  final  order  in  Case  No.  266 447 

Service  on  the  Ninth  avenue  elevated: 

Dismissal  Order  No.  371 438 

Escalators  at  One  Himdred  Fifty- fifth  street  elevated  station: 

Opinion  of  Counsel 645 

Complaint  Order  No.  386 645 

Extension  Order  No.  414 645 

Hearing  Order  No.  459 645 

Progress   in  construction  of   additional   stairways   at   Cortland  and 
Greenwich  streets: 

Order  No.  209 316 

Escalator  at  station  at  One  Hundred  Twenty-fifth  street  and  Eighth 
avenue: 

Complaint  Order  No.  288 643 

Hearing  Order  No.  391 643 

Additions  to  platforms  and  stairways  at  Christopher  street  station 
on  the  Ninth  avenue  elevated: 

Hearing  Order  No.  626 653 

InterstAe  Commerce  (see  Rates,  Fares  and  Charges,  pages  231,  236). 
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Jamaica  and  South  Shore  Railroad  Company: 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  747 264 

Jamaica  Gas  Light  Company: 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  812,  812b ^ 277 

Jerome  Park  Railroad  Company: 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  748a * 270 

Joint  Rates  (see  Rates,  Fares  and  Charges,  page  237). 

Kingsbridge  Railway  Company: 

Application  for  approval  of  agreement  with  the  Third  Avenue  Rail- 
road Ck>mpan7: 

Hearing  Order  No.  780 187 

Opinion  of   Commiasionw  Eustis 188 

Case  No.  780,  Final  Order 190 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  748b,  748g 271 

Kings  County  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company: 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  812a,  812b. 277 

Kings  County  Lighting  Company: 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  812 277 

Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company: 

Question  as  to  jurisdiction  of  Commission  as  to  demurrage  on  ship- 
ments from  without  the  State:  ^ 

Opinion  of  Counsel 231 

Opinion  of  Counsel 236 

Long  Acre  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company: 

Application  for  authority  to  issue  $10,000,0()0  of  preferred  stock  and 
$50,000,000  of  bonds  to  be  secured  by  a  mortgage  on  its 
property : 

Hearinpr   Order    No.   419 139 

Opinion   of   Coraniij-sioner   Maltbie 140 

Final  Order  No.  607 152 

Keliearing  Order  No.  750 153 

Final  Order  No.  797 153 

Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company: 

Construction  of  overhead  crossing  at  Jamaica  and  Hempstead  Turn- 
pike, borough  of  Queens: 

Hearing   Order   No.    449 201 

Opinion  of   Commissioner   Bassett 202 

Final  Order  No.  543 203 
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Long  Island  Electric  Railway  Company. —  Continued: 

Safety  precautions  at  the  grade  crossing  at  South  street,  Jamaica: 

Hearing  Order  No.  506 375 

Final  Order  No.  549 376 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  653,  742,  777 377 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  834,  856 378 

Service  and  equipment  on  Liberty  Avenue  line: 

Hearing  Order*No.  406 634 

Final  Order  No.  606 636 

Exchange  of  transfers  at  the  intersection  of  lines  on  New  York  avenue 
near  the  line  of  the  Brooklyn  aqueduct: 

Complaint   Order   No.    687 663 

Exteiwion  Orders  Nos.  698,  711 563 

Long  Island  Railroad  Company: 

Application  for  permission  to  put  into  effect  a  short  notice  tariff 
schedule : 

Orders  Nos.  188,  363 212 

Orders  Nos.  415,  660,  551,  644,  741,  743 213 

Case  No.   1028 213 

Application  for   authorization  to  lay   and  operate  additional   tracks 
on  Atlantic  avenue: 

Hearing  Order  No.  665 176 

Hearing  Order  No.  787 177 

Application  for  .permission  and  approval  of  a  change  in  location  of 
tracks  in  the  borough  of  Queens : 

Hearing  Order   No.   661 178 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  McCarroll 179 

Final  Order  No.  853 179 

Proposed  discontinuance  of  annex  boat  plying  between  Long  Island 
City  and  Pier  8,  East  river: 

Complaint  Order  No.  688 226 

Opinion  of  Counsel 226 

Hearing  Order  No.  701 225 

Opinion  of  ■  Commissioner  Bassett 228 

Dismissal  Order  No.  841 230 

Service  on  East  Thirty-fourth  street  ferry  to  Long  Island  City: 

Complaint  Order  No.  266 448 

Hearing  Order  No.  416 448 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett 449 

Dismissal  Order  No.  635 449 

Inadequate    service   on    North   side    division   between    midnight    and 
4  a.  m.: 
Complaint  Order  No.  679 450 

Train  service  between  East  New  York  and  Long  Island  City: 

Rehearing  Order  No.  193 460 

Final  Order  No.  429 451 

Rehearing  Order  No.  680 452 

Final  Order  No.  712 462 
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Long  Island  Railroad  Company. —  Continued: 

Question  of  the  power  of  Commission  to  require  construction  of  new 
station  at  Ralph  avenue: 

Opinion  of  Counsel 649 

Excessive   rate   of   fare   for   monthly   commutation   tickets;    lack   of 
service  on  Whitestone  branch: 

*  Complaint  Order  No.  300 248 

Reduction  of  fare  from  FlaAbush  avenue  to  Railroad  avenue  from  10 
to  5  cents: 

Complaint  Order  No.  565 248 

Hearing  Order  No.  636 248 

Excessive   fare  on   Atlantic   avenue   between   Jamaica  and   Flatbuah 
atations : 

Case  No.  1022,  Complaint  Order 249 

Exacting  excess  fare  within  the  city  limits': 

Opinion  of  Counsel 256 

OpSnion  of  Commissioner  McCarroll 256 

Lack  of  gates  at  Twenty-second  street  crossing,  College  Point: 

Complaint  Order  No.  322 371 

Safety   precautions   at  the  grade  crossing  at  Fresh  Pond  road  and 
Sherman  street,  borough  of  Queens: 

Hearing  Order  No.  283 371 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett 372 

Final  Order  No.  364 372 

Flagmen  at  Merrick  road  grade  crossing  on  the  Montauk  division  at 
Springfield,  Queens  county: 

Hearing  Order  No.  594 373 

Crossing  at  Atlantic  and  Franklin  avenues: 

Hearing  Order  No.  692 199 

Final  Order  No.  727 200 

Safety  precautions   at  the  grade  crossing  at  Fresh  Pond   road  and 
Metropolitan  avenue,  borough  of  Queens: 

Hearing  Order  No.  730 374 

Final  Order  No.  772 374 

•Case  No.  772,  Hearing  Order 375 

Safety  precautions  at  the  grade  crossing  at  South  street,  Jamaica: 

Hearing  Order  No.  505 375 

Final  Order  No.  549 376 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  653,  742,  777 377 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  834,  856 378 

Safety  precautions  at  the  grade  crossing  at  Hollywood  and  Sea  View 
avenues  in  the  borough  of  Queens: 

Hearing  Order  No.  721 379 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett 379 

Final  Order  No.  857 380 

High  tension  wires: 

Report  of  Commissioner  Eustis .• 679 
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Long  Island  Railroad  Company. —  Continued: 

Opening  of  Cliester  strc\!t  across  the  tracks  of,  between  Riverdale 
avenue  and  East  Ninoty-eicrhtli  street  in  the  borough  of 
Brooklyn : 

Hearing  Order  No.  430 200 

Opening  Avenue  P  across  the  tracks  of,  between  Ocean  avenue  and 
Gravesend  avenue,  Brooklyn: 

Hearing  Order  No.  555 204 

Application  of  the  city  of  New  York  to  open  Hegeman  avenue  across 
the  tracks  of: 

Hearing  Order  No.  230-D-l 207 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett 208 

Final  Order  No.  490 209 

Construction  of  overhead  crossing  at  Jamaica  and  Hempstead  turn- 
pike, borough  of  Queens: 

Hearing  Order  No.  449 201 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett 202 

Final  Order  No.  543 203 

Proposed  deflection  of  a  part  of  Atlantic  avenue  and  reloca/tion  of 
the  westbound  platform  at  East  New  York: 

Case  No.  1000,  Hearing  Order 627 

Gas  line  through  Sunnyside  yard: 

Complaint  Order  No.  778 740 

Extension  Order  No.  803 740 

Hearing  Order  No.  826 740 

Smoke  in  Atlantic  avenue  timnel: 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  McCarroll 570 

Manhattan  Railway  Company: 

Application  for  authority  to  issue  $10,818,000  of  bonds: 

Hearing  Order  No.  501 154 

Opinion  of  Chairmfl,n  Willcox 154 

Final  Order  No.  r)72 * 158 

Application  for  authority  to  issue  $894,000  of  bonds: 

Hearing  Order  No.  502 159 

Opinion  of  Chairman  Willcox 154 

Final  Order  No.  573 160 

I  Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

'  Extension  Order  No.  748c 271 

Marine  Railway  Company: 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  748a 270 

Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company: 

Application    for   aj)proval   of  agreement  to  operate  road  of   Central 
<'r()ss*town  Railroad  Company  under  modification  of  lease: 
Hearing  Order  No.  022 183 
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Metropolitan  Street  Railway  Company. —  Continued: 

Application  for  approval  of  agreement  to  operate  road,  etc. — Continued : 

Hearing   Order   No.   622a 184 

Opinion  of  -Commissioner  Eustis 184 

Final  Order  No.  637 185 

Establishment  of  through  routes  and  joini  rates  with  Central  Park,    * 
North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company: 

Hearing  Order  No.  670 249 

Final  Order  No.  673 250 

Order  No.  693 251 

Hearing  Order  No.  752 251 

Final  Order  No.  815 252 

Rehearing  Order  No.  821 253 

Rehearing  Order  No.  825 254 

Final  Order  No.  830 254 

Service  on  Eighth  Street  Crosstown  line  to  Brooklyn: 

Hearing  Order  No.  452 481 

Case  No.  1015,  Hearing  Order 482 

Opinion  of  Commis-sioner  Maltbie ' 483 

Case  No.  1016,  Final  Order 484 

Failure  to  operate  cars  on  the  One  Hundred  and  Forty-fifth  Street 
Crosstown  line  after  midnight  because  of  storing  of  cars: 
Complaint  Order  No.  710 536 

Withdrawal  of  service  on  Avenue  A  between  Fourteenth  street  and 
Twenty4hird  street: 
Complaint  Order  No.  809 , 536 

Service  on  Eighth  Street  Crosstown  line  to  East  Tenth  street  ferry: 

Hearing  Order  No,  461 464 

Case  No.  1016,  Hearing  Order 485 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 483 

Case  No.  1016,  Final  Order 486 

Inadequate  service  and  equipment  on  Fourth  and  Madison  avenue 
line: 
Hearing  Order  No.  836 623 

Use  of  Macomb's  Lane  as  a  storage  yard: 

Complaint  Order  No.  690 574 

Storing  of  ears  on  Lexington  avenue  between  One  Hundred  and  Six- 
teenth and  One  Hundred  and  T>*'enty-ninth  streets: 

Complaint  Order  No.  677 576 

Discontinuance   Order   No.   713 675 

Storing  of  cars  on  Eighth  avenue  between  One  Hundred  and  Fifty- 
fifth  and  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-ninth  streets: 
Complaint  Order  No.  831 675 

Noise   caused   by   operation   of   cars   at   Fifty-third  street  and   Sixth 
avenue : 

Case  No.   1013,^  Cx)mplaint  Order 676 

Case  No,  1013,  Hearing  Ordi^r 676 

Receipts  and  expenses  for  a  thirty-day  period: 

Order  No.  669 314 
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Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company: 

Application  for  autliority  to  issue  a  mortgage  of  $6,000,000. 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  McCarroll 112 

Final  Order  No.  642 -. 114 

Application  for  permission  to  construct  extensions  in  Kings  county: 
•  Hearing  Order  No:  491 180 

Inadequate  service  on  holidays  and  Sundays  —  Fulton  street  line  at 
tJtica  avenue: 
Complaint  Order  No.  312 463 

Increase  of  service  on  Seventh  avenue  line: 

Hearing  Order  No.  360 453 

Increase  of  service  on  Union  street  line: 

Hearing  Order  No.  395 490* 

Operation  of  freight  cars  on  Marcy  avenue: 

Complaint  Order  No.  734 5^7 

Extension  Order  No.  7'()3 637 

Hearing  Order  No.  838 537 

Operation  of  trains  and  surface  cars  at  Sixty-fifth  street  and  Third 
avenue  terminal,  Brooklyn: 

•Complaint  Order  No.  375 527 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  396,  431,  441 527 

Hearing  Order  No.  532 527 

Opinion  of  CommiiS.-iion€r  Bassett 529 

Final  Order  No.  597 529 

Running  of  open  cars  in  inclement  weather  on  Fifteenth  street  and 
Marcy  avenue  surface  lines: 
Complaint  Order  No.  480 658 

Failure  to  stop  cars  at  the  north  end  of  the  bridge  over  Coney  Island 
creek: 

Complaint  Order  No.  633 607 

Hearing  Order  No.  658 .*. .  607 

Final  Order  No.  729 607 

Service  on  St.  Johns  place  line: 

Hearing  Order  No.  764 456 

Statemf-nt  by  Commissioner  Maltbie 456 

Final  Order  No.  832.  ... ^ 457 

Extension  Order  No.  847 457 

•Ca-e  No.  832,  Extension  Orders 458 

Extension  of  Fifth  avenue  surface  line  in  Brooklyn  to  Bay  Ridge 
avenue  and  Eighty-sixth  street  —  Waiting-room  at  Bay  Ridge 
and  Fifth  avenues: 

Hearing  Order  No.  294 ■ 628 

Final  Order  No.  427 629 

Conditions   of   cars   and    method   of    transferring   passengers   on  the 
Fifth  avenue  surface  line: 
Complaint  Order  No.  539 562 

Repair  of  track  on  Bergen  street  —  Service  on  Bergen  street  line  and 
St.  Johns  place  line: 
Hearing  Order  No.   331 624 
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Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company. —  Continued: 

Noise  caused  by  operation  of  cars  of  the  Bergen  street  and  Nostrand 
avenue  line: 

Case  No.  1004,  Complaint  Order 677 

Noise  caused  by  cars  at  curve  at  Ocean  avenue  and  Avenue  F.: 

Complaint  Order  No.  295 T 576 

Hearing  Order  No.  382 576 

Pinal  Order  No.  442 576 

Station  at  Twenty-fifth  avenue  on  the  West  End  line: 

Complaint  Order  No.  253 661 

Hearing  Order  No.  334 661 

Dismiseal    Order   No.    379 662 

Turnstile  at  Sixteenth  street  station,  Fifth  avenue  elevated  line: 

Complaint  Order  No.  328 662 

Extension  Order  No.  380 662 

Lack  of  shelter  at  Thirty-ninth  street  and  Church  avenue: 

Complaint  Order  No.  837 638 

Ten-cent  fare  to  Coney  Island: 

Complaint  Order  No.  276 247 

Extension  Order  No.  304 247 

Hearing  Order  No.  353 247 

Ten-cent  fare  to  Coney  Island: 

Complaint  Order  No.  27r)a 247 

Extension  Order  No.  303 247 

Hearing  Order  No.  351 247 

Repairs  to  pavement  on  Marcy  avenue: 

Hearing  Order  No.  191 674 

Letter  of  Chairman  Willcox 668 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett 668 

Dismissal  Order  No,  317 674 

Repair  of  pavement  and  grading  of  trades  on  Flarragut  road: 

Hearing  Order  No.  189 675 

Letter  of  Chairman  Willcox 668 

Opinion   of  Commissioner   Bassett 668 

Knal  Order  No.  316 675 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  338,  356  # 676 

Final  Order  No.  388 676 

Extension  Order  No.  430 677 

Neglect  to  pave  and  keep  in  repair  the  street  between  and  adjoining 
rails : 

Hearing  Order  No.  190 667 

Letter  of  Chairman  Willcox 668 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett 668 

Final  Order  No.  318 671 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  339,  357 672 

Final  Order  No.  389 672 

Extension  Order  No,  440 674 

Erection  of  gates  at  Eighty-sixth  street  crossing  on  the  West  End 
line : 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  McCarroll 381 
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Nassau  Electric  Railroad  Company. —  Continued: 

Erection  of  gates  at  Eighty-sixth  street,  etc.  —  Continued : 

Final  Order  No.  585 382 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  732,  802 382 

Case  No.  6B5,  Extension  Order 383 

New  Amsterdam  Gas  Company: 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Noe,  812,  812b 277 

Newtown  Gas  Company: 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  812,  812b 277 

New  York  and  Long  Island  Traction  Company: 

Exchange   of    transfers   at    the   intersection   of    lines   on    New   York 
avenue,  near  the  line  of  the  Brooklyn  aqueduct: 

Complaint  Order  No.  687 563 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  698,  711 563 

New  York  and  Port  Chester  Railroad  Company: 

Progress  made  in  constructing  line: 

Hearing  Order  No.  521 316 

Extension  Order  No.  546 317 

Inspection  and  examination  of  accounts,  records  and  memoranda: 

Order  No,  586 321 

New  York  and  Queens  County  Railroad  Company: 

Reduction  of  running  time  betwen  Jamaica  and  Flushing  and  through 
cars    between    Jamaica    and    Long    Island    City    by    way    of 
Flushing: 
Dismissal  Order  No.  248 537 

Failure  to  run  cars  to  tjie  Corona  terminus  from  Long  Island  City: 

Complaint  Order  No.  773 538 

Hearing  Order  No.  833 638 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett 538 

Case  No.  833,  Final  Order 539 

Service  on  Calvary  Cemetery  surface  line  in  Queens: 

Hearing  Order  No.  "321 458 

Final  Order  No.  500 459 

Service  on  Jamaica-Flushing  line: 

Complaint  Order  No.  267 4<J0 

Hearing  Order  No.  559 460  , 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett 460 

Case  No.  559,  Dismissal  Order . .  .' 461 

Condition  of  roadbed  and  trolley  poles  on  Dutch  Kills  line: 

Complaint  Order  No.  571 626 

Discontinuance  Order  No.  604 626 

Vol.  II  — 25. 
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New  York  and  Queens  County  Railroad  Company.— Continued: 
Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  748c 271 

New  York  and  Queens  Electric  Light  and  Power  Ccmpany: 
Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Xos.  812,  812c 277 

New  York  and  Queens  Gas  Company: 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  812 277 

New  York  and  Richmond  Gas  Company: 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No,  812a 277 

New  York  and  Rockaway  Beach  Railway  Company: 
Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  747,  747b 264 

New  York,  Brooklyn  and  Manhattan  Beach  Railroad  Company: 
Extending  timp  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  747 • 264 

New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company: 

Applications  for  permission  to  issue  short  notice  tariflf  schedules: 

Orders  Nos.  333,  570 213 

Orders  Nos.  601,  667,  089,  696,  774,  816,  Case  No.  1030 214 

Orders  Nos.  320,  581,  648 215 

Restoration  of  the  Putnam  division  service: 

Order   No.   211 461 

Hearing  Order  No.  252 461 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis 462 

Final  Order  No.  311 : 463 

Rehearing  Order  No.  344 464 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis 464 

Final  Order  No.  524 466 

Additional  local  trains  on  the  Harlem  division: 

Hearing  Order  No.  314 467 

Final  Order  No.  538 467 

Final  Order  No.  567 469 

Operation  of  freight  trains  on  Eleventh  avenue: 

Hearing  Order  No.  745 544 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis 544 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis 547 

Case  No.  745,  Final  Order 547 

Increase  of  service  at  University  Heights  station: 

Complaint  Order  No.  313 , 541 

Hearing  Order  No.  513 541 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis 542 

Final  Order  No.  608 543 
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New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company. —  Continued: 

Improvement  in  and  additions  to  service: 

Hearing  Order  No.  279 6*40 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis 640 

Dismissal  Order  No.  473 641 

Excess  charges  upon  payment  of  cash  fares  upon  the  Harlem  division 
in  the  city  limits: 

Opinion  of  Counsel 255 

Complaint  Order  No.  348 255 

Discontinuance  Order  No.  387 256 

Opinion  of  Counsel 256 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  McCarroll 256 

Smoke,  cinders  and  noise  on  the  Putnam  division: 

Complaint  Order  No.  206 578 

Hearing  Order  No.  229 578 

Final  Order  No.  289 578 

Smoke  nuisance  near  One  Hundred  and  Sixty-first  street  and  Ogden 
avenue : 

Complaint  Order  No.  5"54 579 

Discontinuance  Order  No.  590 579 

Smoke  nuisance  at  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-seventh  street  and  River- 
side Drive: 

Complaint  Order  No.  324 579 

Hearing  Order  No.  514 579 

Final  Order  No.  625 680 

Final  Order  No.  686 681 

Maintenance  of  overhead  high  tension  transmission  system: 

Complaint  Order  No.  231 680 

Hearing  Order  No.  289 680 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis 680 

Final  Order  No.  700 687 

Additional  safety  appliances  and  precautions  at  Two  Hundred  and 
Twenty- fifth  street  grade  crossing: 

Hearing  Order  No.  212 383 

Final  Order  No.  258 384 

Condition  of  tracks  and  crossings  nt  yardfi  at  Thirtieth  street  on  the 
west  side  of  Tenth  avenue: 

Complaint  Order  No.  284 626 

Hearing  Order  No.  346 626 

Dismissal  Order  No.  412 626 

Additional  fiagmen  along  Eleventh  avenue: 

Hearing  Order  No.  646 386 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis 386 

Final  Order  No.  659 386 

Hearing  Order  No.  697 387 

Final  Order  No.  707 388 

Plan  for  relieving  city  streets  from  freight  traffic  and  for  removing 
Eleventh  avenue  track  from  street  surface: 
Hearing  Order  No.  784 629 
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New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company. —  Continued: 
Opening  of  West  Two  Hundred  and  Thirty-fourth  atreet  across  the 
tracks  of  the  Putnam  division  (application  of  the  city  of  New 
York)  : 

Hearing  Order  No.  278 210 

Application  for  approval  of  extension  of  time  for  completion  of  de- 
pressing tracks  and  constructing  viaducts  and  bridges: 

Hearing  Order  No.  576 211 

Application  of  Union  Railway  Company  of  New  York  city  for  ap- 
proval of  construction  of  street  surface  railway  crossing,  Put- 
nam division  tracks,  at  Two  Hundred  and  Thirtieth  street: 

Hearing  Order  No.  770 211 

Rebates  —  Loss  of  baggage: 

Opinion  of  Ck>un8el 238 

Hew  York  City  Interborongh  Railway  Company: 
Petition  for  approval  of  change  of  name: 

Final  Order  No.  606 198 

Opinion  of  Ck)\m8el. 198 

Delay  in  commencing  operation  of  Tremont  avenue  line  from  One 
Hundred  and  Eighty-first  street  to  West  Farms;  increase  in 
service  from  One  Hundred  and  Eighty-first  street  to  Bronx 
Park: 

Order  for  answer  No.  210 549 

Hearing  Order  No.  242 549 

Hearing  Order  No.  242a 550 

Pinal  Order  No.  308 , 551 

Rehearing  Order  No.  736 552 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis 552 

Final  Order  No.  798 553 

Discontinuance  of  service  of  line  which  formerly  ran  up  Southern 
boulevard  from  One  Hundred  and  Eightieth  street  over  One 
Hundred  and  Eighty- ninth  street  and  Aqueduct  avenue  to 
Washington  Bridge: 

Case  No.  1025,  Complaint  Order 55'4 

Lack  of  shelter  on  Aqueduct  avenue -line: 

Extension  Order  No.  204. 663 

Rehearing  Order  No.  214 663 

Final  Order  No.  251 664 

Application  for  permission  to  issue  short  notice  tariff  schedule: 

Order  No.  805 214 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  748c 271 

Desirability  of  diverting  traffic  from  subway  to  elevated  lines: 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis 553 

Failure  to  construct  railroad  through  the  borough  of  The  Bronx  for 
which  franchises  were  obtained  in  1003: 

Complaint  Order  No.  478 630 

Extension  Order  No.  516 630 

i  Hearing  Order  No.  588 630 
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New  York  City  Railway  Company: 

Application  for  approval  of  agreement  for  operation  of  road  of  Cen- 
tral CroB&town  Railroad: 

Hearing  Order  No.  622 183 

Hearing  Order  No.  622a 184 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis 184 

Final  Order  No.  637 i 186 

Service  on  the  Twenty- third  street  crosstown  line: 

Hearing  Order  No.  390.'. 470 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 471 

Final  Order  No.  422 472 

Service  on  the  Fourteenth  Street  and  Williamsburg  Bridge  line: 

Hearing  Order  No.  453 ! . .  473 

Service  <m  Christopher  and  East  Twenty-third  street  ferry  line: 

Hearing  Order  No.  454 474 

Service  on  Eighty-sixth  street  crosstown  line: 

Hearing  Order  No.  463 476 

Service  on  Eighth  avenue  line  —  Company  must  provide  for  unusual 
circumstances : 
Letter  of  Chairman  Willcox 548 

Service  on  Eighth  avenue  line: 

Hearing  Order  No.  436 476 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 477 

Final  Order  No.  489 478 

Eictension  Order  No.  507 478 

Service  on  Lexington  avenue  line: 

Hearing  Order  No.  405 479 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 480 

Final  Order  No.  423 480 

Extension  Order  No.  508 481 

Turning  back  of  cars  marked  "Polo  Grounds"  at  One  Hundred  and 
Fifty-fifth  street  on  Eighth  avenue  surface  line: 
Complaint  Order  No.  527 666 

Insufficient  service  over  Williamsburg  Bridge  between  11  p.  m.  and 
3  a.  m.: 

Complaint  Order  No.  446 . .  .• 411 

Discontinuance  Order  No.  530 412 

Service  on  Eighth  street  crosstown  line  to  Brooklyn: 

Hearing  Order  No.  452 481 

Cas^  No.  1015,  Hearing  Order 482 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 483 

Case  No.  1015,  Final  Order 484 

Service  on  Eighth  street  crosstown  line  to  East  Tenth  street  ferry: 

Hearing  Ordej-  No.  451 484 

Case  No.  1016,  Hearing  Order. ^ 486 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 483 

Case  No.  1016,  Final  Order 486 

Form  to  be  used  in  reporting  cars  repaired  and  ready  for  inspection: 

Order  No.  225 297 
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New  York  City  Railway  Company. —  Continued: 

Overhauling  and  equipping  closed  cars: 

Hearing  Order  No.  466 601 

Opinion  of  CJommisBioner  Maltbie 603 

Final  Order  No.  544 603 

Number  and  type  of  cars  owned  or  operated  July  1,  1907,  and  num- 
ber since  purchased:                                      • 
Order  No.  611 309 

Duty  of  receivers  of  to  file  annual  reports: 

Opinion  of  Counsel 727 

Overhauling  and  repair  of  cars: 

Hearing  Order  No.  234 ' 604 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 605 

Final  Order  No.  260 606 

Rehearing  Order  No.  332 607 

Rehearing  Order  No.  341 608 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie , 608 

Final  Order  No.  365 609 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 609 

Final  Orders  Nos.  403,  455 610 

Opinion  of  Counsel 611 

Extension  Order  No.  737 612 

Storing  of  cars  in  streets: 

Letter  of  Chairman  Willcox 573 

Appraisal  of  property  of: 

Order  No.  575 692 

New  York  Connecting  Railroad  Company: 

Application  for  an  extension  of  time  within  which  to  secure  consents 
of  adjoining  property  owners: 

Order  No.  235,  Certificate  of  extension  of  time 197 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  748b,  748d 270 

New  York  Dock  Company: 

Question  as  to  whether  the  locomotive  boilers  of  the  company  were 
subject  to  inspection  and  test  under  Railroad  Law,   §§   49a, 
49b,  49c: 
Opinion  of  Counsel 730 

New  York  Edison  Company: 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  812,  812b 277 

Cinder  nuisance: 

Opinion  of  Counsel 571 

Hearing  Order  No.  808 ' 672 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 572 

New  York  Mutual  Gas  Light  Company: 
Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  Nos.  812,  812b 277 
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New  York,  New  Hayen  and  Hartford  Railroad  Company: 

Application  for  permission  to  issue  short  notice  tariff  schedule: 

Order  No.  561 216 

Application  for  permission  to  operate  the  Harlem  River  and  Port- 
chester  Railroad  by  a  high  potential,  alternating  electric  cur- 
i-ent  system: 
Case  No.  1001,  Hearing  Order 688 

Smoke  nuisance  at  Harlem  river  yard: 

Hearing  Order  No.  367 582 

Final  Order  No.  512 582 

Rehearing  Order  No.  844 583 

Unsanitary  manner  of  loading  manure  cars  at  the  Harlem  river  yard: 

Complaint  Order  No.  666 683 

Hearing  Order  No.  790 5B3 

Use  of  soft  coal: 

Complaint  Order  No.  327 684 

Discontinuance  Order  No.  393 584 

Improvement  in  and  addition  to  service: 

Hearing  Order  No.  279 640 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis 540 

Dismissal  Order  No.  473 541 

New  York  Transfer  Company: 

Failure  to  refund  excess  charge  for  delivery  of  trunk: 

Complaint  Order  No.  385 257 

Discontinuance  Order  No.  401 257 

New  York,  Westchester  and  Boston  Railway  Company: 

Application  for  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  a  necessity: 

Hearing  Order  No.  811 167 

Failure  to  construct  the  Westchester  road: 

Order  No.  274 317 

Inspection  and  examination  of  accounts,  records  and  memoranda: 

Order  No.  586 321 

New  York,  Westchester  and  Connecticut  Traction  Company: 
Place  of  filing  annual  reports: 

Opinion  of  Counsel 271 

Northern  Union  Gas  Company: 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  812,  812b 277 

Ocean  Electric  Railway  Company: 

Application  for  consent  and  approval  to  the  relocation  of  tracks  at 
Rockaway  Park: 

Hearing  Order  No.  583 181 

Final  Order  No.  609 182 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  748,  748d 270 
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Pelham  Park  Railroad  Company: 

Application  for  i^roval  of  change  of  motive  power: 

Hearing  Order  No.  806 171 

Opinion  of  Counsel 169 

Final  Order  No.  842 171 

Extending  time  to  :file  information  regarding  cars,  fender^,  wheel- 
guards  and  brakes: 
Extension  Order  No.  509 309 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  748a 270 

Improvements  in  and  additions  to  the  service  and  equipment : 

Hearing  Order  No.  428 613 

Final  Order  No.  568 614 

Extension  Order  No.  619 614 

Extension  Order  No.  703 615' 

Pennsylvania  Tunnel  and  Terminal  Railroad  Company: 
Gas  line  through  Sunny  side  yard: 

Complaint  Order  No.  778 740 

Extension  Order  No.  803 740 

Hearing  Order  No.  826 740 

Prospect  Park  and  Coney  Island  Railroad  Company: 
Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  748 270 

Queens  Borough  Gas  and  Electric  Company: 
Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  812 277 

Rates,  Fares  and  Charges: 

Letter  of  Chairman  Willcox 230 

Opinion  of  Counsel 231 

Opinion  of  Counsel 236 

Letter  of  Chairman  Willcox 237 

Opinion  of  Counsel 238 

Rebates  (see  Rates,  Fares  and  Charges,  page  238). 

Receivers: 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over: 

Opinion  of  Counsel 727 

(See  also  Opinion  of  Counsel,  page  274.) 

Richmond  Hill  and  Queens  County  Gas  Light  Company: 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  812,  812b 277 

Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company: 
Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  748 270 

Service  and  equipment: 

Final  Order  No.   185 486 

Rehearing  Order  No.  354 488 

Final  Order  No.  377 4K8 
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Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company. —  Continued : 

Exchange    of    transfers    with    the    Staten    Island    Midland  Railroad 
Company : 

Complaint  Order  No.  702 ' 257 

Extension  Order  No,  714 257 

Hearing  Order  No.  739 257 

Sea  Beach  Railway  Company: 

Ten-cent  fare  to  Coney  Island: 

Complaint  Order  No.  27Ca 247 

Extension  Order  No.   303 247 

Hearing  Order  No.  351 247 

Re-establishment  of  station  at  Kings  Highway: 

Complaint  Order  No.  518 664 

Discontinuance  Order  No.  632 664 

Failure  to  stop  New  York  trains  at  Luna  Park  station: 

Complaint  Order  No.  3^30 .* 556 

Discontinuance  Order  No^  418 555 

Failure  of  local  trains  to  stop  at  Avenue  S.: 

Case  No.  1008,  Complaint  Order 556 

Case  No; -1008,  Hearing  Order 556 

Second  Avenue  Railroad  Company: 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  748a 270 

South  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company: 

Increase  of  service  on  Union  sti^et  line: 

Hearing  Order  No.  395 490 

Extension  of  service  from  West  Twelfth  street  to  West  Thirty-fifth 
street  on  Surf  avenue,  Coney  Island: 

Complaint  Order  No.  272 ^58 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  325,  411,  482 258 

Hearing  Order  No.  526 258 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett 268 

Dismissal  Order  No.  599 258 

Extension  of  short  line  to  Parkville  station: 

Hearing  Order  No,  359 556 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bas^ett 557 

Dismissal  Order  No.  63-2 657 

Discontinuance  of  train  stops  at  Kensington  station  on  Culver  line: 

Complaint  Order  No.  592 .- 558 

Hearing  Order  No.  638 658 

Opinion  of  Oomniissioner  Eustis 558 

Dismissal  Order  No.  656 659 

Noisy  operation  of  freight  and  ash  cars  through  Vanderbilt  avenue: 

Complaint  Order  No.  685 584 

Hearing  Order  No.  794 584 

Dii=missal  Order  No.  840 584 

Operation  of  freight  cars  on  Marcy  avenue: 

Complaint  Order  No.  734 537 
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South  Brooklyn  Railroad  Company. —  Continued: 

Operation  of  freight  oars  on  Marcy  avenue. —  Continued: 

ExtenBion  Order  No.  7«3 537 

Hearing  Order  No,  838 537 

Cinder  platforms  on  Gravesend  avenue: 

Hearing  Order  No.  184 665 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Bassett 665 

Final  Order  No.  249 6^ 

Running  of  open  cars  in  inclement  weather  on  Fifteenth  street  and 
Marcy  avenue  surface  lines: 
Complaint  Order  No.  580 558 

Ten-cent  fare  to  Coney  Island : 

Complaint  Order  No.  276a 247 

Extension  Order  No.  303 247 

Hearing  Order  No.  351 247 

Safety  precautions  at  Van  Sicklen  station,  Culver  line: 

Hearing  Order  No.  023 389 

Southern  Boulevard  Railroad  Company: 
Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  748g 271 

Extending  time  to  file  infornmtion  regarding  motois,  car  bodies  and 
car  trucks: 

Extension  Order  No.  485 307 

Extending   time   to   file   information   regarding  cars,    fenders,   wheel- 
guards  and  brakes: 
Extension  Order  No.  488 309 

Southfield  B^ach  Railroad  Company: 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  748,  748f 270 

Standard  Gas  Light  Company  of  the  City  of  New  York: 
Extending  time  to  file  annual  report : 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  812,  812b 277,  278 

Staten  Island  Midland  Railway  Company: 

Exchange    of  •  transfers    with    the    Richmond    Light    and    Railroad 
Company : 

Complaint  Order  No.  702 ; . .   257 

Extension  Order  No,  714 257 

Hearing  Order  No.  739 257 

Service  and  equipn^ent: 

Final  Order  No.   186 564 

Rehearing  Order  No.  355 , 565 

Final  Order  No.   37S 565 

tixtension  Order  No.  49(5 567 

Congested  condition  of  Sunday  service  on  the  Concord-New  Dorp  line 
and  the  Concord-Port  Richmond  line: 

Complaint  Order  No.  785 491 

Hearing  Order  No.  820 491 
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Staten  Island  Midland  Railway  Company. —  Continued: 

Failure  to  etop  cars  at  Steuben  street  and  Richmond  road,  Concord, 
Staten  Island: 

Case  No,  1003,  Complaint  Order 559 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  748 270 

Staten  Island  Railway  Company: 

Extending  time  to  file   information   regarding  cars,   fenders,   wheel- 
guards  and  brakes: 
Extension  Order  No.  510 309 

.Extending  time  to  file  annual  report : 

Extension  Order  No.  747a 265 

Lack  of  passenger  service  at  Great  Kills  station: 

Complaint   Order   No.   282 491 

Refusal  to  accept  ticke^ts  presented  more  than  three  days  after  pur- 
chase for  use  between  St.  George  and  Tottenville: 
Complaint  Order  No.  301 269 

Inadequate  facilities  for  handling  baggage  between  Staten  Island  and 
Manhattan : 

Complaint  Order  No.  461 503 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  McCarroll 503 

Use  of  soft  coal  on  locomotives: 

Complaint  Order  No,  704 585 

Earnings  and  operating  expenses : 

Order  No.  790 315 

Rates  of  fare  for  passage: 

Complaint   Order   No.   481 259 

Hearing  Order  No.  531 259 

Safety  devices  at  crossings: 

Rehearing  Order  No.  194 393 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  MoCarroll 393 

Final  Order  No.  210 394 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  522,  858 390 

Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company: 

Application  for  permission  to  issue  short  notice  tariff  schedules: 

Orders  Nos.  292,  762 215 

Extending  time  to  file  annual   report: 

Extension  Order  No,  747a 2G5 

Freight  yards  near  Vanderbilt  avenue: 

Final  Order  No.  tu2 735 

Hearing  Order  No.  492 736 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  McCarroll 737 

Final  Orders  Nos.  537,  560 738 

Commutation  rates: 

Letter  of  Chairman  Willcox 230 

Rates  of  fare  for  passage: 

Complaint  Order  No.  481 259 

Hearing  Order  No.  531 259 
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Staten  Island  Ra^d  Transit  Railway  Company. —  Continued: 

Proposal  to  discontinue  reduced  monthly  rate  to  school  children: 

Letter  of  Chairman  Willcox ' 230 

Safety  devices  at  crossings: 

Rehearing  Order  No.  l»o 390 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  McCarroll 391 

Final  Order  No.  217 391 

Extension  Order  No.  523 392 

Steam  Railroad  Corporations: 

Form  of  annual  report: 

Final  Order  No.  612 262 

Final  Order  No.  766 263 

Extension  Order  Nos.  747,  747a,  747b 264 

Stockholding  in: 

Order  No.  136a 290 

Investigation  into  the  general  condition  of: 

Opinion   of   Counsel . . : 691 

Order  No.  615 691 

Number  of  car  motors,  car  bodies  and  car  trucks  operated: 

Order  No.  437 298 

Order  No.  437a : 303 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  483,  484,  485,  519,  540,  579,  621 307 

Locomotive  boiler  tests: 

Letter  of  Chairman  Stevens 729 

Letter  of  Chairman  Willcox 729 

Opinion  of  Counsel 730 

Assembly  bills  relating  to  equipment  and  operation  considered: 

Letter  of  Chairman  Willcox 618 

Steinway  Tunnel: 

Proposal  that  the  city  of  New  York  should  purchase: 

Letter  of  Chairman  Willcox 350 

Report  entitled  '*  The  Steinway  Tunnel  " 361 

Report  of  Committee 356 

Case  1029,  Resolution 367 

Street  Railroad  Corporations: 

Form  of  annual  reports: 

Final  Order  No.  613 268 

Modifying  Order  No.  767 269 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  748,  748a  —  748h 270 

Filing  of  tariff  schedules: 

Order  No.  708 320 

Extension  Order  No.  722 321 

Stockholding   in: 

Order  No.  136a 296 

Investigation  into  general  condition  of: 

Opinion  of  Counsel 691 

Order  Xo.  (Uo 691 
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Street  Railroad  Corporations. —  Continued: 

Inventory  of  property  of: 

Order  No.  618 320 

Appraisals  of  property  of  companies  in  the  boroughs  of  Manhattan 
and  the  Bronx: 
Order  No.  575 692 

Inspection  of  records,  power  plants  and  equipment: 

Opinion  of  Counsel 689 

Number  of  cars  owned  and  operated  and  kinds  of  fenders,  wheelguards 
and  brakes  with  which  they  are  equipped: 

Order  No.  44f3 308 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  480,  487,  488,  500,  510,  620 309 

Number  of  car  motors,  car  bodies  and  car  trucks  operated: 

Order  No.  437 298 

Order  No.  437a 303 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  483,  484,  486,  519,  540,  679,  621 307 

Notice  of  proposed  purchases  of  cars,  brakes,  fenders  or  other  equip- 
ment: 

Hearing  Order  No,  465 310 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 311 

Final  Order  No.  684 312 

Number  of  cash  fares  and  number  of  transfers  collected: 

Order  No.  603 313 

Assembly  bills  relating  to  equipment  and  operation  considered:  • 

Letter  of  Chairman  Willoox 618 

Sabway  Matters: 

Building  Department  of  city  has  no  jurisdiction  over  subway  work: 

Opinion  of  Counsel . . . ; 321 

Certification  of  subway  contracts  by  Comptroller: 

Opinion  of  Counsel 322 

Repairs  in  water  mains  —  Claims  presented  by  Department  of  Water 
Supply,  Gas  and  Electricity: 

Opinion  of  Counsel 324 

Payments  on  account  of  franchise  by  Hudson  and  Manhattan  Railroad 
Company : 

Opinion  of  Counsel 327 

Suggested  change  of  name  of  Hoyt  street  station: 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  McCarroll 337 

Stoppage  of  work  on  Broadway  extension: 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis 337 

Sale  of  buildings  acquired  on  property  for  rapid  transit  purposes: 

Resolution  of  Commissioners  of  the  Sinking  Fund 338 

Letter  of  Chairman  Willoox 338 

Additional  stairways  to  subway  platforms  at  One  Hundred  and  Thirty- 
seventh  and  One  Hundred  and  Forty-fifth  streets: 

Order  No.  291 339 

Pneumatic  mail  tubes  in  subway  —  Contracts  Nos.  1  and  2: 

Opinion  of  Counsel 330 
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Subway  Matters.—  Continued : 

Maintenance  of  sewers  when  completed: 

Opinion  of  Counsel 33^ 

Broadway-Lexington    avenue   Rapid   Transit    route  —  Location    and 
style  of  stations: 

Order  No.  448 34I 

Broadway-Lexington  avenue  Rapid  Transit  route  —  Junction  point  of 
branches  in  The  Bronx: 

Order  No.  511 342 

Brooklyn  loop  lines: 

Opinion  of  Commission 332 

Brooklyn  loop  lines  —  Manhattan  section: 

Opinion  of  Commission 333 

Fourth  avenue  subway  —  Changes  in  contracts  and  drawings : 

Letter  of  Chairman  Willcox 334 

Fourth  avenue  subway  —  Sinking  of  wells  which  will  interfere  with 
its  construction: 

Extracts  from  minutes 335 

Fourth  avenue  subway  —  Delay  in  beginning  construction : 

Letter  of  Chairman  Willcox 336 

Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company: 

Application  for  approval  of  agreement  with  the  Kingsbridge  Railway 
Company : 

Hearing  Order  No.  780 187 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Eustis 188 

Final  Order,  Case  No.  780. 190 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  748,  748g 270,  271 

Service  on  Third  and  Amsterdam  avenue  line: 

Hearing  Order  No.  404 492 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 492 

Final  Order  No.  424 493 

Final  Order  No.  469 494 

Through  routes  and  joint  rates  with  the  Forty-second  Street,  Man- 
hattanville  and  St.  Nicholas  Avenue  Railroad  Company,  and 
the  Central  Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company: 

Hearing  Order  No.  786 260 

Extension  Order  No.  79a 260 

Hearing  Order  No.  796 261 

Service  on  Kingsbridge  surface  line: 

Hearing  Order  No.  435 495 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 496 

Final  Order  No.  536 : 497 

Overhauling  and  repair  of  cars: 

Hearing  Order  No.  234 604 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 605 

Final  Order  No.  260 606 

Rehearing  Order  No.  332 607 

Rehearing  Order  No.  341 608 
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Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company. —  Continued: 

Overhauling  and  repair  of  cars. —  Continued: 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 608 

Final  Order  No.  365 609 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  Maltbie 609 

Final  Orders  Nos.  403,  455 610 

Opinion  of  Counsel 611 

Extension  Order  No.  737 612 

Number  and  type  of  cars  owned  or  operated  on  July   1,  1907,  and 
number  since  purchased: 
Order  No.   611 309 

Form  to  be  used  in  reporting  cars  repaired  and  ready  for  inspection: 

Ord^r   No.  261 297 

Duty  of  receivers  of,  to  file  annual  reports: 

Opinion  of  Counsel 727 

Thirty-Fourth  Street  Crosstown  Railway  Company: 
Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  748a 270 

Twenty-eighth  and  Twenty-ninth  Streets  Crosstown  Railroad  Company: 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  748a 270 

Union  Railway  Company  of  New  York  City: 

Application  for  permission  to  construct  an  extension  on  Two  Hundred 
and  Thirtieth  street: 

Hearing  Order  No.  709 183 

Application  for  approval  of  construction  of  street  surface  railroad 
crossing  N.  Y.  C.  &  H.  R.  R.  R.  Co.,  Putnam  division  tracks 
at  Two  Hundred  and  Thirtieth  street: 

Hearing  Order  No.  770 211 

Extending  time  to  file  information  regarding  motors,  car  bodies  and 
car  trucks: 

Extension  Order  No.  483 307 

Extending  time  to  file  information  regarding  cars,  fenders,  wheel- 
guards  and  brakes: 

Extension  Order  No.  486 309 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  748b,  748g 271 

Condition  of  tracks  at  the  east  end  of  McComVs  Dam  bridge : 

Hearing  Order  No.  240 627 

Through  routes  between  New  York  city  and  Yonkers  over  Yonkers 
railroad : 

Complaint  Order  No.  776 262 

Hearing  Order  No.  850 ?62 

Service  on  Jerome  avenue  line  to  Woodlawn: 

Final  Order  No.  243 497 

Failure  to  operate  cars  between  1  a.  m.  and  5  a.  m.  on  a  twenty 
minute  headway: 
Complaint  Order  No.  gi  ^ 498 
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Union  Railway  Company  of  New  York  City. —  Continued: 

Discontinuance  of  through  service  on  White  Plains  avenue,  and 'failure 
to  exchange  transfers  with  Westchester  Electric  Railroad  Com-, 
pany: 

Complaint  Order  No.  775 560 

Hearing  Order  No.  788 560 

Dismissal  Order  No.  824 560 

Failure  to  run  cars  of  the  White  Plains  avenue  line  north  to  the  city 
line: 

Complaint  Order  No.  848 560 

Inadequate  service  on  Fort  Schuyler  road,  Westchester  village  to  the 
Eastern  boulevard,  and  proposed  extension  of  line  on  Eastern 
boulevard: 

Complaint  Order  No.  323 499 

Hearing  Order  No.  368 499 

Final  Order  No.  474 499 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  580,  631 500 

Opinion  of  Counsel 501 

Kehearing  Order  No.  789 504 

Final  Order  No.  827 506 

Extension  of  Boscobel  avenue  line  to  the  end  of  Washington  Bridge: 

Complaint  Order  No.  237 630 

Extension  Order  No.  264 630 

Hearing  Order  No.  407 630 

Final  Order  No.  450 630 

Overhauling  and  repairing  of  cars: 

Hearing  Order  No.  222 615 

Final  Order  No.  336 617 

Extension  Order  No.  740 617 

United  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company: 
Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  812,  812b 277 

United  States  Express  Company: 

Inadequate  facilities  for  handling  baggage  between  Staten  Island  and* 
Manhattan: 

Complaint  Order  No;  461 5*^3 

Opinion  of  Commissioner  McCarroU 563 

Van  Brunt  Street  and  Erie  Basin  Railroad  Company: 
Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  748b 270 

Westchester  Electric  Railroad  Company: 
Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Order  No.  748 270 


LXDKX.  TST) 

Company.  Subject.  page. 

Westchester  Electric  Railroad  Company. —  Continued: 

Failure  to  exchange  transfers  with  Union  Railway  Company  of  New 
York  city  to  provide  through  service  between  Two  Hundred 
and  Fortieth  and  Two  Hundred  and  Twenty-ninth  streets: 

Complaint  Order  No.  77.") 560 

Hearing  Order  No.  788 560 

Dismissal  Order  No.  824 560 

Woodhaven  Gas  Light  Company: 

Extending  time  to  file  annual  report: 

Extension  Orders  Nos.  812,  812b 277 

Yonkers  Railroad  Company: 

Through  routes  between  New  York  city  and  Yonkers  over  Union 
Railway: 

Complaint  Order  No.  776 262 

Hearing  Order  No.  850 262 
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